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Introduction
In RAN #110, Way forward (RP-253864) was submitted for information, which has been reflected with chair guidance in the draft agenda for RAN1#124.

	Way forward on AI/ML Use cases
· The WG chairs will bring to the March RAN#111 plenary the AI/ML uses cases from their respective WGs
· For each use case, ideally the WG chairs identify:
· Use case and description.  Identification of sub-cases as well.
· Observations on benefits and/or gain (if available) /complexity/standardization effort required
· Impacted working groups - work required by other WGs to complete the study 
· At RAN#111 Plenary to discuss the various use cases and attempt an initial prioritization 



The paper is to discuss collect the view on draft LS in R1-2600987, which corresponding paper in R1-2600773 to explain the justification of the text of the LS, and use case description is in R1-2600986. 
Discussion
	Company
	Views

	FL0
	Two parts of information to be provided in the LS: 
#1: Use case description related, as in R1-2600986. 
- Paragraph #1-3: previous agreements/observations and explain that we will discuss AI/non-AI together with clarification on some are not RAN 1 led item. And some of those may not have standard impact. 
    -  Besides, I think we can also incorporate new related agreements of this meeting on Friday if any. 
#2: Impact to other WG, the required work to complete the study
- Paragraph #4/5: General impact to RAN 2/4.   I don’t think it is worthwhile to spend time per use case to identify the impact to other WG at this stage.  In addition, I have checked NR AI SI, no involve of RAN 3 in SI phase. 

Please share your comments on part #1 and part # 2 separately, if any.  
I plan to collect general views first, and then, revision, if needed. 

	CATT
	We are mostly fine with the draft LS. One comment in the following sentence:
“The study on proposed AI/ML use cases and corresponding non-AI/ML based solution are carried on in the same RAN 1 agenda, which can leverage the study and reduce the workload in RAN1.”
To us, in cooperating AI/ML study together with non-AI is to conduct comprehensive study and fair evaluation on the trade-off between performance gain and complexity. It is unclear what is to be leveraged (outcome of existing conclusion on AI?), nor what workload will be reduced (common EVM v.s. separate EVM between AI and non-AI?). 
[bookmark: _GoBack]So we suggest deleting the latter half sentence:
“The study on proposed AI/ML use cases and corresponding non-AI/ML based solution are carried on in the same RAN 1 agenda, which can leverage the study and reduce the workload in RAN1.”



