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1. Introduction 
In this paper, we continue the discussion on how to support QoE measurement configuration, collection and reporting in NR-DC based on agreements and open issues last meeting.
2. Discussion
2.1 Management based QoE in MR-DC
RAN3 discussed different coordination mechanisms between MN and SN to avoid duplicately configuring a m-based QoE in NR-DC and agreed on both SN-initiated coordination and MN-initiated coordination as per the agreements below.

SN initiated coordination procedure
If the SN is interested in configuring a UE with an m-based QoE measurement configuration, it should send the request to the MN via a UE-associated procedure

In case the SN is interested in configuring a UE with an m-based QoE measurement configuration, the MN can decide and notify the SN whether:
· The MN shall send the configuration information to the UE, or
· The SN should send the configuration to the UE directly, or
· The SN should send the configuration information to the UE via the MN (inside a container)

For the above agreements on SN-initiated coordination, RAN3 should discuss stage-3 signaling i.e., which procedures/message to be used in Xn. Potential options include reusing an existing class-1 message (e.g., SN-initiated SN modification procedure) or defining a new class-1 message.

Proposal 1: RAN3 should discuss stage-3 signaling to be used for the SN-initiated coordination for m-based QoE
· Option 1: Reuse existing class-1 messages (e.g., SN-initiated SN modification procedure)
· Option 2: Define a new UE associated class-1 message 

MN initiated coordination procedure

If the m-based QoE configuration is received by the MN, the MN should make the decision on the UE selection and on which node sends the QoE configuration to the UE

The MN should inform the SN that a UE is configured with an m-based QoE measurement

When MN configures a UE with m-based QoE, it may indicate to SN: the QoE Reference, the MCE IP address


From the above agreements on MN-initiated coordination, it is not clear whether this MN-initiated coordination for m-based QoE needs a class-1 message or a class-2 message is sufficient.

Proposal 2: RAN3 should discuss whether the MN-initiated coordination for m-based QoE needs a class-1 message or a class-2 message is sufficient

The MN is responsible for RRC ID allocation for m-based sessions configured by the MN or SN, and notifies the allocated RRC ID(s) to the SN. FFS on whether a pool of RRC ID should be split between MN and SN or whether it is per measurement

In NR-DC, there are prior examples of coordination between MN and SN e.g., coordinating the measurement identities or DRB IDs. We look at such examples to see if signaling defined for such coordination can be extended to coordinating measConfigAppLayerID(s)
ConfigRestrictInfoSCG in CG-ConfigInfo is used by master eNB or gNB to request the SgNB or SeNB to perform certain actions e.g., to establish, modify or release an SCG. The message may include additional information e.g., to assist the SgNB or SeNB to set the SCG configuration. It can also be used by a CU to request a DU to perform certain actions, e.g., to establish, or modify an MCG or SCG.

