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1. Introduction 
In this paper, we discuss further on RAN Visible QoE based on some agreements and open issues identified in previous meetings.
1. Discussion
1. Additional reporting periodicities for RVQoE
Only lower reporting periodicities for RVQoE are useful if the intention is to do “real-time” optimizations. There is not much benefit in configuring RVQoE with large periodicities. Since NG-RAN doesn’t know the legacy QoE periodicity, it may even happen that the RVQoE periodicity will become larger than the legacy QoE periodicity (which can be up to a minimum of 1 second).Hence we propose to just keep the lower periodicities and not define any additional reporting periodicities.
Proposal 1: There is no need to support additional reporting periodicities for RVQoE than what was agreed in R3#114bis-e
1. RVQoE handling during RAN overload
RVQoE should also be paused/resumed during RAN overload, and we prefer using the same pause/resume flag of legacy QoE to pause/resume RVQoE as well.

If we allow no pause/resume of RVQoE, then we are bringing more complexities in the AT commands e.g., UE APP needs to continue providing RVQoE but not legacy QoE to UE AS upon pause indication.
Also, if the network wants to know the QoE during the overload, we always have the legacy QoE reports which will be sent post the overload and can used to identify problems or potential optimizations. NG-RAN can also modify the RVQoE periodicity to a larger value if it wants to delay the RVQoE reporting.
Proposal 2: RVQoE reporting should also be paused upon RAN overload. 

Proposal 3: If the legacy QoE reporting is paused/resumed, RVQoE reporting should be paused/resumed as well
1. Per slice RVQoE
Proposal 4: Including PDU session ID in RVQoE report is sufficient. There is no need to include S-NSSAI in RVQoE report
1. Mobility handling for RVQoE
Observation 1: During handover preparation, source NG-RAN node sends to the target NG-RAN node the available RVQoE metrics (received as part of QMC configuration) in XnAP/NGAP IEs

Proposal 5: Convert the WA into agreement
During handover preparation, source NG-RAN node sends to the target NG-RAN node the RVQoE metrics configured at the UE in RRC container
1. User consent for QoE
Proposal 6: There is no need to introduce any user consent for legacy QoE or RAN visible QoE
1. Conclusion
Proposal 1: There is no need to support additional reporting periodicities for RVQoE than what was agreed in R3#114bis-e

Proposal 2: RVQoE reporting should also be paused upon RAN overload. 

Proposal 3: If the legacy QoE reporting is paused/resumed, RVQoE reporting should be paused/resumed as well

Proposal 4: Including PDU session ID in RVQoE report is sufficient. There is no need to include S-NSSAI in RVQoE report

Observation 1: During handover preparation, source NG-RAN node sends to the target NG-RAN node the available RVQoE metrics (received as part of QMC configuration) in XnAP/NGAP IEs

Proposal 5: Convert the WA into agreement
During handover preparation, source NG-RAN node sends to the target NG-RAN node the RVQoE metrics configured at the UE in RRC container

Proposal 6: There is no need to introduce any user consent for legacy QoE or RAN visible QoE
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