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After 1st meeting in Changsha, RAN2 made some progress on RRM measurement prediction and measurement event prediction. Based on the progress made so far including the post email discussion, here is the update work plan.
Discussion
Considering the discussion on WID “AI/ML for NR air interface” is kicked off only for one meeting, the progress made is not sufficient to kick off the discussion of this SID. So in general we will keep the work plan as depicted in Figure 1 as before.


Figure 1: work plan
Because the gap between RAN2#125bis and RAN2#126 meeting is such short and the post email discussion [POST125bis][021] on methodology/simulation assumption etc. is expected to complete right before the doc submission deadline, it is obvious no simulation evaluation will be discussed. So in RAN2#126 the focus will be to conclude a set of simulation assumptions for RRM measurement prediction. Most likely the concluded simulation assumptions (apart from RRC parameter for RRM measurement prediction) can be applied also for other use cases. It is also expected majority of the methodology discussion for RRM measurement prediction can be also concluded in RAN2#126. This means the simulation result evaluation on RRM measurement prediction can be kicked off from RAN2#127 meeting in August. Not all scenario+sub use cases combinations will be started immediately i.e. RAN2 will proceed the evaluation work step by step, it is estimated maybe e.g. 4 meetings are needed. The study on generalization can be kicked off e.g. from RAN2#128 meeting and RAN2 can start with the discussion of simulation assumptions since maybe more scenarios will be considered.Once the simulation assumption for generalization is conlcuded, RAN2 can evaluate the simulation result e.g. from RAN2#129bis meeting, which should be after the use case specific evaluation work.
The discussion on measurement event prediction is skipped in RAN2#126. But RAN2 can recover the discussion in RAN2#127 meeting in August so that further clarificatio on sub use case, methodology and simulation assumption can be done. Based on the progress made in RAN2#126 meeting on RRM measurement prediction, it can be expected that simulation result could be available in #127bis meeting. Once a scenario+sub use case combination is done for RRM measurement prediction, same combinatioin can continue with measurement event in one meeting later. But it is not expected that measurement event use case will exploit the same set of the combinations so that the evaluation work can be completed in the same meeting with RRM measurement prediction.
The simulation result of RLF could be also available in RAN2#127 meeting after discussion in #126 if the progress is good. The scenario+sub use case combinations could be relatively smaller so that maybe two meetings are sufficient to evaluate the simulation result. The evaluation of HOF could start immediately after the work on RLF and last e.g. 2 meetings.


Figure 2 possible evaluation plan
Figure 2 illustrates the possible evaluation plan. Of course it is a coarse estimation. The revision is subject to the real progress we made in RAN2.
Based on such estimation, here is the updated work plan:
	Time slot
	Meeting#
	RAN2 work plan
	RAN4 work plan

	April 2024
	RAN2#125bis
	1, Discussion on work plan and TR skeleton
2, Discuss mobility use cases i.e. RRM measurement, measurement event and RLF/HO Failure prediction and corresponding metrics 
3, Initial discussion on evaluation methodology, common metrics and simulation assumption etc.
	

	May 
	RAN2#126
	Discuss simulation assumption for RRM measurement prediction and also other use cases
Discuss use case specific (RRM and RLF) methodology and simulation assumptions
Further clarify RRM sub use case, metrics etc
Start discuss RLF/HOF use case including definition, metrics etc
Endorse skeleton TR and catpure text proposal based on agreements made so far
	

	August 
	RAN2#127
	1, Continue discuss RRM measurement event use case,RLF/HOF inlcuding definition, metrics, methodology and use case specific simulation assumptions  
2, Performance evaluation on simulation result for RRM measurement prediction and RLF.
3, Clarify what could be RAN4 work and Send LS to RAN4 and RAN 
	

	September
	RAN#105
	1, Identify working scope of RAN4 based on LS from RAN2 and company contributions
2, May adjust other working scope, if any
	

	October
	RAN2#127bis/
RAN4#112bis
	1, Further performance evaluation of simulation result of RRM measurement, measurement event and RLF use cases
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	November
	RAN2#128/
RAN4#113
	1, Further performance evaluation of simulation result of RRM measurement, measurement event and HOF use cases
2, Start discussing simulation assumptions for generalization study
3, Start discusing AI mobility specific LCM aspects and their spec impact based on latest progress made in WID NR_AIML_Air. The intention is to identify what issues to be discussed in RAN2
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	Feb. 2025
	RAN2#129/
RAN4#114
	1, Further performance evaluation of simulation result of RRM measurement, measurement event and HOF use cases
2, Continue discussing simulation assumptions for generalization study
3, Discuss identified LCM issues and their spec impact
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	April
	RAN2#129bis/
RAN4#114bis
	1, Start with generalization work on e.g. RRM measurement prediction
2, Discuss identified LCM issues and their spec impact 
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	May
	RAN2#130/
RAN4#115
	1, Continue with generalization work 
2, Discuss identified LCM issues and their spec impact
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	June
	RAN#108
	Initial TR for information
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	August
	RAN2#131/
RAN4#116
	1, Conclude identified LCM issues and their spec impact
2, Discuss conlcusion and recommendation for potential normative work
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.

	September
	RAN#109
	1,TR for approval
2, Close the SID
	Detail is up to RAN#105 discussion.


Table 3
Conclusion
This contribution discusses the work plan of SID on AI mobility. We propose that RAN2 can adopt the work plan listed in Table 3.
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