ConfigRestrictInfoSCG ::=       SEQUENCE {
    allowedBC-ListMRDC              BandCombinationInfoList                                           OPTIONAL,
    powerCoordination-FR1               SEQUENCE {
        p-maxNR-FR1                     P-Max                                                         OPTIONAL,
        p-maxEUTRA                      P-Max                                                         OPTIONAL,
        p-maxUE-FR1                     P-Max                                                         OPTIONAL
    }                                                                                                 OPTIONAL,
    servCellIndexRangeSCG           SEQUENCE {
        lowBound                        ServCellIndex,
        upBound                         ServCellIndex
    }                                                                                          OPTIONAL,   -- Cond SN-AddMod
    maxMeasFreqsSCG                     INTEGER(1..maxMeasFreqsMN)                                    OPTIONAL,
    dummy                               INTEGER(1..maxMeasIdentitiesMN)                               OPTIONAL,
    ...,
    [[
    selectedBandEntriesMNList        SEQUENCE (SIZE (1..maxBandComb)) OF SelectedBandEntriesMN        OPTIONAL,
    pdcch-BlindDetectionSCG          INTEGER (1..15)                                                  OPTIONAL,
    maxNumberROHC-ContextSessionsSN  INTEGER(0.. 16384)                                               OPTIONAL
    ]],
    [[
    maxIntraFreqMeasIdentitiesSCG     INTEGER(1..maxMeasIdentitiesMN)                                 OPTIONAL,
    maxInterFreqMeasIdentitiesSCG     INTEGER(1..maxMeasIdentitiesMN)                                 OPTIONAL
    ]],
    [[
    p-maxNR-FR1-MCG-r16               P-Max                                                           OPTIONAL,
    powerCoordination-FR2-r16         SEQUENCE {
        p-maxNR-FR2-MCG-r16                P-Max                                                      OPTIONAL,
        p-maxNR-FR2-SCG-r16                P-Max                                                      OPTIONAL,
        p-maxUE-FR2-r16                    P-Max                                                      OPTIONAL
    }                                                                                                 OPTIONAL,
    nrdc-PC-mode-FR1-r16    ENUMERATED {semi-static-mode1, semi-static-mode2, dynamic}                OPTIONAL,
    nrdc-PC-mode-FR2-r16    ENUMERATED {semi-static-mode1, semi-static-mode2, dynamic}                OPTIONAL,
    maxMeasSRS-ResourceSCG-r16       INTEGER(0..maxNrofCLI-SRS-Resources-r16)                         OPTIONAL,
    maxMeasCLI-ResourceSCG-r16       INTEGER(0..maxNrofCLI-RSSI-Resources-r16)                        OPTIONAL,
    maxNumberEHC-ContextsSN-r16      INTEGER(0..65536)                                                OPTIONAL,
    allowedReducedConfigForOverheating-r16      OverheatingAssistance                                 OPTIONAL,
    maxToffset-r16                   T-Offset-r16                                                     OPTIONAL
    ]],
    [[
    allowedReducedConfigForOverheating-r17      OverheatingAssistance-r17                             OPTIONAL,
    maxNumberUDC-DRB-r17             INTEGER(0..2)                                                    OPTIONAL,
    maxNumberCPCCandidates-r17       INTEGER(0..maxNrofCondCells-1-r17)                               OPTIONAL
    ]]
}

Observation 1: CG-ConfigInfo is used to coordinate the maximum number of allowed measurement identities that the SCG is allowed to configure for inter/intra-frequency measurement or a range of serving cell indices that SN is allowed to configure for SCG serving cells
If the MN decides that an SDAP entity shall be hosted in the SN, coordination of DRB IDs between the MN and the SN is needed to ensure unique allocation of DRBs for a UE. The SN is responsible to assign the DRB IDs for the DRBs it terminates, based on the DRB IDs indicated by the MN.
For SN terminated bearers, the MN provides a list of available DRB IDs. The S-NG-RAN node shall store this information and use it when establishing SN terminated bearers. The SN may reject the request.
For SN terminated bearers, the MN provides a list of available DRB IDs. The candidate SN shall store this information and use it when establishing SN terminated bearers. The candidate SN may reject the addition request.
The MN also uses the procedure to provide the S-RLF related information to the SN or to provide additional available DRB IDs to be used for SN terminated bearers.

The SN also uses the procedure to request the MN to provide more DRB IDs to be used for SN terminated bearers or to return DRB IDs used for SN terminated bearers that are not needed any longer.

Observation 2: In order to coordinate assignment of DRB ID, MN provides a list of available DRBs to SN and SN chooses a value among the available DRBs and assigns the DRB ID to use when establishing SN terminated bearers.

Proposal 3: In NR-DC, the measConfigApplayerID to be used by QoE configuration(s) should be allocated on demand basis and there is no need to allocate a pre-configured pool of measConfigAppLayerIDs for MN and SN.

Proposal 4: In case of MN-initiated coordination, MN shall inform the SN with the measConfigAppLayerID allocated for the QoE configuration
Proposal 5: In case of SN-initiated coordination, MN shall allocate the measConfigAppLayerID to be used by the QoE configuration and informs the SN in the response message (after SN checks with MN in the request message)
[bookmark: _Hlk131530770]It is possible that a QoE configuration could be released via SRB3 without MN involvement. In this case, SN should inform MN about those QoE configurations that are released along with their QoE Reference(s) and measConfigAppLayerID(s). The released measConfigAppLayerID(s) can be used by MN for future allocations.
Proposal 6: In case a QoE configuration is released via SRB3 without MN involvement, SN should inform MN about those QoE configurations that are released along with their QoE Reference(s) and measConfigAppLayerID(s)
2.2 QoE Reporting in NR-DC

In NR-DC, the UE switches the reporting leg for QoE based on indication from network. FFS on implicit or explicit way

RAN3 should discuss which node can command the UE to switch the reporting leg

In the previous meetings, we have discussed whether the UE can switch the reporting leg based on an explicit indication from the network or an implicit indication (e.g., SRB setup) can be used. 

