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1.	Introduction
RAN4 is currently working on a Rel-18 Study Item related to Artificial Intelligence (AI)/Machine Learning (ML) for NR Air Interface with the objective to study the 3GPP framework for AI/ML for air-interface corresponding to each targeted use cases (i.e., CSI feedback enhancement, beam management, and positioning accuracy enhancements for different scenarios) regarding aspects such as performance, complexity, and potential specification impact [1]. 
In RAN4#108, a text proposal to add RAN4 progress into technical report TR 38.861 for AI/ML for air interface study item [1] was presented in [2]. AI/ML moderator summary [3] indicated that companies were invited to provide feedback in RAN4#108bis meeting to such text proposal. 
In this contribution, Keysight would like to share some comments on the text proposal for TR 38.861 to include RAN4 progress for AI/ML for NR air interface.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK53]2. 	Comments
Keysight would like to provide the following feedback:
1. In section 7.4.1 it is indicated that “[requirements/tests for training will not be studied unless there is definition of training procedure.]”. In our opinion, training data might be required to be discussed if RAN4 ends up fully defining test decoder. It doesn’t imply that requirements or test for training are required but specific discussions will be required to agree on training data even if training procedure is not defined.
2. In section 7.4.1 it is indicated that “It should be considered for all tests (including LCM test) even not directly enforceable.”. It is not clear what “even not directly enforceable” means. It is proposed to delete it.
3. Under LCM related requirements/test clause, there is a typo that should be corrected: “The legacy framework for RRC/MAC-CE/DCI based core requirements”.
4. Under Training dataset clause, it is indicated that “Training dataset to be used for the device model training is left to implementation”. We think that square brackets should be added to this sentence until dual-sided test decoder option is chosen: if options 3 or 4 are finally used, RAN4 might need to define training dataset.
5. Under Reference block diagram for 1-sided model clause, should RAN4 references be updated/removed?
6. Under Reference block diagram for 2-sided model clause, 
a. should reference encoder/decoder be replaced by test encoder/decoder?
b. Should we remove options 5 and 6 already down-selected?
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