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1 Introduction

CB: # QoE1_Workplan

- Check work plan, rev R3-213492 if needed

(CU - moderator)

Summary of offline disc in R3-214194
2 For the Chairman’s Notes

Propose the following:

[TBD]
3 Discussion

3.1 Discussion on the work plan

The work plan in R3-213492[1] is proposed according to approved WID on NR QoE [2]. 

Q1: Please fill in the table in case you have any general comments on the workplan.

	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	In general fine with the workplan, just to remind that maybe we don’t have to wait the input from other WG if LS was sent for guidance or discussion, RAN3 could still try to make WA to move forward.

	Ericsson
	Some comments below.

	CATT
	There are too many technical detail included in each meetings. And it is very difficult to sync well with the actual status of each meeting. And then we should update the plan in each meeting. 

	Samsung 
	Agree with HW

	ZTE
	We are okay with the work plan. Regarding to whether we should wait for other  WG(s) or whether WA(s) should be made, we think it depends on specific issues, which could be discussed in corresponding CB(s).

	Nokia
	The workplan includes a meeting (RAN3#114bis) which doesn't appear on the 3GPP calendar. With one less meeting, will it still be possible to close the WI at RAN#95?

	China Unicom
	In general, this WI should be completed at the time plan of R17 according to RAN plenary. And we add the TBD for RAN3#114bis.


Q2: Please fill in the table in case you have any comments on the work plan of RAN3#113 meeting.
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	Fine

	Ericsson
	Perhaps ‘kick off BL CRs’ instead of ‘update BL CRs’?

	China Unicom
	Agree with E///.


Q3: Please fill in the table in case you have any comments on the work plan of RAN2#116 and RAN3#114 meeting.
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	Fine with RAN3#114, no comment for RAN2 meeting. 

	
	

	
	


Q4: Please fill in the table in case you have any comments on the work plan of RAN2#116bis and RAN3#114bis meeting.
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	Fine with RAN3#114bis, maybe not sure if we will for sure have RAN3#114bis.

	CATT
	In RAN2 #116bis, the item • QoE measurement handling in RRC_INACTIVE maybe change to , QoE measurement configuration handling in RRC_INACTIVE,  to align the WI

	Samsung 
	Agree with CATT

	China Unicom
	To CATT and Samsung
RRC_INACTIVE QoE measurement handling is leading by RAN2, we can wait for RAN2 progress to update the work plan later.


Q5: Please fill in the table in case you have any comments on the work plan of RAN2#117 and RAN3#115 meeting.
	Company
	Comments

	Huawei
	Fine with RAN3#115. If there is no RAN3#114bis, we may consider to postpone one more meeting.

	Ericsson
	Perhaps we should not write ‘initial relevant set’ in front of ‘RVQOE parameters’ for all the remaining meetings. Maybe not for the last two meetings of the WI?

	China Unicom
	Update the workplan according to E/// comments.


3.2 Discussion on Baseline CR leading companies

For the NR QoE WI, the stage-3 specification impacts have been discussed. In order to facility the discussion, the proposed the leading company for potential impact specifications are listed below:
	TS
	Protocol
	Leading Company

	38.300
	NR; NR and NG-RAN Overall Description
	China Unicom

	38.306
	NR; User Equipment (UE) radio access capabilities
	CMCC

	38.331
	NR; Radio Resource Control (RRC); Protocol specification
	Ericsson

	38.401
	NG-RAN; Architecture description
	ZTE

	38.410
	NG-RAN; NG general aspects and principles
	Nokia

	38.413
	NG-RAN; NG Application Protocol (NGAP)
	Huawei

	38.420
	NG-RAN; Xn general aspects and principles
	Qualcomm

	38.423
	NG-RAN; Xn application protocol (XnAP)
	Ericsson

	38.470
	NG-RAN; F1 general aspects and principles
	China Unicom

	38.473
	NG-RAN; F1 application protocol (F1AP)
	Samsung


Proposal: Agree on the baseline CR leading company list, and each leading company is responsible for merging and update the BL CR.

Companies can provide any view / comments in the table:

	Company
	Comment

	Huawei
	Fine with rapporteur’s suggestion.

	Ericsson
	Fine

	CATT
	If rapporteur is happy, CATT would take any BLCR, such as share rapporteur load to take 38.470. Thanks 

	Samsung
	Fine

	ZTE
	We are fine with this arrangement.

	Nokia
	Fine

	
	


3.3 Further aspects

Please add any further aspects that are in scope and were not included in the above:

	Company
	Comment

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	

	
	


4 Conclusion, Recommendations [if needed]

If needed
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