Before we discuss whether to use explicit or implicit indication, it is worthwhile to look at different aspects related to this e.g., how many bearers can be configured at a given time for QoE reporting, granularity of QoE report leg switching, interaction of QoE report leg switching and RVQoE leg switching. Also, we look at different scenarios (MN overload, SN overload, SCG failure etc.) in which the reporting leg switch is done and look at the steps.

RAN2#121 agreed the following:

Define new SRB (“SRB5”) for the QoE reporting to SN. SRB4 can only be configured for MCG (as in Rel-17). The priority of “SRB5” is lower than SRB1 or SRB3

Split SRB for QoE reporting is not supported (unless serious problems are identified).

It is not clear from the above RAN2 agreement whether SRB5 is always SN terminated SCG or can it also be an SN terminated MCG bearer. In our understanding, SRB5 can be assumed to be always an SN terminated SCG bearer and we can LS RAN2 to check our assumption.

Proposal 7: Send LS to RAN2 to check if SRB5 is always configured as an SN terminated SCG bearer 

Scenario 1 (MN overload):
· Suppose UE is sending QoE reports to MN via MN terminated MCG (SRB4)
· Upon MN overload, MN wants to switch the QoE reporting leg e.g., to a SN terminated SCG bearer (SRB5)
· MN requests SN that it wants to switch the QoE reporting leg (FFS whether to also provide the QoE Reference(s) of the QoE configuration(s) whose reporting leg is to be switched)
· SN confirms that the QoE reporting leg can be switched 
· MN can instruct the UE to switch the QoE reporting leg (FFS explicit or implicit)

Scenario 2 (SN overload):
· Suppose UE is sending QoE reports to SN via SN terminated SCG (SRB5)
· Upon SN overload, SN wants to switch the QoE reporting leg e.g., to a MN terminated MCG bearer (SRB4)
· SN requests MN that it wants to switch the QoE reporting leg
· MN confirms that the QoE reporting leg can be switched 
· SN can instruct the UE to switch the QoE reporting leg (FFS explicit or implicit)

Scenario 3 (SCG failure):
· Suppose UE is sending QoE reports to SN via SN terminated SCG (SRB5)
· Upon SCG RLF, MN can decide to switch the QoE reporting leg to a MN terminated MCG bearer (SRB4)
· MN can instruct the UE to switch the QoE reporting leg (FFS explicit or implicit)

As discussed above, MN can request SN that it wants to switch the QoE reporting leg and SN responds whether the QoE reporting leg can be switched. Also, SN can request MN that it wants to switch the QoE reporting leg and MN responds whether the QoE reporting leg can be switched

Proposal 8: The node that currently receives the QoE reports via Uu should be able to request the QoE reporting leg switch from the other node. The leg switch needs to be approved by the node that is bound to start receiving the reports.

 It is not clear how many bearers can be configured at a given time for QoE reporting. We therefore have the following proposal. Option 1 would mean UE doesn’t have to maintain two SRBs at the same time for QoE reporting thereby saving SRB resources and is simpler. Option 2 offers more flexibility by avoiding the need to release an SRB upon switching the reporting leg and being able to dynamically switch between the two SRBs. This also depends on the discussion whether QoE reports and legacy reports can be sent over two different legs. Since this is related to bearer setup/release, we propose to LS RAN2 and ask for their input 

Proposal 9: Send LS to RAN2 to check how many bearers can be configured at a given time for QoE reporting
· Option 1: Only one SRB (either SRB4 or SRB5) can be configured at a given time for QoE reporting
· Option 2: Two SRBs (both SRB4 and SRB5) can be configured at the same time for QoE reporting

It is not clear on the granularity of QoE report leg switching. Option 1 is simpler and switches the reporting leg for all QoE configurations at the same time. Whereas Option 2 gives us more flexibility (e.g., if only some RVQoE configurations need to be switched). We also think this is related to P9. If only one SRB can be configured at a given time, then leg switch can be common for all QoE configurations. If two SRBs can be configured at the same time for QoE reporting, leg switch can be per QoE configuration. Since the two issues are tied, we can ask the same to RAN2 as well:

Proposal 10: Send LS to RAN2 to check the granularity of QoE report leg switching:
· Option 1: Leg switch is common for all QoE configurations i.e., the reporting leg of all QoE configurations are switched at the same time
· Option 2: Leg switch can be per QoE configuration i.e., the reporting leg of only some QoE configurations can be switched


RAN3 can only decide whether an explicit or implicit leg switch command can be used only after receiving a reply LS from RAN2 on P9 and P10. Or alternatively, we can ask RAN2 to take this decision as well. We prefer to ask this to RAN2 to streamline the work among the WGs.

