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To:	TSG SA WG4
Cc:		Comment by OPPO - Yumin: It is probably better to CC SA2, as the traffic characteristics can be helpful for SA2 to determine the 6G QoS.	Comment by InterDigital - Samuli: The LS looks good to us but we don’t see any reason to put SA2 to Cc for this particular LS.	Comment by Linhai He: Agree with Interdigital. What we have learned from our SA2 colleagues that consensus has been building up that SA2 should wait for SA4 inputs on AI traffic characteristics. An LS from RAN2 directly to SA2 probably will cause confusion and another round of discussions on who should handle the analysis. 	Comment by Ericsson: (Nithin) Agree with QC and IDC. 	Comment by CATT: Agree with OPPO.  After align with our SA colleague, they shared strong view that it is helpful to CC this LS to SA1, SA2 and TSG SA.	Comment by Sreejith, Shwetha: Agree with QC, IDC and E///.	Comment by Yinghao Guo: We also agree that the LS should be sent to SA2. For the traffic model discussion, similar to RAN1/2, SA2 will use the traffic model for QoS framework enhancements and enhancements in the DL. 
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1. Overall Description:
For the support of Mobile AI Traffic in RAN, RAN2 has agreed to assume the following characteristics:	Comment by Sreejith, Shwetha: During the online discussion, it was understood that a subset of these considerations could be the characteristics for 5G-A. Maybe it would be worthwhile to capture that this is the consideration for 6G and only the baseline for 5G-A?	Comment by Yinghao Guo: The 5GA is limited only for UL. Except for UL, the scope of R20 mobile AI is still not clear yet. No need to involve SA4	Comment by Ericsson: (Nithin) Not all of the following are characteristics. Would prefer to keep the original agreement wording:

“RAN2 will consider the following”
· UL heavy; 
· Data bursts and delay bound/sensitive (varying delay requirement within same application);
· Round trip delay is important;
· Highly variable traffic characteristics within same applications (e.g. bursts, volume, delay, inter-arrival time, reliability, connection duration, etc).
RAN2 would also like to remind SA4 that it is waiting for SA4 to progress tokenized traffic studies before initiating corresponding RAN2 discussions, if required.	Comment by Ericsson: (Nithin) kindly remind? 😊	Comment by Linhai He: Suggest to change this to “...to progress the studies (e.g. “tokenized traffic”) before initiating …”

Our understanding is that the deliverables from SA4 may include results beyond what is referred to as “tokenized traffic.” We also recommend using quotation marks around the term  as there has not been an agreement on its definition and it may be interpreted in different ways.	Comment by Yunsong Yang: “the studies” may be too broad. We would be OK with “the studies on tokenized traffic” because only RAN2’s discussion on tokenized traffic is being held up pending SA4’s progress on the same. RAN2’s discussions on other aspects are well underway, e.g., contention-based UL access is being discussed in RAN2 while SA4 has not informed RAN2 with respect to the aperiodicity of mobile AI traffic. 
In addition, We are OK with the suggestion of adding “” on the term of tokenized.	Comment by Yinghao Guo: No strong view on the exact wording. The current should be fine. 

2. Actions:
To SA4 group.
ACTION: 	RAN2 respectfully asks SA4 to let RAN2 know of any comments SA4 might have on the characteristics RAN2 has assumed for the support of Mobile AI traffic.

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN WG2 Meetings:
RAN2#133-bis	2026-04-13	2026-04-17	Malta, MT
RAN2#134	2026-05-18	2026-05-22	Dalian, CN
RAN2#135	2026-08-24	2026-08-28	Maastricht, NL

