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1. Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss a few of issues for QoE configuration not addressed from the last meeting (RAN2#115e).
2. Discussion
In last meeting, RAN2 discussed QoE handling upon receiving full configuration, and the following was proposed in R2-2109105 [1]:

	Proposal in R2-2109105 (RAN2#115e):
- Upon FullConfig, the gNB can indicate to the UE the identifiers of QoE configurations which should be kept by the UE and the UE shall continue the QoE measurements for the indicated QoE configurations



Some companies supported this proposal for QoE measurement continuity, while others argued UE should delete all QoE configuration, which is the purpose of full configuration in principle. We prefer to follow original UE operation with full configuration, but also agree the proposal above to achieve QoE continuity. Therefore, we would like RAN2 to discuss this issue again in this meeting.

Proposal 1. Select one option regarding QoE handling upon receiving full configuration

- Option 1. Upon FullConfig, the gNB can indicate to the UE the identifiers of QoE configurations which should be kept by the UE and the UE shall continue the QoE measurements for the indicated QoE configurations

- Option 2. Upon FullConfig, UE deletes all QoE configuration it has.
In the last RAN2 meeting (i.e., RAN2#115e), RAN2 made the following agreement: 
	Agreements (RAN2#115e):
- When the UE resumes the connection in a gNB supporting QoE, the target gNB should explicitly indicate which QoE measurement configurations should be kept by the UE during RRC resume procedure, e.g. in RRCResume message. The UE shall release all QoE measurement configurations not indicated by the gNB for restoration. FFS how the indication looks like, e.g. granularity per QoE configuration or common for all QoE configurations.


RAN2 could not reach consensus on granularity of indication used in RRCResume (i.e., per QoE configuration vs. common for all QoE configurations). Here, we would like to note LS from RAN3 [2] received in RAN2#115e. 

	LS from RAN3 (R2-2106949, RAN2#115e):
-  RAN3 discussed further the following three options captured in TR 38.890 regarding the area handling for QoE during mobility.

- Option 1, where the network is responsible for keeping track of whether the UE is inside or outside the area and configures / releases configuration accordingly.
- Option 2, where the network is responsible for keeping track of whether the UE is inside or outside the area, and the UE responsible to manage start/stop of QoE accordingly.

- Option 3, where the UE is responsible for area checking (UE has the area configuration) and to manage start/stop of QoE accordingly.

RAN3 agreed to support Option 1.


Given this LS, target gNB is responsible for keeping track of whether the UE is inside or outside the area and configures / releases configuration accordingly. Based on the areaScope of each QoE configuration, target gNB should be able to select which QoE measurement configurations should be kept or released by the UE during RRC resume procedure. Therefore, gNB should be able to use indication per QoE configuration.

Proposal 2.  When the UE resumes the connection in a gNB supporting QoE, the target gNB indicates whether UE should keep or release each QoE configuration (i.e., per QoE configuration).
In addition, this indication granularity can apply to handover case as well. In the last RAN2 meeting (i.e., RAN2#115e), RAN2 made the following agreement: 
	Agreements (RAN2#115e):
-  During the handover to target gNB which supports QoE, the target gNB decides which QoE configurations to keep and which to release during a handover, e.g. based on QoE configuration information received from the source gNB in Xn/Ng signalling (exact information is up to RAN3) including the RRC container.


We assume this agreement implies indication per QoE configuration, but would like to clarify it.
Proposal 3.  During the handover to target gNB which supports QoE, the target gNB indicates whether UE should keep or release each QoE configuration (i.e., per QoE configuration).
3. Conclusion
Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss and agree on the following proposals:
Proposal 1. Select one option regarding QoE handling upon receiving full configuration

- Option 1. Upon FullConfig, the gNB can indicate to the UE the identifiers of QoE configurations which should be kept by the UE and the UE shall continue the QoE measurements for the indicated QoE configurations

- Option 2. Upon FullConfig, UE deletes all QoE configuration it has.
Proposal 2.  When the UE resumes the connection in a gNB supporting QoE, the target gNB indicates whether UE should keep or release each QoE configuration (i.e., per QoE configuration).

Proposal 3.  During the handover to target gNB which supports QoE, the target gNB indicates whether UE should keep or release each QoE configuration (i.e., per QoE configuration).
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