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1. Introduction
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]In the last meeting, RAN3 discussed the leftover issues and reached some agreements. In this paper we provide our views on the remaining open issues and provide further proposals.
2. Discussion
2.1 Remaining actions related Inter-RAT mobility 
In the last meeting, RAN3 has the following agreements and FFS.
Turn WA to agreement: For HO from LTE/5GC to NR, there is no impacts to RAN3.
Turn WA to agreement and update as: From NR to LTE, the source node decides which one of the QoE configuration to keep. 
The stage3 impact needs to be further checked, e.g., clarify in the semantics description of UE Application Layer Measurement Information List IE in TS 38.423 that, in case of intra-system inter-RAT HO, there can be only one item in the list? clarify in the semantics description of Container for Application Layer Measurement Configuration IE in TS 38.423 that, for intra-system inter-RAT HO, the maximum size of the container is 1000 bytes?
According to the design of XnAP, the source node knows whether the target node is LTE node or NR node. Also, RAN3 had agreed that it is the source node to decide which one of the QoE configuration to keep,  the source node can ensure that there is only one item in the UE Application Layer Measurement Information List IE in the Xn handover request message. We propose RAN3 does not need to add any description in the specification.
With the same logic, we think the source node can ensure the maximum size of the container of the selected QoE measurement does not exceed 1000 bytes, even if the maximum size of the container from the source node exceeds 1000bytes, the target node can discard this QoE configuration. Therefore, we propose RAN3 does not need to add any description for the maximum size of the container in the specification.
Proposal 1: Not need to add any stage 3 descriptions to clarify the number of items in UE Application Layer Measurement Information List IE and the maximum size of the container for the handover from NR to LTE.
In Rel-17, RAN3 added some principles for the QoE Measurement Continuity for intra-RAT Mobility in stage 2 TS 38.300. We think RAN3 can also add some principles for the intra-system inter-RAT mobility.
Proposal 2: Add the principles for QoE Measurement continuity for intra-system inter-RAT mobility in stage 2 TS 38.300.
2.2 Others
2.2.1 Indicating QoE measurement status to target node
In Rel-17, the source node needs to send measurement status of QoE measurement to the target node, so the target node can release the ongoing QoE measurement if UE leaves the area scope or pause the ongoing QoE measurement if RAN is overload. It is based on a basic assumption that the source node knows the measurement status of each QoE measurement before sending the handover request message.
In the last meeting, some companies raised the issue of measurement status during CHO. In CHO, there is time gap between the time when the source gNB sends the handover request message and the time when UE access to the target gNB. During the time gap, the QoE measurement status of each QoE measurement may change. Therefore, the target gNB needs to know the latest measurement status after CHO is completed. 
We think there are two options:
· Option 1: UE based solution: UE sends the latest measurement status to the target gNB after the CHO is completed
· Option 2: Network based solution: The source gNB sends the latest measurement status to the target gNB after the CHO is completed
In the last RAN2 meeting, RAN2 also discussed this issue and RAN2 think network-based solution would be proper and think it is up to RAN3 to discuss this issue.
In CHO, after the condition of CHO is satisfied, the source gNB only can send the late SN STATUS TRANSFER message to the target gNB. But the late SN STATUS TRANSFER message is optional because this message is used to transfer the uplink PDCP SN and HFN receiver status and the downlink PDCP SN and HFN transmitter status for each respective DRB for which PDCP SN and HFN status preservation applies. For example, there is no SN STATUS TRANSFER message for the RLC UM DRBs. In this case, we think the late SN STATUS TRANSFER message is not suitable to transfer the latest QoE measurement status, which means, for solution 2, one new XnAP message needs to be introduced.
In option 1, UE AS needs to store the measurement status after receiving the measurement status from Application layer. In our understanding, RAN2 has agreed to store the measurement status of MBS broadcast QoE measurement, therefore, option 1 does not have any additional requirement for UE.
Proposal 3: In CHO, UE sends the latest measurement status to the target gNB after CHO is completed
The TP to stage 2 38.300 reflecting above proposals could be seen in [1].
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Based on the discussion in this paper, we propose the following:
Proposal 1: Not need to add any stage 3 descriptions to clarify the number of items in UE Application Layer Measurement Information List IE and the maximum size of the container for the handover from NR to LTE.
Proposal 2: Add the principles for QoE Measurement continuity for intra-system inter-RAT mobility in stage 2 TS 38.300.
Proposal 3: In CHO, UE sends the latest measurement status to the target gNB after the CHO is completed.
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