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Introduction
The new WID of enhancement on NR QoE management and optimizations for diverse services was approved in RAN#96[1]. In which, the following objective is included:
	...
· Left-over features from Rel-17, as well as the enhancements of existing features which are not included in Rel-17 normative phase, should be supported in Rel-18 if consensus on benefits are reached [RAN3, RAN2].
· Specify per-slice QoE measurement configuration enhancement.
· Specify RAN visible QoE enhancements for QoE value, RAN visible QoE trigger event, RAN visible QoE Report over F1.
· Specify QoE reporting handling enhancement for overload scenario.



In RAN2#119bis e-meeting, based on the contributions, the following agreements have been achieved:
	· From RAN2’s perspective, there is no further work for per-slice-based QoE measurement.
· RAN2 can wait for RAN3 progress on enhancement to per-slice RAN visible QoE measurement. 
· RAN2 needs to wait for the progress of RAN3 on RVQoE value. 
· The enhancement on UAI message to express the UE’s preference on QoE reporting configurations is not pursued.
·  QoE reporting via unlicensed band is out of the WID scope. 
· RAN2 to postpone the discussion of the QoE reporting enhancement for overload scenario to the next meeting (based on the progress of RAN3).  
· FFS on whether to send the priority information 1) UE and gNB or 2) only to gNB 
· To wait for RAN3 decision on granularity of priority. 
· RAN2 can discuss event-based RVQoE, including possible options, benefits, spec impacts, and complexities based on company contributions.
· FFS whether to add the QoS flow ID in the RVQoE report. If RAN3 already agreed to this, RAN2 can progress this in the next meeting where we discuss Rel-17 leftovers.


In this contribution, we will discuss the remaining issues of overload scenario enhancement and RAN visible QoE enhancement. Then we’ll give our proposals.
Discussion 
 Overload scenario enhancement
Based on the previous meeting, RAN2 to postpone the discussion of the QoE reporting enhancement for overload scenario to the next meeting. In our understanding, in Rel-17 the reporting of encapsulated QoE measurements can be temporarily paused in RAN overload situations. It is left to gNB implementation which encapsulated QoE configurations of a UE to pause for reporting. The RRC specification allows a selective pause, i.e. the gNB can pause reporting of one or multiple or all QoE configurations of a UE. 
According to the scope of WID in Rel-18, QoE reporting handling enhancement for overload scenario needs to be discussed. Some companies support to enhance QoE reporting in overload scenario, and RAN2 can decide whether we need ‘priority’ directly without RAN3’s progress. While some other companies still have concerns on whether this enhancement is needed and propose to wait for the conclusion or input from RAN3. 
In addition, RAN2 discussed whether priority information needs to be sent to UE. We don't think there is a need for both NW-based and UE-based solutions. And normally if something can be done by NW without significant burden then we don’t introduce UE based solution since the resource in air interface is more limited. Therefore, we think we need to wait for RAN3’s conclusion on this topic.
Proposal 1: RAN2 waits for RAN3’s conclusion about the overload scenario enhancement.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]RAN visible QoE enhancements
[bookmark: _Hlk83889356][bookmark: _Hlk83889312]An LS [2] is sent from RAN3 to RAN2 as following indicating that RAN3 has agreed to introduce the QoS flow ID(s) per PDU session ID associated to the RAN visible QoE measurements in the RAN visible QoE report over Uu.
	1	Overall description
RAN3 would like to inform RAN2 that RAN3 has agreed to introduce the QoS flow ID(s) per PDU session ID associated to the RAN visible QoE measurements in the RAN visible QoE report over Uu, which should have the same presence as PDU session ID(s).
2	Actions
To RAN2:
ACTION: 	RAN3 kindly asks RAN2 to take the agreement above into account and provide necessary specification support.




Based on the above LS, a PDU session can correspond to one or more QoS flow, and a DRB can correspond to one or more QoS flow. In other words, RAN can know the corresponding DRB through a QoS flow ID. Therefore, it is sufficient to include QoS flow ID in RVQoE report information.
Proposal 2: Introduce the QoS flows ID information in the RVQoE reporting from the UE.
Conclusion
[bookmark: _Hlk83889481]In previous sections, the following observations and proposals were made: 
Proposal 1: RAN2 waits for RAN3’s conclusion about the overload scenario enhancement.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal 2: Introduce the QoS flows ID information in the RVQoE reporting from the UE.
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