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1 Summary
This is a summary of the following discussion:

=>	Offline discussion to progress possible options: a/ over buffer size limit b/ limit on the number of messages that can build a configuration c/ limitations to individual feature configurations d/ UE capability considerations, etc (Offline discussion 49, MediaTek)

1.1 Over-sized RRC signalling payload
During the offline discussion, all the participating companies agreed that over-sized RRC signalling payload is an important issue to address and agreed that certain restriction on the overall size is needed. 

Conclusion 1: Restriction on the over-sized RRC signalling payload is needed.

In order to avoid the non-backward compatible issues, majority of the companies prefer to make the restriction without the change to ASN.1. 

Conclusion 2: The restriction without change of ASN.1 is considered as baseline. 

1.2 Solutions 
Two solutions are discussed:
· Option 1: Reduce the size for each individual IE;
· Option 2: Restrict the RRC buffer size to N* maximum RRC message size (9Kbytes);
· N= [5]??

For solution 1, majority of the companies think it’s useful to evaluate each individual IEs and figure out the solutions to reduce the IE size. The overall RRC signalling payload can be estimated based on such evaluation. Furthermore, it’s important to UE implementation to have restricted size of configuration for each L1 function. Following over-sized IEs are identified: RACH-ConfigDedicated, MeasObjectNR, and CSI-MeasConfig. In order to do the evaluation, companies suggested to send LS to RAN1 and ask RAN1 to provide typical configuration with realistic values. 

For solution 2, it is beneficial to UE implementation to define a reference for the overall RRC buffer size. It is also not expected that network will build a configuration through many RRC messages, e.g. more than 5.  There is no ASN.1 change and non-backward compatible issue for option 2. 
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Companies are willing to evaluate each individual IEs and decide whether to select solution 1 or solution 2 or both in the next meeting. 
Conclusion 3: Evaluate the gains for the below options and decide which way to go based on the evaluation and RAN1 feedback:
· Option 1: Reduce the size for each individual IE;
· Evaluate the size of each individual IE including RACH-ConfigDedicated, MeasObjectNR, CSI-MeasConfig., etc.
· Ask RAN1 to provide typical configurations with realistic parameter values in the LS
· Option 2: Define the RRC buffer size to N* maximum RRC message size (9Kbytes). 

2 Conclusion
Conclusion 1: Restriction on the over-sized RRC signalling payload is needed.
Conclusion 2: The restriction without change of ASN.1 is considered as baseline. 
Conclusion 3: Evaluate the gains for the below options and decide which way to go based on the evaluation and RAN1 feedback:
· Option 1: Reduce the size for each individual IE;
· Evaluate the size of each individual IE including RACH-ConfigDedicated, MeasObjectNR, CSI-MeasConfig., etc.
· Ask RAN1 to provide typical configurations with realistic parameter values in the LS
· Option 2: Define the RRC buffer size to N* maximum RRC message size (9Kbytes). 

