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Introduction
In RAN1#123bis meeting [1], for model transfer the agreements below have been achieved:
	R2-2310274	Discussion on model control and other LCM procedures	CMCC	discussion	Rel-18	FS_NR_AIML_air
Proposal 4: It is proposed to split solution 4 to solution 4a and 4b:
- Solution 4a: OTT server can transfer/delivery AI/ML model(s) to UE (transparent to 3GPP).
[bookmark: _Hlk149589931]- Solution 4b: OAM can transfer/delivery AI/ML model(s) to UE.
-	Intel thinks that solution 4b is not valid.   Apple thinks this split make sense.  
-	Qualcomm thinks we need to split 4a further with option where OTT server is not transparent.  
=>	Agree to split 


It can be seen that Solution 4 is split into:
· Solution 4a: OTT server can transfer/delivery AI/ML model(s) to UE (transparent to 3GPP)Solution 4b: Solution 4b: OAM can transfer/delivery AI/ML model(s) to UE.
And one Post email was carried out addressing the table that captures pros, cons and specification efforts for the 4 solutions. According to the outcome of the Post email [2], the following issue is left for Model transfer:
	· [bookmark: _GoBack]Model transfer
· Take on outcome of [POST123bis][016][AI/ML] Model transfer (Intel)
· Note: the outcome of this discussion should allow to easily identify potential RAN2 specification impact.
· Do we need to further divide Solution 4a for non-transparent scenarios?


In this document, we address this left issue and our analysis and proposals are provided.
Discussion
In order to identify the impacts on the signalling of Model transfer, RAN2 discusses the various solutions addressing how to perform the model transfer. Based on the previous discussions, RAN2 mainly focuses on how to deliver an AI/ML model from the entities, i.e., gNB/CN/LMF/OTT server/OAM. For Solution 4a, the Model is transferred to the UE from OTT server which is one kind of UP solution. Hence, Solution 4a is transparent to RAN2 in Rel-18. Therefore, it is proposed that:
Proposal 1: AI/ML Model transfer should be transparent to RAN in Solution 4a in Rel-18.
Regarding NW controllability on model transfer/delivery, it mainly involves Model management. From our perspective, this procedure could be visible in 3GPP. For example, the UE may download Model from the OTT server, but the gNB could control which model is applied by the UE, e.g., using metadata to identify a model. In this way, the privacy of the model as well as the controllability at the network is guaranteed.
Proposal 2: For NW controllability on Model transfer/delivery, it can be non-transparent to RAN in Solution 4a.
Conclusion
[bookmark: OLE_LINK58][bookmark: OLE_LINK59][bookmark: OLE_LINK60][bookmark: OLE_LINK47][bookmark: OLE_LINK48]According to the analysis in section 2, we propose that:
Proposal 1: AI/ML Model transfer should be transparent to RAN in Solution 4a in Rell-18.
Proposal 2: For NW controllability on Model transfer/delivery, it can be non-transparent to RAN in Solution 4a.
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