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Introduction
In this paper we discuss the following topic designated for further discussion in RAN3#118 meeting notes:
Assistance information for handling of QoE reporting upon RAN overload.

Discussion
In the RAN3#117-bis-e paper R3-225334 we provided a list of concerns about the proposal that the OAM sets priorities for handling of QoE reporting during RAN overload. We would like to further discuss one of these concerns. 
Namely, the fact is that some of the common consumers of QoE measurements are not in the management system (e.g., the NWDAF or RAN automation functions), meaning that the OAM is incapable of setting the reporting priorities accurately. 
Observation: The OAM is not the consumer of QoE reports, and, as such, it cannot decide a reference priority for QoE measurements.
Proposal 1: RAN3 assumes that the assistance information for handling QoE reporting upon RAN overload is not provided by the OAM.
One could then argue that the consumers of QoE measurement reports should be the one setting the priorities for handling the QoE reporting during overload. However, we are not certain that even this will help the RAN in dealing with an overload because different consumers may have different priorities. For example, one consumer may have a policy that “QoE reporting for VR is prioritized compared to QoE reporting for legacy DASH streaming” and another consumer’s policy could be that “QoE reporting for network slice 1 is prioritized over QoE reporting for network slice 2”. If we assume that, during RAN overload, there are, e.g.:
· VR users on slice 1.
· VR users on slice 2.
· DASH users on slice 1.
· DASH users on slice 2.
According to “VR is of higher priority than DASH” all the VR users have high priority compared to DASH. According to “slice 1 higher priority than slice 2”, DASH users on slice 1 have higher priority than VR users on slice 2. Then the question is: which priority prevails, the slice-based on or the service type-based one?
Hence, we do not see a clear benefit of providing priorities for handling of QoE reporting during RAN overload.
If most companies think that providing some assistance information to the RAN may be beneficial, it should be clarified (e.g., in stage 2) that the assistance information is set by the consumer of QoE measurements, and not by the OAM. Furthermore, such information should be optional, where the RAN makes the final decision on how to use this information. 
Proposal 2: The information that can be used by the RAN as a reference for handling the QoE reporting during overload can be generated by the consumers of QoE measurements.

Conclusion
[bookmark: _In-sequence_SDU_delivery]In this paper we discuss handling of QoE reporting during overload in the RAN. The following is observed and proposed:
Observation: The OAM is not the consumer of QoE reports, and, as such, it cannot decide a reference priority for QoE measurements.
Proposal 1: RAN3 assumes that the assistance information for handling QoE reporting upon RAN overload is not provided by the OAM.
Proposal 2: The information that can be used by the RAN as a reference for handling the QoE reporting during overload can be generated by the consumers of QoE measurements.
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