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1. Overall Description:
RAN2 would like to inform SA5 that the RAN2 normative work for Rel-20 RAN WI on AI/ML for NR air interface Phase 2 [RP-253340] has started at the RAN2#133 meeting. 

In the scope of this work, pairing IDs enable matching the two parts of a two-sided model, which are placed at the UE and gNB for inference, i.e. encoder and decoder, respectively. RAN2#133 has reached the following agreements regarding pairing IDs:

	RAN2 assumes that at least pairing ID is used during applicability determination.

FFS whether the pairing ID should be considered differently or similarly per inter-vendor collaboration option, based on further progress from RAN1/SA5

RAN2 assume that for Direct A the pairing ID can be reused across different cells with the same meaning, e.g., paring compatible decoder and encoder. 
Send LS to SA5, informing our current assumption / agreements on paring ID. Ask SA5 to provide issues if they see any. Use post meeting email discussion to approve the LS.



  
RAN2 would like to clarify the following, regarding the agreements above:	Comment by Nokia (Sakira): We suggest rewording as the bullet below are not really about RAN2’s agreements. 
Suggestion: ‘… like to provide the following additional clarifications:'
· Using the pairing IDs during applicability determination means that the pairing IDs are sent between the gNB and UE via the air interface in some RRC signalling. The purpose is to help the UE and gNB to identify if they can jointly use compatible two-sided models for inference. It is still an open issue in which exact parts of the RRC signalling the pairing IDs can be included, and it depends on RAN1 discussions.	Comment by Nokia (Sakira): We propose to remove this. We understand the original intention is to explain the RAN2 agreements. However, it does not clarify anything and may introduce confusion for other WGs. Moreover, we do not see any SA5 impact here.
· It still needs to be concluded whether the pairing IDs should be considered in a similar or a different way for the different inter-vendor collaboration options. Note that according to the RAN WID [RP-253340], three inter-vendor collaboration options are being standardized: (i) fully defined/specified reference model (“Direction C”); (ii) standardized encoder model structure plus parameter exchange (“Direction A, sub-option 3a-1” without target CSI sharing); and (iii) standardized dataset format/content plus dataset exchange (“Direction A, sub-option 4-1”). At least for some of these three inter-vendor collaboration options, the pairing IDs need to be sent from the network to the UE training entity with a non-over-the-air (non-OTA) solution, e.g. together with the dataset for Direction A, sub-option 4-1. Sending the pairing IDs to the UE training entity is needed so that the UE-side model (for the encoder) can be paired to the corresponding network-side model (for the decoder).  	Comment by Nokia (Sakira): ‘Sending the pairing IDs from network to the UE training entity‘ has not been agreed in RAN2 and this is out of scope of RAN2. We propose to remove these two sentences. Alternatively, we suggest to replace these sentences with following modification based on the TR 38.843 Clause 7.1.2 :
‘It is understood that pairing information are used to enable the UE to select a UE side model (for the encoder) that is compatible with network -side model (for the decoder). ‘

· For Direction A (including the two sub-options above, i.e., standardized encoder model structure plus parameter exchange, and standardized dataset format/content plus dataset exchange) the pairing ID can be reused across different cells with the same meaning, e.g., to use the same pair of compatible decoder and encoder in different cells. RAN2 has not yet discussed which network entity (e.g. gNB, OAM) should generate/assign the pairing IDs to be reused across different cells with the same meaning. Furthermore, how to standardize/use/assign the pairing ID for Direction C (fully defined/specified reference model) is still open and is depending on RAN4 and RAN1 progress.	Comment by Nokia (Sakira): We think that the last two sentences of the paragraph should be simplified. We suggest to simply clarify that pairing ID assignment is open and it may depend on the Directions how it happens. A rewording proposal could be:

“It is open which network entity (e.g., gNB ,OAM) should generate/assign the pairing IDs. This may be different for Direction A sub-options and for Direction C.”

RAN2 will inform SA5 about further progress on pairing IDs based on subsequent RAN2 discussions, if needed.

RAN2 kindly asks SA5 to take this information on pairing IDs into account in the 5G Rel-20 work on two-sided models for AI/ML and inform RAN2 if there are any issues, e.g. regarding the possibility to generate the pairing ID(s) at the OAM.	Comment by Nokia (Sakira): It is not in the scope of RAN2 which entity generates the pairing ID. Thus, we think that this part of the text should be removed.

2. Actions:
To SA WG5
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks SA5 to take the above information on pairing IDs into account in the 5G Rel-20 work on two-sided models for AI/ML and inform RAN2 if there are any issues, e.g. regarding the possibility to generate the pairing ID(s) at the OAM. 	Comment by Nokia (Sakira): Same comment as above

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
TSG RAN2 Meeting #133-bis 	13th – 17th April 2026		St. Julian’s, Malta.
TSG RAN2 Meeting #134		18th – 22nd May 2026		Dalian, China.
