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Abstract of the contribution: This contribution proposes a conclusion for Key issue 13.
1.
Introduction
This paper evaluates the parameters about UE provided parameters and proposes a conclusion for Key issue 13. 
2.
Discussion

One of the controversial parameters discussed in SA2 is the application QoE. In LTE the MMTel QoE is supported by MDT in Rel-13 and the standard definition of MMTel QoE is defined by SA4. The different QoE metrics, such as Corruption duration, Successive loss of RTP packets, Frame rate, Jitter duration and so on are defined in clause 16 in TS 26.114 [5]. 
There is a Rel-16 SA5 WID about “Management of QoE measurement collection” [1] which addresses to collect the QoE measurements from the applications in the UE. In the justification of the WID it is also clarified that RAN2 has specified the request for collection QoE information from the UE to the network and for the UE to report the collected QoE information. RAN3 has specified that the collection of QoE information can be requested from the core network to the RAN node. 
If NWDAF is required to collect about the application QoE related information in NR, it is better to discuss the use case in the mentioned SA5 WID and the algorithm and the QoE metrics of the applications in SA4. How to transport the QoE parameters should be discussed in RAN2 and RAN3. For the application that wants to collect the QoE information from UE, the algorithm to calculate the QoE and the QoE metrics should be standardized by 3GPP, otherwise, the UE will not be tested about the reported parameters. If different algorithms applied in different UEs, the received QoE information can not reflect the same status of the application performance. For 3GPP defined applications like MMTEL, streaming etc the application QoE is already defined by SA4 and if SA2 thinks the QoE parameter is a necessary information required from UE, we should send the LS to SA4 to ask the standard definition of this specific application QoE.
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Proposal

It is proposed to adopt following text in TR 23.791.
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Conclusions

Editor's note:
This clause is intended to list conclusions that have been agreed during the course of the study item activities. This should also capture the guiding principles and documentation approach for creating CRs to normative specifications within the responsibility of SA WG2.
Conclusion for Key Issue #13: Application QoE for 3GPP defined services such as MMTEL and streaming is to be discussed in SA4. Application QoE for applications not defined by 3GPP is out of scope of 3GPP.
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