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1. [bookmark: _Ref165266342]Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk68094359]In this contribution, we would like to discuss the left QoE measurement capability issues.
[bookmark: _Hlk46936119]2. Discussion
2.1 Whether or not to indicate the RRC segmentation capability
In case of RRC layer being not able to do RRC segmentation, in order to avoid discarding the overwhelmingly large QoE measurement reports provided by the App layer, there should be a way of informing the APP layer of the size limit of the packet to be provided to the RRC layer. In our opinion, there exist two feasible ways of conveying such information towards the APP layer. One is let the QoE measurement configuration take the task, after the UE sends the RRC segmentation capability explicitly to the network. Another one is let the UE AS layer send a corresponding AT command towards the APP layer, after reception of the QoE measurement configuration from the RAN. However, both of such methods cannot avoid further enhancement to the standard, which should be avoided at this late stage. From our perspective, the RRC segmentation capability set as optional without UE capability parameter is preferred. When the APP layer generates a reporting packet larger than the AS processing limitation, it should be OK for the AS layer to simply discard it.
Observation 1: the methods of indicating the RRC segmentation capability towards the UE AS layer require further enhancement to the standard, either a new AT command or a new IE in the QoE measurement configuration is required, which should be avoided at this late stage. 
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that RRC segmentation capability should be set as optional without UE capability parameter.
2.2 Whether or not to indicate the pause/resume capability
In the last RAN2#116bis-e meeting, it was agreed that the QoE measurement report should be stored in the AS layer memory. Since the AS layer may be not possible to reserve a memory to accommodate the QoE measurement report in the pausing phase, we prefer setting the QoE measurement reporting pause/resume capability as optional.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to agree that QoE measurement reporting pause/resume capability should be set as optional.

2.3 Whether or not and how to indicate the RAN visible QoE capability
When the UE is configured with RAN visible QoE, the UE needs to reserve additional processing resource to send the RVQoE measurement report to the RAN, which enforces higher requirements on the UE. In addition, the features such as XR may demand high-frequent real-time RVQoE measurement reporting towards the RAN. As a result, from our perspective, rather than one parameter indicating whether UE supports RVQoE, we prefer using separate parameters indicating whether UE supports RVQoE for each service type.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to agree using separate parameters to indicate whether UE supports RVQoE for each service type.

3 [bookmark: _Hlk68100106]Conclusions
Based on the discussion above, following observations and proposals are made:
Observation 1: the methods of indicating the RRC segmentation capability towards the UE AS layer require further enhancement to the standard, either a new AT command or a new IE in the QoE measurement configuration is required, which should be avoided at this late stage. 
Proposal 1: RAN2 to agree that RRC segmentation capability should be set as optional without UE capability parameter.
Proposal 2: RAN2 to agree that QoE measurement reporting pause/resume capability should be set as optional.
Proposal 3: RAN2 to agree using separate parameters to indicate whether UE supports RVQoE for each service type.
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