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1	Introduction
We here discuss RAN3 specification impacts for M5, M6 and M7 MDT measurements for split bearer following a recent LS exchange with RAN2.
2	Discussion
At RAN3#113-e (August 2021) it was identified that RAN2 agreements for RAN part packet delay measurement related to E2E QoS monitoring, and that similar measurement for MDT M6 measurement was not so far covered (LS to RAN2 sent in [1]). RAN3 has in the present meeting received reply from RAN2 [2].

In their reply, RAN2 informs about their agreements:
· The mentioned agreements are applied to M6 for split bearers in MR-DC in MDT
· For split bearer in MR-DC for MDT purpose, the individual components of the delays are sent to TCE and then TCE can compute the overall delay

By "mentioned agreements", RAN2 refers to:
7	For QoS monitoring related delay reporting to CN, the minimum value between two legs is defined as the total delay measurement M6 over MCG/SCG for split bearers WITH PDCP duplication. 

Agreement:	
	For QoS monitoring related delay reporting to CN, ‘weighted average (consider the number of packets) over MN and SN’ is used to calculate the total delay measurement M6 over MCG/SCG for split bearers WITHOUT PDCP duplication. 

The individual packet delay components referred to in [2] are described in TS 38.314. For the DL they are:
· D1 (DL delay in over-the-air interface)
· D2 (DL delay on gNB-DU)
· D3 (DL delay on F1-U)
· D4 (DL delay in CU-UP)

And for the UL:
· D1 (UL PDCP packet average delay)
· D2.1 (average over-the-air interface packet delay)
· D2.2 (average RLC packet delay)
· D2.3 (average delay UL on F1-U)
· D2.4 (average PDCP re-ordering delay)

On our side we believe that in order to keep alignment between MDT M6 measurement and packet delay measurement for QoS monitoring, the CU-UP should be in charge of reporting the RAN part of the packet delay to the TCE. The required information not already available in the CU-UP is reported from the DU to the CU-UP as per TS 38.425 (UL Delay DU Result, DL Delay DU Result). The UL D1 value is reported by the UE via RRC and forwarded to the CU-UP over E1. 

It therefore doesn't seem needed to report the individual components of the delays to the TCE. 

Proposal 1: The CU-UP reports the total RAN part of the packet delay to the TCE. Reporting of individual components of the delays is not needed.

Furthermore, we also notice that RAN2 has agreed that enhancements of M5 (UE throughput) measurement and M7 (packet loss) measurement are not pursued in this release [3]. As a consequence any additional Rel-17 support in RAN3 specification therefore doesn't seem needed.

Proposal 2: Additional support for M5 (UE throughput) measurement and M7 (packet loss) measurement is not needed in Rel-17.

3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: The CU-UP reports the total RAN part of the packet delay to the TCE. Reporting of individual components of the delays is not needed.

Proposal 2: Additional support for M5 (UE throughput) measurement and M7 (packet loss) measurement is not needed in Rel-17.
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