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1. Overall Description:
RAN3 has agreed to introduce buffer level threshold-based triggering of RVQoE reporting in Rel-18, and RAN2 has further discussed whether triggering of RVQoE reporting based on buffer level should be handled by APP layer or AS layer.
Buffer level threshold-based triggering of RVQoE reporting by either APP layer or AS layer is feasible, but RAN2 prefers APP layer triggering.
· With APP layer triggering, APP layer provides RVQoE measurements to AS layer when the measured buffer level satisfies a buffer level threshold, and the AS layer reports to gNB the RVQoE measurements received from the APP layer.	Comment by Apple: This is to capture the agreement:
Þ    Explain in the LS how RAN2 considers this would work.
	Comment by Lenovo: I understood that reporting is triggered when the buffer level satisfies the threshold. Furthermore, why “pre-determined”? I thought the threshold is given by gNB.	Comment by Apple: As commented by Samsung, there is no agreement in either RAN2 or RAN3 about how the threshold is obtained, therefore it is better not to say anything about it	Comment by Samsung (Seung-Beom): There is no agreement for whether threshold is pre-defined or configurable. Better not to specify any.
· With AS layer triggering, APP layer provides RVQoE measurements to AS layer according to the configured reporting periodicity (i.e. Rel-17 RVQoE reporting mechanism is reused), and the AS layer reports to gNB the RVQoE measurements when the received buffer level measurements satisfy the buffer level threshold.	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): It is important to mention that with this approach there is no SA4 impact.	Comment by China Unicom: To help SA4 make decision easily, potential SA4 impacts can be clarified in this LS for reference.	Comment by Apple: To China Unicom:

I think the current wordings about APP layer actions is already sufficient for SA4 to evaluate the potential impacts ? Any suggestion about how to make it more clear ?	Comment by Samsung (Seung-Beom): There is no agreement for whether threshold is pre-defined or configurable. Better not to specify any.
RAN2 would like to ask SA4 to confirm whether APP layer can support triggering of buffer level threshold-based RVQoE reporting can be supported.	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): We would like to keep the original sentence as:
Obviously there is an impact to SA4 specifications with this new requirement.
RAN2 agreed to ask SA4 whether the changes can be made in Rel-18, see the agreement:
RAN2 will send an LS to SA4 to ask whether SA4 can make required specifications changes in Rel-18.	Comment by Nokia: We prefer the version proposed by Lenovo (i.e. whether APP layer can support buffer-based RVQoE triggering). We understand it was agreed that RAN2 preference is APP layer triggering. RAN2 send LS to SA4 whether SA4 can make the specification change in Rel-18 for this preference.	Comment by Apple: To reach a middle ground, I wonder if the updated text is acceptable for everyone?


2. Actions:
To SA4 group.
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks SA4 to confirm whether APP layer can support APP layer triggering of buffer level threshold-based RVQoE reporting can be supported.	Comment by Huawei (Dawid): We would like to keep the original action description.	Comment by Apple: Is the updated text more acceptable as a compromise ?


3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meeting:
3GPP RAN2#121bis	from 2023-04-17	to 2023-04-26		Electronic Meeting
3GPP RAN2#122	from 2023-05-22	to 2023-05-26		Incheon, KR



