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1. Background
In the LS S4-221232, RAN3 state:
RAN3 notes that the S-NSSAI has been included in the QoE report container, but the slice scope, i.e., the list of S-NSSAIs on which the QoE measurement should be executed, is absent from the QoE configuration container. This may result in the failure of per-slice QoE measurement collection configured by the OAM. 
Thus, RAN3 would like to ask SA4 to introduce slice scope information in the QoE configuration container. RAN3 has defined the slice scope in TS 38.413 in the form of Slice Support List for QMC IE, which is a list comprising up to 16 S-NSSAIs on which the QoE measurement may be executed.

2. Discussion
In the LS S4-211462, received at SA4#116, RAN3 stated:
RAN3 agree to introduce the following additional new IEs: 
· a list of UE Application layer measurement configuration IE for each service type: 
· inside each UE Application layer measurement configuration IE:
· Container.
· an enumerated IE indicating service type (e.g., Streaming services, MTSI services, VR).
· Area scope (a list of cells/TA/TAI/PLMN).
· Slice scope.
RAN3 agree slice scope is a list of S-NSSAI.
RAN3 agree that slice related identifier should be included in the QoE measurement report from UE. 

As requested, SA4 has already implemented the slice info in the QoE report. However, the slice scope was explicitly defined above to be placed outside of the QoE configuration container, in parallel with the area scope. The assumption from SA4 was that RAN will evaluate both area and slice scope, and only send a QoE configuration container to the UEs which fulfils both scopes.

3. Proposal
It is unclear why RAN3 suddenly requires the slice scope to be (also) included in the QoE configuration container, as the evaluation of the slice scope should already have been done in RAN. Before deciding how to treat this LS we should probably discuss with the RAN3 LS contact during the joint meeting, and understand if the new RAN3 request is really valid, or instead based on a misunderstanding.
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