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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Hlk127457765][bookmark: _Hlk127457838]In RAN2#123 [1], consensus has been reached on QoE in NR-DC, and leaving serveral FFS and future works, which are shown in the following:
Follow Rel-17 principles: UE indicates data availability for DRBs when requesting SCG activation. It is up to NW implementation to map SRB5 to MN or pause QoE reporting when SCG is deactivated. FFS whether this requires any specification impacts.
UE should not request to activate SCG only for the purpose of QoE reporting via SRB5. FFS for RVQoE reporting.
In this contribution, a discussion on QoE in NR-DC will be conducted.
2	Discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk109915489]2.1 SCG activation and deactivation
In RAN2#123, RAN2 agree to follow Rel-17 legacy mechanism in SCG activation and deactivation.
For SCG deactivation, NW decides whether to map SRB5 to other bearer or pause QoE reporting. But we have some concerns when NW doesn't map SRB5 and UE's AS layer memory is full. For this case, UE may discard QoE reports.
Therefore, if other SRB is available, e.g., SRB4, and UE's AS layer memory is full, UE can forward QoE reports via SRB4 to prevent potential QoE report discarding.
Proposal 1: When SCG is deactivated and NW doesn't map SRB5, if SRB4 is available and UE's AS layer memory is full, UE can forward QoE reports via SRB4.
AS to RVQoE, RAN3 has already agreed that legacy QoE configuration can have only one corresponding RVQoE configuration when needed. For RVQoE in SCG activation, it requires additional RRC reconfiguration procedure for both legacy QoE and RVQoE reporting. Considering UE should not request SCG activation for legacy QoE reporting, RVQoE reporting should not trigger SCG activation either.
Proposal 2: UE should not request to activate SCG only for purpose of RVQoE reporting either.
2.2 MN-SN coordination
Based on the previous conclusions from RAN3, for m-based QoE, the MN can send the QoE reference and MCE IP address to the SN, to ensure that the SN can use the correct parameters to transmit QoE. Vice versa, the SN can also send the QoE reference and MCE IP address to the MN for the same purpose.
	When MN configures a UE with m-based QoE, it may indicate to SN: the QoE Reference, the MCE IP address. FFS for other information (e.g., RRC ID) 


and, 
	If the SN is asked by the MN to forward to the MCE the QoE reports pertaining to a measurement configured by the MN, the MN should indicate to the SN the QoE Reference, the MCE IP Address and the RRC ID.


also, MN is also responsible for s-based QoE configuration.
	MN is responsible to configure the s-based QoE to UE. 
If the M-based QoE configuration is received by the MN, the MN should make the decision on the UE selection and on which node sends the QoE configuration to the UE.


Similarly, when the MN needs to send an SN-associated QoE report, it should have the relevant information such as the MCE IP address. Therefore, if the MN receives a QoE report from the SN on SRB4, it should already be aware of the information related to sending QoE reports.
However, if the QoE configuration is directly downlinked to the SN by the OAM, the SN should send the MCE IP address, QoE reference, and RRC ID to the MN together.
Considering RAN3 agreemet,
	For management based QoE, there is no need for SN to explicitly indicate to the MN whether it wants to configure the UE directly via SRB3 or via a container and SRB1.
In case the SN is interested in configuring a UE with an m-based QoE measurement configuration, the MN can decide and notify the SN whether:
- The MN sends the configuration information to the UE, or
- The SN should send the configuration to the UE 


In case SN sends m-based QoE configuration to UE and UE reports SN-associated QoE report to MN (already agreed that reporting leg can be changed), MN should know where to forward QoE reports.
Proposal 3: If SN configures an m-based QoE configuration to UE, SN can send QoE Reference, MCE IP address and RRC ID to MN.
2.3 RVQoE in NR-DC
In RAN3#121, RAN3 has some agreement on RVQoE in NR-DC, 
	Define two different reporting leg indications for QoE and RVQoE.
For a UE in NR-DC, each legacy QoE configuration can have only one corresponding RVQoE configuration when needed.


In RAN2#122, RAN2 has already agreed that network can use explicit indication per QoE configuration to indicated which SRB is used QoE reporting. Similar, since RAN3 agrees to define two different reporting leg indication for QoE RVQoE, RAN2 should follow RAN3's conclusion.
Proposal 4: The network can use explicit indication per RVQoE configuration to indicate which SRB is used for RVQoE reporting.
3	Summary
This contribution discusses remaining issue of QoE in NR-DC, the following are the proposals that may be taken into consideration:
Proposal 1: When SCG is deactivated and NW doesn't map SRB5, if SRB4 is available and UE's AS layer memory is full, UE can forward QoE reports via SRB4.
Proposal 2: UE should not request to activate SCG only for purpose of RVQoE reporting either.
Proposal 3: If SN configures an m-based QoE configuration to UE, SN can send QoE Reference, MCE IP address and RRC ID to MN.
Proposal 4: The network can use explicit indication per RVQoE configuration to indicate which SRB is used for RVQoE reporting.
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