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1. Introduction
At last RAN3 meeting, NR QoE mobility related issues have been discussed and some agreements have been achieved, but there are still some FFSs as below. 
Whether a management based QoE configuration can be released before handover or if it must be propagated to target node to fulfil SA4 requirement on QoE measurement continuity; pending SA5 reply LS on support for management-based QoE and SA4 reply LS on ongoing session continuity requirement.
Whether a QoE Measurement Type indicator is included in QoE configuration and signaled to target node during Handover preparation and Retrieve UE Context Procedures
Whether a management based QoE configuration can override another management based QoE configuration and whether a signaling based QoE configuration can override another signaling based QoE configuration.
Upon reception of a non-supporting QoE configuration, whether the target node should discard the non-supporting QoE configuration or store it in order forward it to a subsequent node during future handovers/resume. 
This contribution will continue discussing these FFSs.
2. Discussion
2.1 Handover preparation messages
As for handover preparation messages including signaling based QoE measurement configuration, there is a FFS:
Include signaling based QoE measurement configuration in handover preparation messages i.e. in XnAP: HANDOVER REQUEST, NGAP: HANDOVER REQUEST. FFS on NGAP HANDOVER REQUIRED
In my opinion, CN is aware of the signaling based QoE measurement configuration and can send it directly to handover target node without source node informing CN in NGAP HANDOVER REQUIRED.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to not include signaling based QoE measurement configuration in NGAP HANDOVER REQUIRED message.

2.2 3.4	Overriding QoE configurations
[bookmark: _GoBack]In last RAN3 meeting, QoE configurations overriding has been discussed and an agreement has been achieved:
Management based QoE should not override an existing signaling based QoE configuration.
There are still some FFSs as below:
FFS whether management based QoE configuration can be released before handover or if it must be propagated to target node to fulfil SA4 requirement on QoE measurement continuity.
Whether a management based QoE configuration can override another management based QoE configuration and whether a signaling based QoE configuration can override another signaling based QoE configuration.
Management based QoE configuration will not be propagated to target node during mobility. First of all UE QoE configuration shall be included in inter-node messages and be sent to target node, and OAM also shall send management based QoE configuration to target node if it is in the area scope. So, if target node is in the scope of management based QoE configuration, it is not necessary to transfer management based QoE configuration in handover preparation procedures again. On the contrary, if target node is out of scope, QMC needs to be stopped, and there is also no need to propagate QoE configuration.
Proposal 2: It is proposed to not propagate management based QoE configuration during mobility.
But as in TS 28.405 [1], area scope will be sent to target node in handover preparation procedures to let target node to detect whether it is in the area scope. I think it is necessary because if target node is out of the scope, it may not receive management based QoE configuration from OAM which related to UE QoE configuration in inter-node message. Target node is not aware which management based QoE configuration is corresponding to UE QoE configuration and cannot select the related area scope. So, area scope shall be sent from source to target node rather than be selected by target node.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to propagate area scope during mobility.
As for overriding principle, for management based QoE configuration, I think it is actually continuity issue for UE QoE measurement and report in area scope instead of overriding issue. It has been discuss before that source node and target node receiving the same management based QoE configuration from OAM shall keep QMC continuity
Observation 1: for the case that source node and target node receive the same management based QoE configuration from OAM, UE shall keep QoE measurement and report during mobility.
Signaling based QoE configuration will be propagated to target node. After receiving signaling based QoE configuration, target node may need to activate or de-activate QMC. But anyway it is not an overriding issue.
Proposal 4: Overriding principle for management based QoE configuration is actually the issue to keep continuity for UE QoE measurement and report in area scope. For Signaling based QoE configuration, there is not overriding scenario.
In order to handle Signaling based and management based QoE configuration overriding, some companies propose to introduce an indicator as below:
Whether a QoE Measurement Type indicator is included in QoE configuration and signaled to target node during Handover preparation and Retrieve UE Context Procedures.
In our understanding, the indicator is used to indicate whether the UE QoE configuration is S-based or M-based. But UE related configuration is transferred in inter-node message which is in RAN2 scope.  As for this issue, we can refer to NR MDT topic. For NR MDT, there is also an issue about S-based and M-based MDT overriding and agreement in RAN2 is as below:
Introduce the logged MDT type (i.e. the management based MDT or the signalling based MDT) in the logged MDT configuration.
We can see that MDT type is introduced in Uu message to let UE take the responsibility to handle overriding instead of RAN3. I think QMC may align MDT.
Proposal 5: It is proposed to reuse NR MDT overriding solution which is the UE to take the responsibility to handle overriding and there may be no impact on RAN3.
3. Conclusion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK58][bookmark: OLE_LINK59][bookmark: OLE_LINK60]According to the analysis in section 2, we have:
[bookmark: OLE_LINK47][bookmark: OLE_LINK48]Observation 1: for the case that source node and target node receive the same management based QoE configuration from OAM, UE shall keep QoE measurement and report during mobility.
Proposal 1: It is proposed to not include signaling based QoE measurement configuration in NGAP HANDOVER REQUIRED message.
Proposal 2: It is proposed to not propagate management based QoE configuration during mobility.
Proposal 3: It is proposed to propagate area scope during mobility.
Proposal 4: Overriding principle for management based QoE configuration is actually the issue to keep continuity for UE QoE measurement and report in area scope. For Signaling based QoE configuration, there is not overriding scenario.
Proposal 5: It is proposed to reuse NR MDT overriding solution which is the UE to take the responsibility to handle overriding and there may be no impact on RAN3.
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