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1 Introduction
In this contribution, we present our views on the scope of AI/ML work item.
2 [bookmark: _Hlk92380727]Discussion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK21]The topic of post-deployment validation was discussed during the SI stage. RAN4 achieved the following agreements in the last meeting.
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK68]Issue 1-2: Post deployment handling
Agreement: 
· To ensure the AI performance after device deployment, discuss the following options further
· Option 1: Conduct the conformance testing for AI model/functionality before deployment
· FFS on the feasibility
· Option 2: Design the test to verify the performance monitoring 
· Depend on the other WG progress
· Monitoring can be used for managing fallback, model update/model switching/model transfer, if applicable
· Other options are not precluded


[bookmark: OLE_LINK66][bookmark: OLE_LINK16][bookmark: OLE_LINK9][bookmark: OLE_LINK11][bookmark: OLE_LINK10][bookmark: OLE_LINK15][bookmark: OLE_LINK14]After deployment, the AI model could be switched/updated. Therefore, some companies argued that it is necessary to verify whether the performance can be guaranteed by establishing a framework for post-deployment model verification. To have a conformance testing for every model change will increase the testing cost for DUT venders. UE anyway can perform non-AI based BM and CSI reporting, and there are already related requirements defined in RAN4 specification. AI/ML based BM and CSI reporting are some kinds of enhanced features. If DUT switched/updated to some AI/ML model with performance degradation, then DUT can fallback to non-AI/ML mode through model monitoring. Therefore, we think it is not necessary to discuss the post deployment verification. Regarding the test for model monitoring, we are open to it. However, we think it can be discussed for each use case when LCM framework becomes clear.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK27][bookmark: OLE_LINK12]Observation 1: If DUT switched/updated to some AI/ML model with performance degradation, then DUT can fallback to non-AI/ML mode through model monitoring.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK69]Proposal 1: RAN4 can discuss tests for model monitoring when LCM framework becomes clear.
3 Conclusion
In this contribution, we provide our views about post deployment handling. Proposals are summarized as follows.
Observation 1: If DUT switched/updated to some AI/ML model with performance degradation, then DUT can fallback to non-AI/ML mode through model monitoring.
Proposal 1: RAN4 can discuss tests for model monitoring when LCM framework becomes clear.
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