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Introduction
In last RAN3 meeting, the following progresses on support for RRC_INACTIVE/RRC_IDLE states were achieved:
No enhancements on paging for the purpose of configuring UE with legacy QoE measurement for the RRC_IDLE/INACTIVE UEs.
Legacy paging only for legacy QoE purpose is up to implementation.
Use the same set of parameters in QMC configuration for all RRC states.
RAN3 assumes that there is no need to request QoE measurements per UE RRC state.
Whether the UE can indicate the RRC state in the QoE report?
WA: MBS service area can be expressed by QoE area scope IE, FFS on whether any enhancements of this IE are needed.
Confirm the following issues and further discuss the solution for these issues within UE-based solution and CN-based solution:
How the MBS broadcast QoE measurements can proceed after the UE switches from RRC_IDLE to RRC_CONNECTED.
Whether/how to handle the potential overriding issue for MBS broadcast QoE configurations after UE switches from RRC_IDLE to RRC_CONNECTED.
After UE switches from RRC_IDLE to RRC_CONNECTED, how does network retrieve the configured MBS broadcast QoE configuration related information.
Whether the UE can be instructed to indicate the RRC state in the QoE report will be discussed in next RAN3 meeting.
The following aspects on high speed scenario shall be discussed in next meeting:
Whether a “HSDN wide indication” can be included in the Area Scope of QoE configuration (from OAM to gNB), instead of OAM being required to provide the whole list of HSDN cells. 
Whether the ‘high UE velocity’ indication can be added into the QoE configuration. 
Open issues are not limited to the above ones…
This paper aims to further discuss some remaining issues on RRC_INACTIVE/RRC_IDLE states. 
Discussion
1) RRC state in QoE Report
The NR QoE had been enhanced to support for RRC_CONNECTED, RRC_INACTIVE and RRC_IDLE state for MBS service. Per TS38.300, MBS multicast service only can be supported in RRC_CONNECTED state while MBS broadcast service can support all RRC states. For multicast service, there is no need to add RRC state information as only one RRC state supported. And for broadcast service, the RRC states configured to UE do not influence on the performance of broadcast service. In view of this, we still not see the benefit to support RRC state in QoE report. 
Proposal 1: No need to add explicit information for RRC state in current QoE report structure.
2) high UE velocity indication
The issues on whether the high UE velocity indication is needed in QOE configuration was discussed in previous meetings. Per TS38.304, HSDN cell refers to a cell that has higher priority than other cells for cell reselection for HSDN capable UE in a High-mobility state. Moreover, the HSDN cell indicator is also provided in SIB1. With this indicator, HSDN capable UE can know whether current camp cell is HSDN cell or not. In practical deployment, operators may configure these HSDN cells as a dedicated network. Moreover, OAM also has the knowledge of which cells are HSDN cell. We can observe that the cell information on HSDN is static configuration information. Therefore, it can be solved by configuring specific slices or area scope to support the high mobility scenario requirement [1]. There is no need to include high UE velocity indication in QoE Configuration.
Proposal2: No need to include high UE velocity indication in QoE Configuration.
Proposal
Based on the above analysis, we have the following proposals:
Proposal 1: No need to add explicit information for RRC state in current QoE report structure.
Proposal2: No need to include high UE velocity indication in QoE Configuration.
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