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1. Overall Description:

RAN2 discussed RAN2 impact and work on RAN visible QoE and have made the following initial agreements.
RAN2 will further discuss RAN visible QoE configuration and reporting procedure, and leave definition of QoE metrics and what should be included in RAN visible QoE configuration and reporting to other WGs.

For RAN3 agreements, RAN2 confirms the following is feasible from RAN2 point of view.

· It is feasible to configure RVQOE using explicit RRC IEs
· Multiple simultaneous QoE measurements can be supported for RVQOE.  Each RVQOE measurement configuration is identified by the MeasConfigAppLayerId (or change to another generic term) corresponding to the regular QoE configuration
· UE RRC layer forwards the received RVQOE configuration to the upper (application) layer, indicating the service type
· RAN configures the required RVQOE metrics in the RVQOE configuration for UE to report

In addition, RAN2 discussed the following issue but didn’t achieve conclusion. RAN2 kindly asks RAN3 to reply the following issue.

Issue 1: RAN2 discussed which SRB should be used to transmit RAN visible QoE measurements. 


 RAN2 discussed whether SRB1 can be used to transmit RAN visible QoE report, and understands SRB1 is to react to radio conditions in time, so it is not preferred to transmit RAN visible QoE report. RAN2 discussed two additional options-SRB2 or SRB4 (which is agreed for reporting application layer QoE container), and many companies were not clear about why to put higher priority on RAN visible QoE measurements. RAN2 would like RAN3 to provide more explanations about RAN visible QoE measurements usage to assist RAN2 in determination

.
2. Actions:
To: RAN3
ACTION:   RAN2 kindly asks RAN3 to consider RAN2 feedback.
3. Date of Next RAN2 Meetings:

RAN2#116-bis-e
17 January– 25 January 2022
Online
RAN2#117-e
21 February- 3 March 2022
Online

�Should we set SA4, SA5 in cc: since they were included in the RAN3 LS?


�Agree.


�Disagree with removing the text to SRB1. It should be kept.


�Agree.


�Keep it, but we need give some information SRB1 is not preferred from RAN2 point of view.


�During email discussion, companies’ main question is whether RV QoE requires real-time optimization or need higher priority than QoE report container. 





We think it would be more straightforward to ask RAN3 about their consideration on real-time/priority requirement of RV QoE compared with application layer measurement report. (i.e. statement related to SRB1, SRB2, SRB4 is not needed in the LS)


�RAN3 sent LS in R2-2109351 to ask RAN2 the following, so it may not be useful to ask them sprightly again.


Whether RAN visible QoE be reported over high-priority SRB (SRB1 or SRB3) while legacy QoE still be reported over SRB4.


Or whether low-priority SRB (SRB4) should be used for RAN visible QoE as well.
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