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Introduction
The general procedure for exchanging AI/ML-related information in the RAN has been discussed in the previous meetings and fundamental characteristics of the procedure were studied.
In this paper, we look into the agreements regarding the procedures, elaborate on their content, and propose a way forward for a suitable Stage 2 description that maintains focus on the overall procedures defined.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]New XnAP procedures for exchanging AI/ML information
During the course of the previous meetings, we have come a long way in defining a new procedure over Xn to exchange AI/ML-related information. In the previous meeting, a TP for TS 38.300 was agreed in R3-233342, reflecting the fundamental agreements taken thus far. The text in for the BLCR to TS 38.300 states the following:
The AI/ML function requires inputs from neighbour NG-RAN nodes (e.g. predicted information, feedback information, measurements) and/or UEs (e.g. measurement results), in support to AI/ML processes such as AI/ML Model Inference and AI/ML Model Training. 
Signalling procedures used for the exchange of AI/ML related information are use case and data type agnostic, which means that the intended usage of the data exchanged via these procedures (e.g., input, output, feedback) is not indicated.
AI/ML algorithms and models are out of 3GPP scope, and the details of model performance feedback are also out of 3GPP scope.
For the deployments of RAN intelligence, following scenarios may be supported:
•	AI/ML Model Training is located in the OAM and AI/ML Model Inference is located in the gNB.
•	AI/ML Model Training and AI/ML Model Inference are both located in the gNB.
We consider that the above agreed text provides a concise and encompassing summary of the main agreements taken so far regarding the new procedures. 
During the last RAN3 meeting proposals were brought for Stage 2 text additions that explicitly linked newly defined IEs to specific use cases. As the investigation of the use cases is still ongoing, we do not see the need for more additions in this direction at this stage. Specifying a relationship between the IEs added in the newly introduced AI/ML procedure and specific use cases is in stark contrast to one of the basic characteristics of the procedure as summarized in the following agreement:
Procedures used for AI/ML support in the NG-RAN shall be use case agnostic. 
Conclusion 1: Connecting the IEs agreed for the new procedure to specific use cases goes against the agreement that the new procedure is use case agnostic.
Continuing to elaborate on the proposed additions to TS 38.300, we note that, first of all, nothing precludes new use cases to be studied; on the contrary, this is expected to happen. In addition, it is self-evident that the new procedure with its agreed content can be used for any use case that will eventually be investigated. 

[bookmark: _Hlk141370856]So, connecting the IEs agreed to a use case will be limiting and will also create confusion. As an example, UE Performance Feedback may be attributed to support the Mobility Optimisation use case but it is also useful in e.g. the energy Efficiency use case. Hence, we do not see any benefit in linking IEs and use cases, but rather multiple problems that prevent or inhibit the intended use of the new procedure.
Conclusion 2: Connecting the IEs agreed for the new procedure to specific use cases will prevent or inhibit the intended use of the new procedure.
[bookmark: _Hlk129886484]Once again, we would like to iterate that there is no added value by adding connections of the system behaviour to the specific use cases, rather it will create issues.
Based on the above we propose to reflect the above understanding in the TS 38.300.
Proposal 1:  Reflect in TS 38.300 the understanding that the description of the system behaviour of the new procedure used for AI/ML support in the NG-RAN should not be tied to specific use cases.
To that end we propose to agree the TP in the Annex. In this TP the description is at system level, to explain how information are exchanged between different nodes. Use cases for which new IEs can be introduced are only mentioned as examples. 
Proposal 2:  We propose to agree the TP in R3-234290 to reflect in TS 38.300 the understanding that the description of the system behaviour of the new procedure used for AI/ML support in the NG-RAN should not be tied to specific use cases. 

Conclusion
In this contribution, we have discussed the agreements taken so far regarding basic characteristics of the new procedure for AI/ML, and we made the following conclusions and proposals.
Conclusion 1: Connecting the IEs agreed for the new procedure to specific use cases goes against the agreement that the new procedure is use case agnostic.
Conclusion 2: Connecting the IEs agreed for the new procedure to specific use cases will prevent or inhibit the intended use of the new procedure.
Proposal 1:  Reflect in TS 38.300 the understanding that the description of the system behaviour of the new procedure used for AI/ML support in the NG-RAN should not be tied to specific use cases.
Proposal 2:  We propose to agree the TP in R3-234290 to reflect in TS 38.300 the understanding that the description of the system behaviour of the new procedure used for AI/ML support in the NG-RAN should not be tied to specific use cases. 

