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1	Introduction
There was a substantial progress for LCM for NW-side model during RAN2#125bis. Indeed, given the agreements, this agenda item could mostly stay as a placeholder to address specific issues in the future. 
In this paper, we have a short discussion on RAN2 understanding and a linked proposal covering functionality monitoring. 
2	Beam management
2.1	General
As part of the general considerations, during RAN2#125bis the following was agreed:
Agreements
1	RAN2 confirms that UE will not be informed about any gNB/LMF-sided model/functionality management decision (e.g., selection, (de)activation, switching, fallback, etc.)
2	RAN2 confirms that UE will not be involved in any gNB/LMF-sided model/functionality management decision making (e.g., selection, (de)activation, switching, fallback, etc.), except being configured to provide the required measurement/data. 
3	RAN2 focuses on the data collection procedure from UE to NW (e.g., gNB, LMF, or OAM) for the sake of NW-sided model LCM (including training, inference, management).

The first two agreements translate to saying that for the beam management use cases, for NW-side models, the gNB is responsible for the LCM.
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And since the third agreement clearly states that RAN2 will focus on data collection for NW-side models, RAN2 should keep that discussion in the concerning sub-agenda item for those purposes.
2.2	gNB-side monitoring
The following was agreed during RAN2#125bis:
	Agreements: 
[...]
3	There is no specification impact associated to gNB-side model inference, depending on further RAN1 input.    
4	FFS whether rhere is specification impact associated to gNB-side model monitoring.



As it is the case for inference, for gNB-side model monitoring we believe that we should also rely on the fact that the gNB is responsible for the LCM (see Observation 1). 
In this regard, the gNB should monitor its own performances based on the inference process for which the gNB is also responsible for. Hence, we do not foresee that from a RAN2 point of view, there is the need to work on enhancements to RAN2 specifications. However, as it is the case for inference, RAN2 will work on RAN2 specifications changes based on RAN1 inputs, if any.
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In the previous sections we made the following observations: 
Observation 1	RAN2 confirmed that the UE will not be informed nor involved in any gNB-sided model/functionality management decision. Hence, for the beam management use case, for NW-side models, the gNB is responsible for the LCM.
Observation 2	The gNB should monitor its own performance according to the inference process for which it is also responsible.

Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN2 will work on RAN2 specifications enhancements associated to gNB-side model monitoring, only based on RAN1 inputs, if any.
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