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Considering there are only two meeting left to finish this WI, the Rapp provides the following remaining open issues for QoE measurement for NR-DC.
	(1) RVQoE reporting
a) Whether to use explicit SRB indication for RV QoE reporting?
b) Whether RVQoE reports and encapsulated QoE reports are reported together to the same node (MN or SN) in NR-DC [2]?
c) As working assumption, for encapsulated QoE report associated with the non-receiving RAN node, use option 1 (i.e.MeasurementReportAppLayer message)  to send to the receiving RAN node. This can be revisited if RAN3 decisions warrant something different for RVQoE.
(2) SCG activation
a) FFS on whether mapping SRB5 to MN or pause QoE reporting when SCG is deactivated  requires any specification impacts?
b) FFS on whether UE should request to activate SCG only for the purpose of RV QoE reporting via SRB5?


In this discussion paper, we will further analyse the remaining issues.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2 Discussions 
Open issue 1: RV QoE reporting
a) Whether to use explicit SRB indication for RV QoE reporting?
b) Whether RVQoE reports and encapsulated QoE reports are reported together to the same node (MN or SN) in NR-DC [2]?
c) As working assumption, for encapsulated QoE report associated with the non-receiving RAN node, use option 1 (i.e.MeasurementReportAppLayer message) to send to the receiving RAN node. This can be revisited if RAN3 decisions warrant something different for RVQoE.
In previous RAN2 meeting, it was agreed that the network can use explicit indication per QoE config to indicate which SRB is used for the QoE reporting. But it is does not make it clear whether both the RV QoE and encapsulated QoE should be report to network based on this indication. In last RAN3 meeting, RAN3 agreed that define two different reporting leg indications for QoE and RV QoE. So to align with RAN3’s agreement, when configure the QoE measurement in NR-DC, the network can configure two indications for encapsulated QoE and RV QoE. And the SRB indication for RV QoE should be optional and precondition for configuring the SRB indication for RV QoE is the SRB indication for encapsulated QoE has already existed. And according to the RAN3 WA, the encapsulated QoE reports and RV QoE reports corresponding to the same QoE reference can be sent over different legs. This means that these two SRB indications can be different.
Proposal 1: The network can optionally use a separate explicit indication per QoE configuration to indicate which SRB is used for the RV QoE reporting.

Open issue 2: SCG activation
a) FFS on whether mapping SRB5 to MN or pause QoE reporting when SCG is deactivated requires any specification impacts?
b) FFS on whether UE should request to activate SCG only for the purpose of RV QoE reporting via SRB5?
In last RAN2 meeting [1], when SCG is deactivation, the issue of how to handle the QoE reports which should be sent to SN was discussed. it was agreed that we should follow the Rel-17 principle that UE indicates data availability for DRBs when requesting SCG activation. It means that if UE has encapsulated QoE report which should be sent to SN, UE shall not indicates data availability to MN. Only when UE has data availability for DRB, UE can indicate to MN and then MN decide whether to activate the SCG. If there is no data for DRB need to be sent to SN, UE should store this QoE report. When UE send the data availability to MN, the MN may perform SCG activation. Then UE can send stored QoE report to SN according to the reporting leg indication. There seems to be no specification impacts.
Proposal 2: There is no specification impact if QoE report via SN arrivals when SCG is deactivated. 
For RV QoE, considering RV QoE is time-sensitive, if UE store the RV QoE report for a long time until the other data availability for DRB is sent to MN, the RV QoE report maybe is not useful. So when UE has RV QoE needed to be sent to SN when SCG is deactivation, it is better to initial the UE assistance information procedure to notify the network there is uplink data need to be transmitted. There is no need to introduce a new indication for RV QoE report but need to cover the case of RV QoE report. 
Proposal 3: When UE has RV QoE needed to be sent to SN during SCG is deactivation, UE can initiate the UE assistance information procedure to indicate there is uplink data need to be transmitted. Then MN can decide whether to map SRB5 to MN or activate the SCG.

[bookmark: _Ref189046994]3 Conclusions
According to the above discussion, the following proposals are made:
Proposal 1: The network can optionally use a separate explicit indication per QoE configuration to indicate which SRB is used for the RV QoE reporting.
Proposal 2: There is no specification impact if QoE report via SN arrivals when SCG is deactivated.
Proposal 3: When UE has RV QoE needed to be sent to SN during SCG is deactivation, UE can initiate the UE assistance information procedure to indicate there is uplink data need to be transmitted. Then MN can decide whether to map SRB5 to MN or activate the SCG.
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