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1. Introduction
In last ran3 meeting, the following agreements have been achieved and some open issue is identified. And it is captured in chair Notes [1]:  
QoS flow ID(s) should be included in the RAN visible QoE report collected at the UE.
DRB ID(s) should be transmitted over F1 as the QoS flow information in the RVQoE report.
RAN3 checks with SA4 on whether RVQoE value can reflect the overall situation of the experience of an ongoing service, with multiple QoE metrics taken into account, not limited to only RVQoE metrics. 
RVQoE value is used by the RAN node for radio resource optimization, and can save on uplink RRC signaling, compared with transferring multiple QoE metrics (not only RAN visible QoE metrics).
In this release, slice information (e.g. S-NSSAI) is not included in RVQoE report.
WA: Introduce buffer level as a threshold-based trigger for RVQoE reporting.
Open issues:
FFS the benefit and necessity of introducing threshold-based triggers for reporting playout delay for media startup in RVQoE report.
FFS the benefit and necessity of event-based triggers of RVQoE.
Further discuss OAM sends priorities of QoE measurements to RAN as a reference.
Further discuss DU participation in assembling RVQoE configuration.
Further discuss DU (de)activates the receiving of the RVQoE reports.
In this contribution, we provide some analysis on open issue.
2. Discussion
2.1 threshold-based triggers and event-based triggers of RVQoE
We think only threshold-based trigger of RVQoE is sufficient currently for the following reason:
1. threshold-based triggers and event-based triggers are used to save Uu interface signalling, but there are only two RVQoE metrics now, the benefit is not obvious. But considering threshold-based triggers are relatively simple, we can first introduce threshold-based trigger.
2. We think threshold-based triggers can replace event-based triggers to some extent because the events, for example, handover, overload, may deteriorate RVQoE, i.e. the events may also cause RVQoE satisfying the trigger condition for threshold-based triggers. So, threshold-based triggers may also be used to detect events and event-based triggers are not needed any more.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to introduce threshold-based triggers of RVQoE first, event-based triggers can be discussed further.

2.2 Issues on F1 interface 
In last RAN3 meeting, some companies believe DU as an RVQoE consumer shall participate in RVQoE management. The issue is as below:
Further discuss DU participation in assembling RVQoE configuration.
Further discuss DU (de)activates the receiving of the RVQoE reports.
We think it is reasonable for DU to control which RVQoE shall be report and when to (de)activates RVQoE reports. If all of the RVQoE metrics are provided to DU, but DU only wants parts of them. Uu and F1 interface resource is wasted. But considering only two RVQoE metric supported now, there is no obvious benefit to introduce DU management procedure. We propose to discuss this issue when there is enough number of RVQoE metric.
Proposal 2: It is not worth introducing DU participation in RVQoE management because of only two RVQoE metrics at this time.

2.3 Overload scenario
When NG-RAN is overloaded, QoE measurement may be paused. On the contrary, if overload is relieved, QoE measurement can be resumed.
In last RAN3 meeting, most of companies have agreed to introduce QoE measurement priority. The open issue is as below:
Further discuss OAM sends priorities of QoE measurements to RAN as a reference.
We think priorities of QoE measurements shall be set in OAM and then sent to RAN. RAN can use the priorities to decide which UE shall be paused and which UE shall be resumed. Although it is NG-RAN to make final decision on UE schedule, priorities of QoE measurements can provide important assistance.
Proposal 3: It is proposed for OAM to send priorities of QoE measurements to RAN as a reference.
As for the issue on whether to send priority information to UE, we think it is beneficial for UE to select QoE measurement tasks. RAN2 is also discussing this issue. We can wait for RAN2 progress.
Proposal 4: It is proposed to wait to RAN2 progress on whether send priority information to UE.
For the granularity, we think priority is configured per QoE reference. If a UE is configured with multiple QoE measurements, each QoE reference is associated with a priority.
Proposal 5: It is proposed to introduce a priority for QoE reference.

3. Conclusion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK58][bookmark: OLE_LINK59][bookmark: OLE_LINK60]According to the analysis in section 2, we have:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK47][bookmark: OLE_LINK48]Proposal 1: It is proposed to introduce threshold-based triggers of RVQoE first, event-based triggers can be discussed further.
Proposal 2: It is not worth introducing DU participation in RVQoE management because of only two RVQoE metrics at this time.
Proposal 3: It is proposed for OAM to send priorities of QoE measurements to RAN as a reference.
Proposal 4: It is proposed to wait to RAN2 progress on whether send priority information to UE.
Proposal 5: It is proposed to introduce a priority for QoE reference.
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