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1. Introduction
In Work Plan [1], expected RAN2 discussions for this meeting are as follows.

· Continue discussion and strive for RAN2 to settle scope according to RAN2#119bis agreements and current meeting inputs: 
· SI understanding
· WG involvement in the SI
· Work split
· Start (or carry on) discussion on management of AI/ML models and data
· Progress (if possible) with use-case-specific matters
· Eventually taking further RAN1 agreements into account
In RAN2 119bis-e meeting, following agreements are made.

R2 assumes that for the existing (under discussion) AI/ML use cases, proprietary models may be supported and/or open format may be supported (and maybe RAN2 doesn’t have to further elaborate on this assumption). 
R2 assumes that from Management or Control point of view mainly some meta info about a model may need to be known, details FFS.
R2 assumes that a model is identified by a model ID. Its usage is FFS. 
General FFS: AIML Model delivery to the UE may have different options, Control-plane (multiple subvariants), User Plane, can be discussed case by case.

In this contribution, we discuss about model ID and LCM.
2. Discussion
Model ID
At the 119-bis e meeting, it was decided to study RAN2 assumes that a model is identified by a model ID. The details of model ID assignment and usage are FFS.
R2 assumes that a model is identified by a model ID. Its usage is FFS. 

In general, Prediction accuracy of AI/ML models may decrease if the environment in which the data used to train the model was collected (UE specifications or network settings) differs from the environment in which the model is used.
One way to improve the accuracy of AI/ML models is to prepare multiple models fitted to specific UE or network conditions and perform activation/deactivation/switching of the models to match the execution environment. If quality inevitably declines, a fallback to the conventional method is also necessary. RAN2 should consider the ID assignment method and signalling necessary for the above model management for quality assurance.
Proposal 1: RAN2 should consider the ID assignment method and signalling between UEs and network, which are necessary for the management of the model for quality assurance.
As mentioned above, multiple models may be registered on the UE side for use cases where selecting a model according to the configuration of the UE or network and the surrounding environment leads to performance improvement. By managing multiple models for the same use case using different IDs and sharing them between the network and the UE, the network can guarantee the quality of the UE sided models (model activation/deactivation./switching/fallback). In addition, it is assumed that use cases and models are managed by independent ID combinations.
Proposal 2: IDs assigned to AI/ML models should be shared by UE and network. In addition, it should be in a format that can be used for LCM.
Proposal 3: If multiple models exist for a single use case, they should be managed with separate IDs.
Model transfer
RAN2 confirmed the following at the 119bise meeting
R2 assumes that for the existing (under discussion) AI/ML use cases, proprietary models may be supported and/or open format may be supported (and maybe RAN2 doesn’t have to further elaborate on this assumption). 
General FFS: AIML Model delivery to the UE may have different options, Control-plane (multiple subvariants), User Plane, can be discussed case by case.

The need for model delivery, especially model transfer, depends on the support of the model format. Support for model format is controversial in terms of optimizing hardware and software, keeping model structure and input data secret, etc., and has been discussed in RAN1. In RAN2, when discussing model transfer, we should either wait for a conclusion on the model format or discuss a viewpoint that does not depend on the model format. 
Proposal 4: In RAN2, when discussing model transfer, we should either wait for a conclusion on the model format or discuss a viewpoint that does not depend on the model format.

3. Conclusion
Based on the above discussion, we have the following observations and proposals:
Proposal 1: RAN2 should consider the ID assignment method and signalling between UEs and network, which are necessary for the management of the model for quality assurance.
Proposal 2: IDs assigned to AI/ML models should be shared by UE and network. In addition, it should be in a format that can be used for LCM.
Proposal 3: If multiple models exist for a single use case, they should be managed with separate IDs.
Proposal 4: In RAN2, when discussing model transfer, we should either wait for a conclusion on the model format or discuss a viewpoint that does not depend on the model format.
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