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1	Introduction
[bookmark: _Ref178064866]The following document is to summarize the following discussion while proposing a way forward:
[AT124][021][AI/ML] UE side data training (Ericsson)
	Intended outcome: attempt to capture the acceptable solutions for UE side data training (attempt the solutions 1 and 3) 
2	Discussion
2.1	Outcome of discussion
[bookmark: _Hlk149572298]While trying to reach consensus, the following changes were proposed by the Rapporteur and discussed during the offline:
Possible agreement [CB after offline]:
Solutions that can be attempted to be captured for UE side model training by rapporteur and properly defined OTT and CN 

1. 	UE collects and directly transfers training data to the OTT server 
	1a) OTT (3GPP transparent)
	1b) OTT (non-3GPP transparent, i.e., inside the MNO or controlled by the MNO)
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 via gNB. OAM transfers the needed data to the OTT server.

RAN2 only had time to focus on Option/Solution 1. The discussion can be found below:

	Discussion:
Option 1
· OPPO think we should add “and” instead of “or”
· InterDigital, “or” is when not inside MNO
· Ericsson, this is more comprehensive, inside obviously controls
· ZTE thinks the addition to 1b is confusing
· Samsung not happy with the addition. Thinks we should simply mark this discussion as “no consensus”. 
· Apple, not supportive of change. 
· Nokia, prefer not to go with “i.e.,…” and if Option 1 is included then we go with all Options.
· Verizon, data needs to be terminated in MNO.
· Ericsson, one alternative would be to go back to the original 1a), 1b), and for 1b we clarify MNO involvement. MediaTek supports
· MediaTek think that the issue is with how the solution is constructed i.e, “directly transfers”… CATT agree. 
· Samsung, why should we provide data to MNO?
· Docomo, keeping “directly transfers”, then there’s no essence of Option 2. If we remove “directly”, then OK with Option2.  
· Rapporteur: A number of companies object to possible changes (i.e., original additions proposed by Rapporteur or to addressing/modifying “directly transfers”. 



We see that the proposed addition to Solution 1b) is not acceptable. While rewording the core essence of Solution 1 (e.g., the role of the word “directly”) seems controversial too.
2.2	Way forward
Reaching consensus at this point appears to be challenging. But from further discussions with companies, it seems at this point that the only way forward would be to agree to capture all three solutions as “Proposals” in the TR, for which we could further discuss details during normative phase. 
Whether there is a need to further explain/exemplify (e.g., in Notes or free text) could eventually also be discussed during the Come Back session.
The solutions can be found below.
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 via gNB. OAM transfers the needed data to the OTT server.

[bookmark: _Toc151137541]RAN2 to discuss whether it would be acceptable to capture in the TR all three Solutions/Options as Proposals that could potentially be addressed during normative phase.
[bookmark: _Toc109400796][bookmark: _Toc109400797][bookmark: _Toc109400798][bookmark: _Toc109400799][bookmark: _Toc109400800][bookmark: _Toc109400801][bookmark: _Toc109400802][bookmark: _Toc109400803][bookmark: _Toc109400804][bookmark: _Toc109400805][bookmark: _Toc109400806][bookmark: _Toc109400807][bookmark: _Toc109400808][bookmark: _Toc109400809][bookmark: _Toc109400810][bookmark: _Toc109400811][bookmark: _Toc109400812][bookmark: _Toc109400813][bookmark: _Toc109400814][bookmark: _Toc109400815][bookmark: _Toc109400816][bookmark: _Toc109400817][bookmark: _Toc109400818][bookmark: _Ref189046994]3	Conclusion
Based on the discussion in the previous sections we propose the following:
Proposal 1	RAN2 to discuss whether it would be acceptable to capture in the TR all three Solutions/Options as Proposals that could potentially be addressed during normative phase.
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