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In last RAN2#123bis meeting [1], the following agreements were achieved:
	· UE should not request to activate SCG only for the purpose of RVQoE reporting via SRB5.
· When UE cannot send RVQoE report because the configured RVQoE specific SRB is not available, UE is not required to buffer the RVQoE report.
· Introduce a new indicator (ex, rrc-SegAllowed-SN-r17) for NW to inform UE of whether SN allows RRC segmentation via SRB5.
· For Rel-18, clarify that the “segmentation flag” from Rel-17 refers to SRB4 only
· QoE report (e.g., either encapsulated QoE or RVQoE) associated with the non-receiving RAN node, can be send to the receiving RAN node via MeasurementReportAppLayer message if configured by NW.
· QoE report over ULInformationTransferMRDC is not supported.



In this discussion paper, we will further analyse the remaining issues.
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]2 Discussions 
In last RAN2 meeting, the remaining issues of QoE measurement for NR-DC were discussed and make a good progress. According to the open issue discussion on NR-DC, there are one remaining issues on SN release need to be discussed. 
In RAN2#123 meeting, it was agreed that when SN is released, UE is indicated which QoE configuration should be released or kept. But in RAN3, it was agreed that release all SN configured QoE measurements during SN release. There is some misalignment between RAN2 and RAN3. During the open issues discussion, most companies agree to align with RAN3’s agreement, i.e., when SN is released, all the QoE measurement configured by SN should be released.
Besides, one company points out that when SN is released, how to handle the QoE measurement configured by MN and is configure to be reported over SRB5.
In our understanding, this case is similar as SN deactivation case. We can reuse the principle of SN deactivation that it is NW implementation to map SRB5 to MN or release the corresponding QoE configuration. But if these QoE configurations are not released or mapped to SRB5, how should UE handle these QoE report need to be considered. In our understanding, since the SN release decision is mainly made by network, the network should make it clear whether map SRB5 to MN or just release these QoE configurations. If not, UE should discard these QoE report, including encapsulated QoE and RV QoE, directly. We cannot allow UE to send these QoE report to MN directly without considering the SRB5 indication as default behaviour as SRB4 may also not be available in this case.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Proposal: When SN is released, for the QoE measurements configured by MN and configured to be reported over SRB5, it is NW implementation to map SRB5 to MN, release the corresponding QoE configuration or discard QoE report directly.
[bookmark: _Ref189046994]3 Conclusions
According to the above discussion, the following proposals are made:
Proposal: When SN is released, for the QoE measurements configured by MN and configured to be reported over SRB5, it is NW implementation to map SRB5 to MN, release the corresponding QoE configuration or discard QoE report directly.
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