Proposal 11: Send LS to RAN2 to check whether the UE can switch the reporting leg for QoE based on implicit indication (e.g., bearer type change) from network or whether an explicit indication is needed.

If QoE reports are received by the SN, the SN can forward the QoE reports to MCE directly

If a node has configured the UE with QoE measurements, and the other node is receiving the QoE reports from the UE and forwarding them directly to the MCE, then the node that has configured the UE with QoE measurements should indicate the QoE reference to the node that receives the reports (and forwards it directly to MCE). Indication of MCE IP address is FFS

In order for the peer node to forward the QoE reports directly to MCE, the MCE IP address needs to be propagated from the node which configured the UE with QoE measurements.

Proposal 12: If a node has configured the UE with QoE measurements, and the other node is receiving the QoE reports from the UE and forwarding them directly to the MCE, then the node that has configured the UE with QoE measurements can indicate the MCE IP address to the node that receives the reports

2.3 RVQoE configuration in NR-DC 

RAN3 has made the following agreements:

The MN can generate an RVQoE configuration for a UE

The MN can send an RVQoE configuration to the UE

The SN can generate an RVQoE configuration for a UE. FFS whether MN can modify the SN generated RVQoE configuration

SN can send an RVQoE configuration to the UE

In case of NR-DC, we already agreed that MN and SN can generate their own RVQoE configuration
Regarding configuring RVQoE to the UE in NR-DC, there are two options:
· Option 1: MN and SN can configure independent RVQoE for the same QoE configuration to the UE
· Option 2: MN and SN can only configure one common (a single) RVQoE measurement for the same QoE configuration

Even if MN and SN coordinate and use a different measConfigAppLayerID, this can’t avoid duplicate RVQoE configuration at the UE. We therefore prefer MN and SN to coordinate and configure a single (common) RVQoE configuration for a given QoE configuration instead of independently configuring two different RVQoE configurations for the same QoE configuration. We therefore prefer Option 2.

Proposal 13: MN and SN can only configure one common (a single) RVQoE measurement for the same QoE configuration

Regarding the FFS on how SN can send an RVQoE configuration to the UE, the following options are possible:

· Option 1: SN can send SN generated RVQoE configuration to MN over XnAP and MN sends QoE configuration over SRB1
· Option 2: SN can send SN generated RVQoE configuration as a container to MN and MN sends the container over SRB1 
· Option 3: SN can send SN generated RVQoE configuration over SRB3 after coordinating with MN

In Option 2, MN might not know the SN generated RVQoE configuration as it is sent over a container (which MN might not be able to decode). Therefore option 2 should not be considered

Both Option 1 and Option 3 can be considered by which we can achieve MN-SN coordination and duplicate RVQoE configurations can be avoided.

Proposal 14: SN can send the RVQoE configuration to the UE as follows:
· Option 1: SN can send SN generated RVQoE configuration to MN over XnAP and MN sends a common RVQoE configuration over SRB1 to the UE
· Option 2: SN can send the RVQoE configuration over SRB3 after coordinating with MN (i.e., after MN sends the MN generated RVQoE configuration to SN over XnAP)


We now look at the sequence of steps regarding configuring RVQoE in NR-DC under different scenarios – i) when s-based QoE is received by MN, ii) when m-based QoE is received by MN, ii) when m-based QoE is received on SN.

Scenario 1: When s-based QoE is received by MN or m-based QoE is received by MN
1. MN can forward the list of available RVQoE metrics received from AMF (or OAM) to SN over XnAP
2. SN generates its desired RVQoE configuration (a list of interested RVQoE metrics, RVQoE reporting periodicity) and informs MN via XnAP 
3. MN can modify the SN generated RVQoE configuration and generate a common RVQoE configuration 
4. MN sends the common RVQoE configuration to the UE via SRB1

Scenario 2: When m-based QoE is received on SN
1. After receiving the m-based QoE configuration from OAM, SN should forward the list of available RVQoE metrics to MN via Xn
2. MN generates its desired RVQoE configuration (a list of interested RVQoE metrics, RVQoE reporting periodicity) and informs SN via XnAP 
3. SN can modify the MN generated RVQoE configuration and generate a common RVQoE configuration 
4. SN sends the common RVQoE configuration to the UE via SRB3


