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Introduction

At the RAN#113-e meeting, There are some issues on RVQoE left for further study:   
The RVQoE configuration sent to UE should contain:

Metrics to be reported, as a mandatory IE.

Sample percentage (FFS)

Start Time (FFS)

Duration (FFS)

Reporting Interval for periodic case (FFS)

Triggering Event (FFS)

DRB information (or QoS flow information), to be reported (FFS)

FFS: RVQoE and legacy QOE can be reported separately.
FFS on the RVQoE report can be signalled from the target to the source node after a successful handover.

FFS whether PDU session information should and can be included in the RVQoE report.

FFS on the RVQoE configuration is propagated from the source to target node upon mobility in RRC_CONNECTED and during context retrieval upon resumption from RRC_INACTIVE. The target/new RAN node may assemble a different RVQoE configuration.
This contribution provides our further consideration for the FFSs related to the configuration and reporting of RVQoE.
Discussion
Configuration

 It has been agreed at last meeting that :
The RVQoE configuration can be configured flexibly (i.e., it is not fixed).

The RAN decides whether RVQOE measurement collection and reporting is activated.

which means when RAN node needs the RAN visible QoE, it can generated configuration and activate the measurement collection of RVQoE. It is obvious that RVQoE configuration would be separated with legacy QoE Configuration. Hence, it is necessary to correlate the RVQoE measurement with the legacy QoE somehow. With the consideration that we already have the agreement at last meeting
Turn into an agreement the WA that the ID used to identify QoE measurements is reused for identifying the RVQoE measurements.
we propose to add the legacy QoE ID inside the configuration of RVQoE.

Proposal 1: It is proposed to add the QoE measurement ID inside the RVQoE configuration.

In [1], our solution for RVQoE is introduced in detail, where a RAN-visible QoE value target is defined, in order to indicate the QoE value that needs to be guaranteed by RAN for the UE. Based on this solution, we think it is necessary for the UE to report the RVQoE value, which is calculated from QoE metrics, so that the RAN can compare this RVQoE value with the configured RVQoE value target and perform RRM. In this way, a indication for the UE to report RVQoE value should be addded in the RVQoE configuration.

Proposal 2: It is proposed to add an indication in the RVQoE configuration to indicate the UE to report the QoE value. 
In conclusion, from our point of view, the configuration of RVQoE should include the following items:

- Metrics to be reported, as a mandatory IE.

- legacy QoE ID
- indication for UE to report QoE value

Proposal 3: the RVQoE configuration should include the following items:

- Metrics to be reported, as a mandatory IE.

- legacy QoE ID

- indication for UE to report RVQoE value

For the split scenario, we prefer to let the CU generate the RVQoE configuration and send it through RRC signaling to the UE.
Proposal 4: In split scenarios, CU should generate the RVQoE configurations.

2.2 Reporting
At last meeting, an LS was sent to RAN2 to ask about whether the RVQoE report can be sent using SRBs of higher priority (SRB1 or SRB3). While waiting the reply from RAN2, we would like to make our suggestions with the intention to promote the progress of this WI. Reporting the RVQoE and legacy Qoe report together is am easy way and would save us some time for defining new IEs like report interval, duration, and so on. Besides, we think it is OK if RVQoE report is not carried in the SRBs of higher priority. As we have mentioned before in our old papers, the RAN has its own measurement results to help with RRM, waiting the RVQoE report for a while would not be a big deal.
Proposal 5: RVQoE and legacy QoE should be reported together. 

3. Conclusion

In this contribution, the observations and proposals are:

Proposal 1: It is proposed to add the QoE measurement ID inside the RVQoE configuration.

Proposal 2: It is proposed to add an indication in the RVQoE configuration to indicate the UE to report the QoE value. 
Proposal 3: the RVQoE configuration should include the following items:

- Metrics to be reported, as a mandatory IE.

- legacy QoE ID

- indication to report RVQoE value

Proposal 4: In split scenarios, CU should generate the RVQoE configurations.

Proposal 5: RVQoE and legacy QoE should be reported together. 
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