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1 Introduction
In this contribution, we discuss on QoE measurement in NR-DC.
2 Discussion
In RAN3#117bis-e, RAN3 agreed:

	RAN3#117bis-e (Oct 2022)
The coordination between the MN and the SN should support at least the following (details to be further discussed):
· Coordination for configuring the UE.
· Coordination for establishing the SRB for receiving QoE/RVQoE reports.
· Indication about switching the reporting leg.


For QoE measurement in NR-DC, both nodes (i.e., MN and SN) should coordinate the reporting leg and SRB establishment for QoE reports. It means the reporting leg and SRB establishment are not determined only by one node. The reporting leg and SRB(s) coordinated/determined by both nodes are configured to UE. If either node wants to change the reporting leg of UE, it should coordinate with the other node first.
Observation 1. Both nodes (i.e., MN and SN) should coordinate the reporting leg and SRB establishment for QoE reports.

Therefore, in our understanding, when UE selects the reporting leg (either SRB4 or SRB5) for QoE reporting, it does not matter to UE which node has configured the corresponding QoE configuration. UE does not need to consider whether QoE configuration is associated with MN or SN. All UE needs to do is to simply follow network configuration (i.e. reporting leg indication and SRB configuration), because it is the pre-coordinated decision by both nodes.
Proposal 1. When UE selects the reporting leg (either SRB4 or SRB5) for QoE reporting, UE just follows network configuration (i.e., reporting leg indication and SRB configuration) coordinated by both nodes. UE does not consider whether QoE configuration is associated with MN or SN.
In the last meeting, RAN2 made the following agreement:

	RAN2#122 (May 2023)
· FFS how to handle the QoE report transmission if there is only one SRB and the QoE report is not (explicitly) configured for that SRB (to be checked if this is possible according to latest RAN3 agreements) 



We do not think it is valid that network configures the reporting leg as SRB which is not setup to UE. Someone may argue that it could be useful for the case network may want to pause QoE reporting temporarily. However, RAN2 already introduced pause/resume mechanism via pauseReporting in Rel-17. It can be reused and enhanced in Rel-18 so as to pause QoE reporting in the configured reporting leg. 
Proposal 2. It is invalid configuration there is only one SRB configured and the reporting leg is indicated for the other SRB.
Proposal 3. Rel-17 pause/resume feature is reused and enhanced for QoE measurement in NR-DC.
Taking abovementioned proposals (i.e., Proposal 1, 2, and 3) into account, we propose the UE behavior for reporting leg selection. First, based on Proposal 2, it is unnecessary for NW to indicate reporting leg to UE when there is only one SRB configured to UE. Thus, we propose network should not configure the reporting leg indication when UE is configured only with either SRB4 or SRB5. UE can just send QoE report via the configured SRB. Furthermore, this UE behavior can be enhanced based on Proposal 3 by applying Rel-17 pause/resume mechanism. Consequently, we suggest the following proposal.

Proposal 4.  When UE is configured only with either SRB4 or SRB5, network does not configure the reporting leg indication. 

· For NOT paused QoE ID, UE just sends QoE report via the configured SRB.
· For paused QoE ID, UE pauses sending QoE report.

However, the explicit reporting leg indication (indicating either SRB4 or SRB5) is needed, when UE is configured with both SRB4 and SRB5. Network should configure the reporting leg indication per QoE ID. UE can send QoE report via the SRB indicated via reporting leg indication. Similarly, this can be also enhanced by applying Rel-17 pause/resume. Hence, the following proposal is suggested.
Proposal 5.  When UE is configured with both SRB4 and SRB5, network should configure the reporting leg indication (indicating either SRB4 or SRB5) per QoE ID. 

· For NOT paused QoE ID, UE just sends QoE report via the SRB indicated via the reporting leg indication.
· For paused QoE ID, UE pauses sending QoE report.

3 Conclusion
Based on the above, RAN2 is requested to discuss on the following proposals:
Observation 1. Both nodes (i.e., MN and SN) should coordinate the reporting leg and SRB establishment for QoE reports.

Proposal 1. When UE selects the reporting leg (either SRB4 or SRB5) for QoE reporting, UE just follows network configuration (i.e., reporting leg indication and SRB configuration) coordinated by both nodes. UE does not consider whether QoE configuration is associated with MN or SN.
Proposal 2. It is invalid configuration there is only one SRB configured and the reporting leg is indicated for the other SRB.
Proposal 3. Rel-17 pause/resume feature is reused and enhanced for QoE measurement in NR-DC.

Proposal 4.  When UE is configured only with either SRB4 or SRB5, network does not configure the reporting leg indication. 

· For NOT paused QoE ID, UE just sends QoE report via the configured SRB.
· For paused QoE ID, UE pauses sending QoE report.

Proposal 5.  When UE is configured with both SRB4 and SRB5, network should configure the reporting leg indication (indicating either SRB4 or SRB5) per QoE ID. 

· For NOT paused QoE ID, UE just sends QoE report via the SRB indicated via the reporting leg indication.
· For paused QoE ID, UE pauses sending QoE report.
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