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1	Introduction
In this paper we briefly discuss alignment of radio-related measurements and QoE measurements in light of SA5's decision not to use the trace framework for NR QMC.
2	Discussion
RAN3#112-e agreed on the basic framework for alignment of radio-related measurements and QoE measurements by taking the following agreements:
· Immediate MDT is taken as baseline for the collection of Radio-related Measurements to assist QoE analysis.
· Existing measurements specified for immediate MDT can be used for Radio-related measurements for QoE analysis.
· New radio-related measurements, if any, should be defined in the SON/MDT WI.
· Radio-related measurement and QoE measurement can be configured simultaneously by OAM for the alignment.
· OAM (e.g. TCE or MCE) is responsible for correlation.

However RAN3 has received reply LS from SA5 in [1]:

The trace mechanisms defined in TS 32.422 are not reused for QMC. The mechanisms of QMC control and configuration are defined in TS 28.405.  The content in the latest version of 28.405 is for UMTS and LTE, it will be enhanced to support NR in release 17.
Some further RAN3 discussion therefore seems needed in particular for the two last agreements.

· Radio-related measurement and QoE measurement can be configured simultaneously by OAM for the alignment.

For signalling based QMC/MDT, a possible way forward is that a NG-RAN Trace ID is provided together with the QoE Reference upon QMC activation for the case where OAM requests alignment. 

For management based QMC/MDT, a similar mechanism may be used, however it is additionally needed that the gNB is given the possibility to select same UEs for QMC and corresponding MDT. So a QoE reference may additionally be needed in the management based MDT activation.

Proposal 1: RAN3 to discuss QMC/MDT alignment for signalling based and management based activation, considering separate frameworks for QMC and MDT (Trace framework).

· OAM (e.g. TCE or MCE) is responsible for correlation.

For measurement correlation, RAN3 may need to inform SA5 the need for measurement correlation between TCE (for MDT) and MCE (for QMC).

Proposal 2: Inform SA5 about the need for measurement correlation between TCE (for MDT) and MCE (for QMC).
3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: RAN3 to discuss QMC/MDT alignment for signalling based and management based activation, considering separate frameworks for QMC and MDT (Trace framework).

Proposal 2: Inform SA5 about the need for measurement correlation between TCE (for MDT) and MCE (for QMC).
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