Proposal 15: RVQoE configuration modification should be supported
· MN can modify the SN generated RVQoE configuration conveyed over Xn and generate a common RVQoE configuration to the UE
· SN can modify the MN generated RVQoE configuration conveyed over Xn and generate a common RVQoE configuration to the YE

FFS whether the node which sends the initial RVQoE configuration to UE and the node which sends the legacy QoE configuration to UE should be the same

Further there were an open issue identified whether the node which sends the QoE configuration and RVQoE configuration should be the same or if it can be different.

Case 1: MN sends both QoE configuration and RVQoE configuration to the UE via SRB1
Case 2: SN sends both QoE configuration and RVQoE configuration to the UE via SRB3
Case 3: MN sends QoE configuration to the UE via SRB1 but SN sends RVQoE configuration to the UE via SRB3
Case 4: SN sends QoE configuration to the UE via SRB3 but MN sends RVQoE configuration to the UE via SRB1

We think case 1 and case 2 is simpler, and there is no need to consider case 3 and case 4.

Proposal 16: The node which sends the QoE configuration to the UE should also send the RVQoE configuration
2.4 Available RVQoE metrics
FFS whether the node that received the QoE configuration from the AMF/OAM can send to the other node the list of available RVQoE metrics.

Proposal 17: To achieve MN-SN coordination for RVQoE, the node that received the QoE configuration from the AMF/OAM can send the list of available RVQoE metrics to the other node.
· MN can forward the list of available RVQoE metrics to SN if m-based QoE is received at MN from OAM or s-based QoE is received from AMF
· SN can forward the list of available RVQoE metrics received to MN if case m-based QoE is received at SN


2.5 RVQoE reporting in NR-DC

Let us consider an example for RVQoE reporting in NR-DC. Say MN configures s-based QoE and RVQoE with measConfigAppLayerID 1 and UE reports QoE reports and RVQoE reports with measConfigAppLayerID =1, but the PDU session ID and QoS flow ID corresponds to the bearers of SN. MN therefore forwards the RVQoE reports to SN via Xn signaling. SN now wants to participate in the RVQoE configuration and provides its SN generated RVQoE configuration to MN. MN takes the SN generated RVQoE configuration into account and modifies the RVQoE configuration of measConfigAppLayerID (e.g., changes the reporting leg of RVQoE) so that the UE now sends the RVQoE reports directly to SN while continuing to send the QoE reports over MN.

In Rel-17, QoE report and the corresponding RVQoE report always uses the same measConfigAppLayerID. In our view, RVQoE reports can continue to reuse the same measConfigAppLayerID as their corresponding container-based QoE reports even when the RVQoE reporting leg is switched (say from MN  SN). Only thing is when SN now receives the RVQoE reports after leg switching, it should know the mapping between QoE Reference and measConfigAppLayerID.

Proposal 18: RAN3 should discuss how QoE reports and RVQoE reports are sent:
· Option 1: QoE reports and RVQoE reports are always sent over the same leg
· Option 2: QoE reports and RVQoE reports can be sent over different legs

Proposal 19: In NR-DC, QoE report and the corresponding RVQoE report should always uses the same measConfigAppLayerID even if it is agreed that they can be reported over different legs

If QoE reports and RVQoE reports are always sent over the same leg, same leg switch command can be used for both QoE and RVQoE. But if QoE reports and RVQoE reports can be sent over different legs, different leg switch commands are needed for QoE and RVQoE. We therefore have the following proposal.

Proposal 20: RAN3 should discuss the interaction of QoE report leg switching and RVQoE leg switching
· Option 1: Same leg switch command is used for both QoE and RVQoE reports
· Option 2: Different leg switch commands are needed for QoE and RVQoE reports

3. Conclusion

m-based QoE in NR-DC

Proposal 1: RAN3 should discuss stage-3 signaling to be used for the SN-initiated coordination for m-based QoE
· Option 1: Reuse existing class-1 messages (e.g., SN-initiated SN modification procedure)
· Option 2: Define a new UE associated class-1 message 

Proposal 2: RAN3 should discuss whether the MN-initiated coordination for m-based QoE needs a class-1 message or a class-2 message is sufficient

Observation 1: CG-ConfigInfo is used to coordinate the maximum number of allowed measurement identities that the SCG is allowed to configure for inter/intra-frequency measurement or a range of serving cell indices that SN is allowed to configure for SCG serving cells
Observation 2: In order to coordinate assignment of DRB ID, MN provides a list of available DRBs to SN and SN chooses a value among the available DRBs and assigns the DRB ID to use when establishing SN terminated bearers.

