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1. Introduction
After several rounds of the pre-discussion of the TSG RAN #94 meeting, the following conclusions are made by the moderator [1]:
Conclusion1) The RAN3 led R18 AI for NG-RAN WI to be approved in Dec.

Conclusion2) Take the draft WID below as the baseline to be approved. (The detail draft can be found in the discussion summary).

Conclusion3) It is proposed to take option1b) as a compromised way to handle R18 SI, with the understanding that 6 months TU will be reserved for R18 SI if needed [no consensus].

Note: Option1b) 1 WI is approved on Dec, the R18 SI could be proposed and approved only after the

R18 WI is completed.
Conclusion4) Take the objective list below as a starting point for the draft SID, which needs to be revisited after the WI is completed [no consensus] :


− Study new use cases for NG-RAN (e.g., AI/ML for slicing, QoE and other potential use cases);

− Study network functionality and interface procedures to support the agreed use cases enabled by AI/ML,

including:

·  Multi-vendor interoperability between different AI/ML functions (e.g., Data Collection, Model

Training, Model Inference).

· Integration and collaboration of OAM AI/ML, 5GC AI/ML, NG-RAN AI/ML if identified.

Note: Integration and collaboration with air interface AI/ML to be considered based on progress of

Air interface AI/ML SI.
We mentioned that the last two conclusions still reach no consensus. Actually, we do not agree with these two conclusions and we present our comments in this paper.

We also propose some re-wording of the Work Item Description following the last email discussion [2]
2. Discussion
2.1 Discussion on R18 Organization Issue
After the first round of discussion, the following two options are proposed for the organization of R18 discussion on AI/ML for NG-RAN in RAN3:
Option1a) WI and 1 SI are approved on Dec, the SI only starts after the R18 WI is completed.

Option1b) WI is approved on Dec, the R18 SI could be proposed and approved only after the R18 WI is completed.

The R18 discussion should be focused on the implementation of the three high-priority use cases in the R17. However, currently the SI in the R17 is still on discussion and has not reached any normative agreement. Besides, the R18 is already in overload context. Thus, we think it is untimely to approve any new SI in R18. It is better to wait before any normative agreements are reached and corresponding normative work is completed.
About the fact that new use cases discussion is independent of the existing use case, we disagree this idea because the model of AI/ML decided in normative phase would necessary impact the new SI if we address new uses cases where similar AI/ML model is needed …. 

We can accept to book some TU for the later Study to secure it in rel-18, even we do not think it is a good practice.
Proposal 1: Postpone to approve any new SI in the R18.
2.2 Discussion on Potential Objectives as Reference for Future R18 SI Approval
In our opinion, we need to follow the same principle as today, i.e. start from the use cases. All the mentioned potential objectives should be justified with the practical use case, which means before the WI is completed, approving any SI objective now will restrain the ongoing discussions. On the other hand, if some agreements must be captured, we only agree to study new uses for NG-RAN.
We would like also to mention that there are a lot of activities in RAN1 or SA on AI/ML which might influence the topics to discuss in a new Study. 

Again we support the idea of a second AI/ML Study Item as a continuation the upcoming R18 normative, but it is too early for any statement on the objectives of the future Study.

Proposal 2: There is no need to agree any SI objectives before the WI is completed.
2.3 Revision of the Work Item description
Firstly we commented several times that there is no strong justification to discriminate the different gNB architectures in the Work Item Description by the following “(including non-split architecture and split architecture)”. This will be anyway reflected in the specifications impacted. 
We also propose several editorial corrections as follows:

4
Objective

4.1
Objective of SI or Core part WI or Testing part WI

The detailed objectives of the WI are listed as follows:

Specify the signaling support within existing NG-RAN interfaces and architecture for the data collection enhancements related to AI/ML-based Network Energy Saving, Load Balancing and Mobility Optimization. (RAN3)

Liaise SA3 for security and SA5 for OAM as needed.
Editor’s Note: The objectives and any other involved working groups are subject to further refinement when the Rel-17 SI is completed.
Proposal 3: Agreed on the update of the Work Item description
3. Conclusion
In this paper, we present our further opinions about the conclusions from the pre-discussion. The proposals are as follows:
Proposal 1: Postpone to approve any new SI in the R18.
Proposal 2: There is no need to agree any SI objectives before the WI is completed.
Proposal 3: Agreed on the update of the Work Item description
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