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[FL4] Proposed Conclusion 8-9f:
· Scenario/configuration/site-specific models may provide performance benefits in some use cases or deployment scenarios (i.e., when a single model does not generalize well to multiple scenarios/configurations/sites).
· When UE has a limited memory to store all the models, model [delivery]/transfer, if device supports, to UE may be beneficial, at the cost of overhead/latency associated with model [delivery]/transfer.
· Note: On-device Finetuning/retraining, if devices support, of a single model may be an alternative to model delivery/transfer.
· [Note: Model delivery/transfer to UE may be from NW or from OTT server(s).]
· note ; generalization can be achieved for some sub use cases
· For model delivery/transfer to UE
· Parameter update of a known structure on a deployed model via model delivery/transfer may be beneficial for certain use cases or deployment scenarios, e.g., when it is desired to have shorter model parameter update timescale with less offline engineering, but it comes with potential requirements/challenges, e.g., advanced device implementation, lack of device-specific optimization/testing.
· Model transfer/delivery of an unknown structure at UE has challenges related to feasibility.
· [Model delivery/transfer from NW to UE may incur challenges, e.g., offline co-engineering, extra burden to the NW side.]
· RAN1 concludes that model delivery/transfer is may be beneficial in some scenarios and should be supported. However, Model delivery/transfer mechanism, including the need/benefit of doing it over the air interface in a manner that is not transparent to 3GPP signaling, is contingent on training entity (OTT/gNB/CN/LMF/OAM), model storage entity (OTT/gNB/CN/LMF/OAM), and delivery/transfer mechanism (CP/UP), and is outside the RAN1 scope. Mechanism of model delivery/transfer, model storage entity, and specification of model delivery/transfer, if needed, is to be done by other working groups.


[FL4] Proposed conclusion 8-6c:
Functionality-based LCM is the common baseline of the two LCMs in that
Functionality-based LCM relies on legacy-like Features.
Model-ID-based LCM relies on both legacy-like Features and model identification.
The following scenarios have been identified as scenarios where model identification, and potentially subsequent model-ID-based LCM, may provide benefits.
UE side models with model transfer
Two-sided models
To align additional conditions (e.g., scenario/configuration/site/dataset) across vendors for scenario/configuration/site/dataset-specific AI/ML operations
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