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Introduction
In RAN4#108bis meeting, issues related to specific use cases for AI/ML for NR air interface were discussed and some agreements on metrics/KPIs for all use cases were achieved and captured in WF [1]. However, there still are many issues that need to be further discussed [2]. In this contribution, we present our views on those issues.
Discussion
Model delivery/update/transfer requirements
In previous meetings some companies proposed to define requirements for model deliver/update/transfer. The options are as follows:
	· Proposals
· Option 1: RAN4 to study requirements for model delivery/update/transfer
· Option 2: RAN4 does not need to study such requirements
· Option 3: study necessity of requirements only if corresponding procedures are defined by other WGs


In our understanding, RAN4 does not need to define requirements for these procedures since it is still not clear how these procedures work and more discussions are required in RAN1. RAN4 can study necessity of requirements when RAN1 makes progress on these procedures. 
Proposal 1: RAN4 not to define requirements for model delivery/update/transfer at current stage. Necessity of requirements can be studied when other WGs make progress. 
Accuracy requirements for measurement data or label data
We think this issue should be discussed separately for measurement data and label data. For measurement data, there are also two cases. Case 1 is that the data is obtained via existing measurement methods for which the accuracy requirements have been defined. Case 2 is that new measurement methods are used to obtain the data. In this case, it is a use case-specific issue and it also depends on the type/purpose of measurement data. We need to discuss it case by case with the type/purpose of measurement data considered. 
For label data, we should discuss this issue based on the purposes that the label data are used for. If they are used in offline training procedure, then there is no need to define accuracy requirements since we think it should be left to vendor implementation and vendors should ensure the AI/ML model performances. If they are for monitoring, RAN4 need to study the impact of label error on the model performance first. If the impact is minor, then no accuracy requirements are required for label data for monitoring.
Proposal 2: For measurement data: 
· if data is obtained via existing measurement methods, no need to do anything.
· if data is obtained via new measurement methods, study necessity of defining accuracy requirements case by case with the type/purpose of measurement data considered.
For label data:
· if label data are used for offline training, no need to define accuracy requirements.
· If label data are used for monitoring, RAN4 to study the impact of label error on the model performance first. 
Reporting format for positioning
There are some proposals discussing whether or not to define reporting format for positioning use case 2b and 3b which both are LMF-based direct AI/ML positioning. The options are as follow: 
	· Proposals
· Option 1: reporting format (quantization range and granularity) of measurement data need to be defined by RAN4 for positioning sub-use case 2b (LPP interface) and sub-use case 3b (NRPPa interface). Details to be further discussed during the WI phase.
· Option 2: Such definition is not needed in RAN4
· Option 3: leave such discussion to WI phase (if needed), no need to study feasibility 


In the above two use cases, UE or gNB needs to perform measurements based on DL-PRS or UL Pos-SRS to obtain measurement results in time or power domain, e.g., CIR or RSRP. For the legacy measurement parameters, the existing reporting formats can be reused. But for the new measurement parameters, such as CIR and PDP, it is difficult to obtain the results and the feedback overhead would be large. Hence we propose that the discussion should be left to WI phase and study on necessity/feasibility of defining corresponding reporting formats is required. 
Proposal 3: Discussion on reporting format for positioning sub-use case 2b and 3b should be postponed to WI phase. Study on necessity/feasibility is required after other WGs make more progress.
Conclusions
This paper discussed the general issues for specific issues related to use cases for AIML, and the following proposals are provided:
Proposal 1: RAN4 not to define requirements for model delivery/update/transfer at current stage. Necessity of requirements can be studied when other WGs make progress. 
Proposal 2: For measurement data: 
· if data is obtained via existing measurement methods, no need to do anything.
· if data is obtained via new measurement methods, study necessity of defining accuracy requirements case by case with the type/purpose of measurement data considered.
For label data:
· if label data are used for offline training, no need to define accuracy requirements.
· If label data are used for monitoring, RAN4 to study the impact of label error on the model performance first. 
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