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Abstract of the contribution: This paper discusses the current status of AIML related works and proposes a way forward for Rel-19 SA2 AIML_CN SID.
1. Discussion
Due to the lengthy moderator discussion on Rel-19 SA2 AIML SID, the current version of SA2 AIML SID includes the following work tasks.
WT1: AI/ML cross-domain coordination aspects. …
[bookmark: _Hlk143530231]WT2: Study whether and what potential enhancements are needed to enable 5G system to assist in collaborative AI/ML operation involving 5GC/NWDAF and/or AF for “Vertical Federated Learning (VFL)”. …
WT3: Study enhancements to support NWDAF-assisted policy control and address network abnormal behaviour …
The WT1 is highly dependent on the relevant requirements from RAN WGs, so the technical description of WT1 is not stable and SA2 could not estimate TU of WT1. Accordingly, SA2 could not agree SA2 AIML SID in SA2#160.
However, WT2 and WT3 have technically stable description and are ready to go to study in SA2. TU estimation for WT2 and WT3 are also stable. Co-sourcing companies believe that WT3 and WT3 should be progressed and the status of the WT1 should not hinder the progress of WT2 and WT3.
[RAN2 Status for WT1]
Regarding the relevant discussion on WT1 in RAN2#124 meeting, RAN2 discussed a set of proposals on data collection options for UE-side model training. However, there was no consensus and/or convergence on a suitable data collection option, due to lack of clarity on the handling, controlling and the ownership of UE data in different options. (See Annex A). 
Observation#1: There is no clear understanding on the use cases requiring the control of data collection and there are several questions that are not answered such as whether the collected data need to be terminated inside or outside MNO. In addition, none of proposed options clearly addressed the issue of data security and privacy.
[RAN3 Status for WT1]
RAN3 replied to SA2/SA on the question as follows [3]:
	SA2’s Question: SA WG2 is asking TSG RAN and RAN WGs to provide feedback on whether there is any requirement for SA2 to support AI/ML for air interface and NG-RAN in RAN.
RAN3’s Answer: In Rel-18, RAN3 has not identified any requirement for SA2 to support AI/ML for NG-RAN.



Observation#2: Since there is no clear conclusion on the requirements from RAN WG(s), the WT1 remains unclear (i.e. unclear work task description and undetermined TU estimation). However, in order to make a progress and not to interrupt the whole SA2 AIML SID, we propose as a compromise for SA2 to start the study on WT1 based on the explicit LS response(s) from the involved RAN WG(s) if they make requirements within the scope of WT1 for SA2 to start the study in Rel-19.

2.	Proposal for a way forward
It is proposed to agree the revised NOTE B as proposed in R19 SA2 AIML_CN SID [1]: 
NOTE B: SA2 can start WT1 only if there is explicit LS response(s) from the involved RAN WG(s) that have made specific requirements for starting SA2 work.

3.	Proposal for Work Task Prioritization of SA2 AIML_CN SID
Co-sourcing companies propose WT2 and WT3 of SA2 AIML_CN SID should be considered as high priority.
Co-sourcing companies propose that WT1 should be deprioritized if SA receive no LS response in December plenary from RAN plenary with requirements for SA2 for WT 1.
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Annex A.	RAN2 conclusion on UE data collection
In conclusion, RAN2 did not converge on any proposed options for data collection for UE-side model training
See the clause 7.16.2.2 Data Collection of [2].
	Capture the following text:
The following proposals were discussed in RAN2 
1.	UE collects and directly transfers training data to the OTT server 
	1a) OTT (3GPP transparent)
	1b) OTT (non-3GPP transparent)
2.	UE collects training data and transfers it to CN. CN transfers the training data to the OTT server.
3.	UE collects training data and transfers it to OAM. OAM transfers the needed data to the OTT server.

RAN2 did not study or analyze the proposals and did not agree to requirements or recommendations.
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