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Introduction
[bookmark: _Toc242573354]RAN2 has trigged the post email discussion [1] for MBS broadcast QoE measurement and some issues are left for details input. In this paper, it’s proposed to discuss whether to introduce separate capability for new introduced QoE features.
Discussion
2.1	RedCap/eRedCap capability for QoE
In the post email discussion [1], some companies proposed to define RedCap-specific UE capability for Rel-18 QoE, and suggested to further discuss on whether RedCap and eRedCap UE have the same minimum memory requirement for QoE in RRC_IDLE and RRC_INACTIVE state. As per the Rel-18 WID for QoE [2], it’s obvious that RedCap UE is not discussed to support in QoE enhancement WID, and therefore, the discussion related with RedCap/eRedcap-specific QoE issues are out of Rel-18 QoE scope.
Observation 1: Discussions on RedCap-specific issues are out of Rel-18 QoE scope.
Additionally, some companies proposed that the buffering size for idle/inactive QoE reports storing is different from Non-redcap UE. Although RAN2 has defined non-redCap UE’s buffering size for idle/inactive QoE reports, however SA4 and SA5 never discuss on how to support QoE measurement for RedCap UE, e.g. what’s the maximum number of QoE configurations that RedCap UE are supported to measure simultaneously, and what are the QoE metrics that redcap UE will measured… RAN2 cannot give conclusion on the definition of RedCap UE capability without any discussion in SA4 and SA5.
Observation 2: SA4/SA5 has not defined any RedCap/eRedCap-specific QoE measurement procedures, e.g. QoE metrics that redcap UE can measure, maximum number of QoE configurations that RedCap UE are supported to measure. etc.
In the post email discussion [1], some companies think that RedCap UE may not have too much AS layer memory size for QoE measurements storage due to RedCap UE are always wearable device. However, RedCap UE can not only indicate as wearable type devices, the other type of RedCap UE such as industrial sensors, video surveillance, etc. There is no conclusion that RedCap UE has a lower memory requirement for QoE reports storing.
Observation 3: Except wearable device, RedCap UE may also include industrial sensors, video surveillance, there is no conclusion that RedCap UE has lower memory requirement for QoE reports storing.
In summary, it’s suggested that RAN2 postpone the discussion on RedCap/eRedCap-specific QoE measurement without any instructions from RAN WG, SA4/SA5 WG in Rel-18. So it’s proposed:
Proposal 1: RAN2 postpone to discuss ReCap/eRedCap-specific QoE measurement in Rel-18. 
[bookmark: _Toc242573360]Summary
[bookmark: _Toc242573361]RAN2 is kindly asked to discuss the following proposals:
Observation 1: Discussions on RedCap-specific issues are out of Rel-18 QoE scope.
Observation 2: SA4/SA5 has not defined any RedCap/eRedCap-specific QoE measurement procedures, e.g. QoE metrics that redcap UE can measure, maximum number of QoE configurations that RedCap UE are supported to measure. etc.
Observation 3: Except wearable device, RedCap UE may also include industrial sensors, video surveillance, there is no conclusion that RedCap UE has lower memory requirement for QoE reports storing.
Proposal 1: RAN2 postpone to discuss ReCap/eRedCap-specific QoE measurement in Rel-18. 
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