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For QoE measurements for NR-DC, RAN2#123bis made some progress [1].
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.

For SCG deactivation, there were some discussions, but no enhancements were agreed.
For SN release, RAN2 and RAN3 have parallel discussions, and we would like to check the latest progress.
In this paper, we provide our views on SCG deactivation and SN release cases.
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SCG deactivation
At RAN2#123, it was agreed:
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.

However, some companies were concerned about the highlighted part, e.g. it may lead to many SN reconfigurations. If that is true, it may be beneficial for UE to request activation of SCG.
Here is a typical scenario:
· The UE is in NR-DC
· MN configures MN-associated QoE measurements to UE, and the reporting leg is SRB4
· SN configures SN-associated QoE measurements to UE, and the reporting leg is SRB5. Initially, SN/SCG is activated

If SCG deactivation happens, from Uu point of view, there are many ways for NW to handle the QoE measurements and reporting, based on the latest running 38.331 CR. The co-ordination between MN and SN is needed for the RRC handling. For example, if SN would like to switch the leg for SN-associated QoE measurements, SN should check with MN, and then the outcome will impact RRC configurations in Uu interface.
We understand that MN-SN co-ordination is still under RAN3 discussions. There may be some complexities for such co-ordination, and RAN3 may not be able to agree on some co-ordination. In this case, we think the Rel-18 feature can still work. According to the previous RAN2 agreement (as below), UE behaviours are clear if SRB5 is not available (due to SCG deactivation). The NW can also decide to release SN-associated QoE measurements in this scenario.
If UL traffic arrives and the UE cannot send a QoE report because the configured SRB is not available, UE continues to store the report until the SRB is available or the QoE configuration is released.

In summary, we think that NW can handle the QoE measurements and reporting for SCG deactivation, and RAN3 progress on MN-SN co-ordination should not have extra RAN2 impacts compared to the latest running 38.331 CR.
Observation 1: For QoE measurements, MN-SN co-ordination is still under RAN3 discussions.
Observation 2: NW can handle the QoE measurements and reporting for SCG deactivation.
Observation 3: For SCG deactivation, there are no extra RAN2 impacts.

SN release
At RAN2#123 meeting, it was agreed:
6: When SN is released, UE is indicated which QoE configurations should be released or kept. For released configurations, UE indicates the release to upper layers (as in Rel-17)

At RAN3#121 meeting, the following  progress was made:
If the SN configured a UE with QoE measurements, at SN release, the QoE/RVQoE configuration can be released. Whether the SN-configured QoE/RVQoE configuration information can be passed to the MN in case of SN release needs to be further discussed.

In the incoming LS [2], it mentions:
	In addition, RAN3 would also like to inform RAN2 about the latest agreements reached during RAN3#121bis, on NR-DC, and inter-RAT mobility, including:
For NR-DC
· Release all SN configured QoE measurements during SN release



Considering RAN3 has agreed to let UE release all SN configured QoE measurements during SN release (also applied to network side), the previous RAN2 agreement can be updated.

Proposal 1: Update the previous RAN2 agreement to:
When SN is released, UE shall release all SN configured QoE measurements (if configured before), and inform upper layer.


In the incoming LS [2], there is also an AP for RAN2:
	[bookmark: _Hlk148021891]RAN3 thinks that the agreements on NR-DC and Inter-RAT mobility may require further RAN2 work, i.e., RAN2 needs to consider how to treat the unsent QoE report by UE during SN release, how UE release the other QoE measurements during the Inter-RAT handover.



We think that SN release is triggered by network side, and if it happens, it may mean the NW has decided to release SN and QoE measurement collection by SN may be de-prioritized (otherwise the network should keep the SN and collect more QoE reports via SN). In this case, we think the UE AS can simply discard unsent QoE reports associated to SN configured QoE.

Proposal 2: When SN is released, UE AS discards unsent QoE reports (if any) for SN configured QoE measurements (if configured before).

Conclusion
Based on the discussion in this paper, the following observations and proposals are made:
Observation 1: For QoE measurements, MN-SN co-ordination is still under RAN3 discussions.
Observation 2: NW can handle the QoE measurements and reporting for SCG deactivation.
Observation 3: For SCG deactivation, there are no extra RAN2 impacts.

Proposal 1: Update the previous RAN2 agreement to:
When SN is released, UE shall release all SN configured QoE measurements (if configured before), and inform upper layer.
Proposal 2: When SN is released, UE AS discards unsent QoE reports (if any) for SN configured QoE measurements (if configured before).
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