Proposal 3: In NR-DC, the measConfigApplayerID to be used by QoE configuration(s) should be allocated on demand basis and there is no need to allocate a pre-configured pool of measConfigAppLayerIDs for MN and SN.

Proposal 4: In case of MN-initiated coordination, MN shall inform the SN with the measConfigAppLayerID allocated for the QoE configuration
Proposal 5: In case of SN-initiated coordination, MN shall allocate the measConfigAppLayerID to be used by the QoE configuration and informs the SN in the response message (after SN checks with MN in the request message)
Proposal 6: In case a QoE configuration is released via SRB3 without MN involvement, SN should inform MN about those QoE configurations that are released along with their QoE Reference(s) and measConfigAppLayerID(s)


QoE Reporting in NR-DC

Proposal 7: Send LS to RAN2 to check if SRB5 is always configured as an SN terminated SCG bearer 

Proposal 8: The node that currently receives the QoE reports via Uu should be able to request the QoE reporting leg switch from the other node. The leg switch needs to be approved by the node that is bound to start receiving the reports.

Proposal 9: Send LS to RAN2 to check how many bearers can be configured at a given time for QoE reporting
· Option 1: Only one SRB (either SRB4 or SRB5) can be configured at a given time for QoE reporting
· Option 2: Two SRBs (both SRB4 and SRB5) can be configured at the same time for QoE reporting

Proposal 10: Send LS to RAN2 to check the granularity of QoE report leg switching:
· Option 1: Leg switch is common for all QoE configurations i.e., the reporting leg of all QoE configurations are switched at the same time
· Option 2: Leg switch can be per QoE configuration i.e., the reporting leg of only some QoE configurations can be switched

Proposal 11: Send LS to RAN2 to check whether the UE can switch the reporting leg for QoE based on implicit indication (e.g., bearer type change) from network or whether an explicit indication is needed.

Proposal 12: If a node has configured the UE with QoE measurements, and the other node is receiving the QoE reports from the UE and forwarding them directly to the MCE, then the node that has configured the UE with QoE measurements can indicate the MCE IP address to the node that receives the reports

RVQoE configuration in NR-DC

Proposal 13: MN and SN can only configure one common (a single) RVQoE measurement for the same QoE configuration

Proposal 14: SN can send the RVQoE configuration to the UE as follows:
· Option 1: SN can send SN generated RVQoE configuration to MN over XnAP and MN sends a common RVQoE configuration over SRB1 to the UE
· Option 2: SN can send the RVQoE configuration over SRB3 after coordinating with MN (i.e., after MN sends the MN generated RVQoE configuration to SN over XnAP)
Proposal 15: RVQoE configuration modification should be supported
· MN can modify the SN generated RVQoE configuration conveyed over Xn and generate a common RVQoE configuration to the UE
· SN can modify the MN generated RVQoE configuration conveyed over Xn and generate a common RVQoE configuration to the YE

Proposal 16: The node which sends the QoE configuration to the UE should also send the RVQoE configuration

Available RVQoE metrics

Proposal 17: To achieve MN-SN coordination for RVQoE, the node that received the QoE configuration from the AMF/OAM can send the list of available RVQoE metrics to the other node.
· MN can forward the list of available RVQoE metrics to SN if m-based QoE is received at MN from OAM or s-based QoE is received from AMF
· SN can forward the list of available RVQoE metrics received to MN if case m-based QoE is received at SN

RVQoE reporting in NR-DC

Proposal 18: RAN3 should discuss how QoE reports and RVQoE reports are sent:
· Option 1: QoE reports and RVQoE reports are always sent over the same leg
· Option 2: QoE reports and RVQoE reports can be sent over different legs

Proposal 19: In NR-DC, QoE report and the corresponding RVQoE report should always uses the same measConfigAppLayerID even if it is agreed that they can be reported over different legs

Proposal 20: RAN3 should discuss the interaction of QoE report leg switching and RVQoE leg switching
· Option 1: Same leg switch command is used for both QoE and RVQoE reports
· Option 2: Different leg switch commands are needed for QoE and RVQoE reports
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