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Discussion and Decision
1. Introduction
In RAN3 #113e a lot of progress has been achieved to update high-level principles and functional framework description in TR 37.817.

This paper proposes resolutions to some of the remaining open issues.
2. Discussion
Current Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence is shown in Figure below.
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The focus of this study item in Release-17 are three highlighted interfaces:
· Training Data from Data Collection to Model Training

· Inference Data from Data Collection to Model Inference

· Output from Model Inference to Actor.

In addition to these three interfaces, three more interfaces are shown in the Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence:
· Feedback from Actor to Data Collection

· Model Deployment/Update from Model Training to Model Inference

· Model Performance/Feedback from Model Inference to Model Training.

There are several open issues related to these interfaces:

Whether to keep the model performance feedback arrow from model inference to model training using a dash line or together with some clarification text needs to be decided in the next meeting.

FFS3 if the study assumes single vendor environment, e.g., if model payload is proprietary and if the model deployment/update procedure is proprietary.

While three interfaces not highlighted in the Figure above (Feedback, Model Deployment/Update, and Model Performance/Feedback) are not focus of this study, it is beneficial to keep them in the Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence to have full picture of how it is functioning.
Proposal 1: Keep Feedback, Model Deployment/Update, and Model Performance/Feedback interfaces in the Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence Figure.
The output of this Release-17 study and expected Release-18 normative work is impact on the existing NG-RAN interfaces (e.g., Xn, F1) to implement Training Data, Inference Data, and Output interfaces for different deployment options.

Compared to these three interfaces, Feedback interface is already implemented in NG-RAN and there is no further impact on the existing NG-RAN interfaces.
According to high-level principles, Model Deployment/Update and Model Performance/Feedback interfaces are not focus of this study. They are implementation specific and are not defined in this Release-17 study and expected Release-18 normative work.
As suggested in RAN3 #113e meeting, it is better to clarify difference in interfaces in Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence Figure.

Proposal 2: In Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence Figure and/or description, clarify difference between:

· Training Data, Inference Data, and Output interfaces
· Feedback interface

· Model Deployment/Update and Model Performance/Feedback interfaces.

3. Conclusion
Proposal 1: Keep Feedback, Model Deployment/Update, and Model Performance/Feedback interfaces in the Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence Figure.

Proposal 2: In Functional Framework for RAN Intelligence Figure and/or description, clarify difference between:

· Training Data, Inference Data, and Output interfaces

· Feedback interface

· Model Deployment/Update and Model Performance/Feedback interfaces.
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