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1. Overall description:
RAN2 has discussed the configuration and reporting of QoE measurements in NR. In NR, the UE may be configured with multiple QoE measurement configurationss can be configured asusing a list (0..15) with an identity measConfigAppLayerId for where each QoE configuration is identified using measConfigAppLayerId identifier. Each measConfigAppLayerId is optionally associated with a serviceType and a QoE configuration container. 	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): This is confusing. When we conifugre a QOE config, then we need QoE container and service type. It seems this sentence is actually not needed in this LS, but if we want to keep sth, the following could be sued for example:
“When configuring a new QoE measurement, the network sends measConfigAppLayerId together with a corresponding QoE configuration container and service type.”
At QoE configuration release in Access Stratum, the measConfigAppLayerId may beis indicated by the Access Stratum layer to the application layer to indicate a release of a certain QoE measurement configuration. In addition, All AS layer may indicate to upper layers to release all QoE measurement configurationss, i.e. may be released without the AS layer indicating any specific measConfigAppLayerId. RAN2 assumes Tthe serviceType does not need to be forwarded to the application layer at release as upper layers can identify the impacted applications based on previously received configurations.	Comment by Nokia: RAN2#116 agreement was: Forward the measConfigAppLayerId from the AS layer to the application layer together with the QoE configuration.
While for release we haven’t made such agreement? 	Comment by Nokia2: Corrected comment as it concerned the configuration
	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): We think this is OK. Just reworded a bit to make it clearer perhaps.	Comment by Nokia: Given the above comment, not sure where does it come from?	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): To release a single QoE configuration, of course an ID is needed. But to release all of them, there can be just “release all” indication.
[030] Inform CT1 that all QoE configurations may need to be released without any measConfigAppLayerId being indicated from the AS-layer and ask them to take this into account when specifying the AT-command.

So it is OK to capture these two cases. I have just made some rewording to make it clearer.	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): It would be worth clarifying why we think service type is not needed.	Comment by Nokia: Not sure we have agreed that? Thought, the intention is to say that the associated serviceType may not need to be forwarded, we failed to fnd the relevant agreement
At QoE reporting, the measConfigAppLayerId and, optionally, the QoE report container needs to beis forwarded from the application layer to the AS layer. Afterwards, the UE sends the application layer report container to the network, together with a corresponding measConfigAppLayerId.	Comment by Lenovo: Why is the QoE report container optional present?	Comment by Nokia: Agree with Lenovo, we assume the Application layer whenever passed measID to AS, it has to pass the associated container.	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): Agree with Lenovo and Nokia. Why would upper layers provide just an ID without the report?	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): That is something that SA4/CT1 need to specify, so we changed the wording. 	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): So that CT1/SA4 understands the whole picture and why RAN2 needs this to be provided that way.
The existing AT-command for QoE measurements is still being used in LTE.	Comment by Lenovo: Is this sentence relevant for this LS?	Comment by Nokia: Where does it come from? We also disagree LTE AT-command has been discussed 	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): We are also not sure why we mention this here.
RAN2 kindly asks CT1 to standardize consider the above in specifying the AT commands for NR QoE in 27.007their specifications. 	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): No need to mentione specifications. CT1 knows where they should spcify their things

2. Actions:
To 3GPP CT1
ACTION: 
[bookmark: _GoBack]RAN2 respectfully asks CT1 to take the above agreements into account and standardize specify the relevant AT-commands for NR QoE in 27.007their specifications.
3. Date of next TSG RAN WG2 meetings:
RAN2#117	21st February - 3rd March 2022		Online
RAN2#118	16th May - 27th May 2022		Online

