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Title:	Draft LS to RAN1 on L2 buffer size reduction	Comment by Intel-Yi: To be deleted	Comment by u-blox-Sylvia Lu: Also note to change the file name correspondingly. 	Comment by Intel-Yi: Ok.Will change file name later. 
Reply to:	
Release:	Rel-17
Work Item:	NR_redcap-Core
Source:	Intel, Spreadtrum [to be RAN WG2]
To:	RAN WG1
Cc:	

Contact Person:
Name:	Yi Guo
Email Address:	yi.guo@intel.com

Name:	Lifeng Han
Email Address:	Lifeng.Han@unisoc.com

Send any reply LS to:	3GPP Liaisons Coordinator, mailto:3GPPLiaison@etsi.org

Attachments:	None


1. Overall Description:
RAN2 discussed several options for several options for L2 buffer size reduction for Rel-17 RedCap in RAN2#114 and RAN2#115 (see e.g. R2-2108891) but did not reach any conclusion on whether and how the possible reduction should be made.	Comment by Huawei-Yulong: Delete this. The online consensus on the LS is not to mention any options.	Comment by Sequans: It does not mean that we cannot mentions that solutions were discussed, just that we don’t lay them out. We think this should be kept to at least describe what was done in RAN2	Comment by u-blox-Sylvia Lu: Online discussion yielded “Send an LS to RAN1 asking to discuss L2 buffer size reduction and provide feedback to RAN2” per chairman note – it does not preclude the mention of options. Agree with Sequans, keeping the options help to describe what have been discussed in RAN2 to avoid duplication work. 	Comment by Intel-Yi1: Ok, delete options, and only mentioned reference 8891. 
	Comment by Yu Ding: Similar views with Sequans and u-Blox, the online minute does not mean that we cannot mention those options raised in RAN2. It is no doubt that when drafting an initial LS, normally giving the full picture will help other WGs to make fast progress.	Comment by vivo-Chenli: We prefer to keep this sentence to indicate RAN1 what is the RAN2 situation. 	Comment by Huawei-Yulong: RAN2 situation is no consensus on the whether/how.	Comment by Sequans: Agree this can be removed, as even for the buffer size factor there was worry of RAN1 implication, e.g. w.r.t SIB and paging	Comment by Intel-Yi1: Ok to remove the sentence. 
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As this is related to RAN1, RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 to discuss L2 buffer size reduction and provide feedback to RAN2.	Comment by Huawei-Yulong: Change to “As this is related RAN1”	Comment by Intel-Yi1: Ok	Comment by Huawei-Yulong: Please copy the wording in the ACTION
“RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 to discuss L2 buffer size reduction and provide feedback”	Comment by Intel-Yi1: Ok to stick to the wording in agreements. 

2. Actions:
To RAN1 group
ACTION: RAN2 respectfully ask RAN1 to discuss L2 buffer size reduction and provide feedback to RAN2 .	Comment by Huawei-Yulong: request=>ask	Comment by Intel-Yi1: ok

3. Date of Next TSG-RAN2 Meetings:
TSG-RAN2 Meeting #116-e		1-12 November 2021			Electronic Meeting
TSG-RAN2 Meeting #117-e		17-26 January 2022			Electronic Meeting
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