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1	Introduction
We discuss in this paper editor's notes in the NGAP BL CR in light of incoming responses from other WGs. 
2	Discussion
Editor’s Note: FFS on Whether to use Deactivate Trace procedure or other procedure for the deactivation of QoE measurement. 
Editor’s Note: FFS on whether a new message is needed for activation of this UE Application layer measurement configuration.
SA5 has replied in [1] that "The trace mechanisms defined in TS 32.422 are not reused for QMC". In principle, RAN3 could still choose to use trace related signalling procedures and IEs on network interfaces, however would then need to find a solution to handle the NG-RAN Trace ID IE which is mandatorily present. In practice, this IE would have to be ignored in case of QMC. We therefore propose to introduce specific signalling procedures and IEs for QMC, independent of the trace framework.
Proposal 1: Solve editor's notes by introducing specific signalling procedures and IEs for QMC, independent of the trace framework.
A consequence of this proposal is that the new UE Application layer measurement configuration IE currently proposed as part of the Trace Activation IE should be moved to a new QMC Activation IE.
Editor’s Note: FFS whether QoE Reference is needed or not, pending on SA5 reply; otherwise Service Type will be used.
This editor's note is present in the new QMC Deactivate IE (clause 9.3.1.xx1), and the note is linked to the question of the support of multiple QMC configurations per UE and possibly also per service type. SA5 has replied in [2]: 
The mechanisms of QMC defined in TS 28.405 does not support multiple QoE measurement configurations. The content in the latest version of 28.405 is for UMTS and LTE, it will be enhanced to support NR in release 17. SA5 think it is possible to provide multiple QoE measurement configurations for one certain service type, and how to support multiple QoE measurement configurations for one certain service type will be considered in NR. 
In general, SA5 will wait for further RAN2 progress and then see if some updates to SA5 specifications are needed or not.
It therefore seems SA5 expects RAN2 to provide further feedback on the support of multiple QMC configurations. This is aligned with reply provided by RAN3 in [3]: "From RAN3 perspective, it is possible to provide multiple QoE measurement configurations for one certain service type. But it’s up to RAN2 and SA5 to make the final confirmation." 
Proposal 2: Keep the editor's note in clause 9.3.1.xx1, awaiting further feedback from RAN2 on the support of multiple QMC configurations per UE / service type.
Editor’s Note: FFS whether the Measurement Collection Entity IP Address should be per-service type.
Editior’s Note: Tabular structure may be refined after further checking.
SA5 has replied in [1]: "The Measurement Collection Entity IP Address is configured per QoE Reference." and "For UMTS and LTE, one QMC job identified by QoE Reference is per service type. SA5 hasn’t discussed whether one QMC job identified by QoE Reference is per service type or per slice for NR QoE."
It is therefore clear that the Measurement Collection Entity IP Address is configured per QoE Reference, and the corresponding IE should therefore be moved from clause 9.3.1.xx2 to 9.3.1.xx3. The scope of the QoE Reference is not yet confirmed, but it still seems clear that there is one QoE Reference per "Container for application layer measurement configuration" as currently reflected in clause 9.3.1.xx3. The coexistence of multiple such configurations would then need RAN2 feedback as discussed above, e.g. with different slice scopes. We believe that multiple QMC configuration per service type doesn't provide sufficient benefit in terms of added functionality, but this question doesn't seem to impact the stage 3 tabular structure.
Proposal 3: Move the Measurement Collection Entity IP Address from clause 9.3.1.xx2 to 9.3.1.xx3, tabular structure seems otherwise OK (editor's notes may be removed).
Editor’s Note: FFS whether MBMS, XR should be supported or not.
In order to avoid overloading the Rel-17 work item, service types other than MTSI and DASH may be handled in Rel-18.

Proposal 4: Service types other than MTSI and DASH may be handled in Rel-18 (editor's note to be removed).

3	Conclusion
Proposal 1: Solve editor's notes by introducing specific signalling procedures and IEs for QMC, independent of the trace framework.
Proposal 2: Keep the editor's note in clause 9.3.1.xx1, awaiting further feedback from RAN2 on the support of multiple QMC configurations per UE / service type.
Proposal 3: Move the Measurement Collection Entity IP Address from clause 9.3.1.xx2 to 9.3.1.xx3, tabular structure seems otherwise OK (editor's notes may be removed).
Proposal 4: Service types other than MTSI and DASH may be handled in Rel-18 (editor's note to be removed).
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