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1
Introduction
At RAN2#111-e meeting, based on the MDT summary [1], section 2.2.7 is for L2M discussions. Due to lack of time, most of papers were not discussed. In this paper, we provide some technical analysis on these proposals.
2
Discussion
In section 2.2.7 in [1], L2M proposals were summarized as below:
Cat (c) proposals:

· Study the necessity of introduction of new measurement quantities related to the stability of the packet transmission performance. [5] R2-2007156
· Introduce a new definition for the RAN part of packet delay measurement. [8] R2-2007515
· Support counting the number of random access preamble received per cell/per SSB separately for 2stepRA and 4step RA type. [12] R2-2007783
For [5], we are interested in “the stability of the packet transmission performance”, and we think it may be similar as the reliability performance for URLLC services. From RAN2 point of view, it may be good to first understand the use case and potential metrics for the stability. For example, RAN2 has defined E2E latency measurements and some reliability measurements, and maybe we could check whether existing metrics can be reflected for the stability performance.
For [8], due to previous online discussions, some companies thought that the requirements may need to be discussed and triggred by SA2. In our opinion, the QoS monitoring was initially triggered by SA2, and then SA2 sent a LS to RAN2 for standard work, so perhaps new requirements can be also triggered by SA2. In addition, it is our understanding that the paper [8] is to introduce a collection mechanism but not a new definition (as R16 latency measurement has already defined E2E latency measurements), and if RAN2 is to study it, the key parts may be about potential RAN2 impacts due to new mechanisms.
For [12], in the current TS 38.314, we have defined Received Random Access Preambles per cell/per SSB. Before the introduction of 2-step RACH, the L2M measurement is dedicated for legacy RACH (i.e. 4-step RACH). After the introduction of 2-step RACH, from network point of view, different Ues may use different RACH types for accessing, and thus RA resource configuration may be adjusted according to the usages of different RACH types. So we see some benefits of differentiating between different RACH types for the L2M measurement Received Random Access Preambles per cell/per SSB.
As a summary, we think L2M proposals from [5] and [12] are interesting, while L2M proposals from [8] may need some co-ordinations between RAN2 and SA2.
3
Conclusions
In this paper, following the MDT summary [1] from the last RAN2 meeting, we have some technical analysis on papers [5][8][12]. As a summary, we think L2M proposals from [5] and [12] are interesting, while L2M proposals from [8] may need some co-ordinations between RAN2 and SA2.
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