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1	Overall description
RAN2 thanks CT1 for the LS on the maximum supported AIoT NAS container length. 
RAN2 further discussed this issue with below analyses for Rel-19 Ambient IoT:
The R2D message relates to containing the command request message is R2D Upper Layer Data Transfer message in MAC layer, and the maximum MAC PDU size is 125 bytes. In the R2D MAC PDU, the MAC header(s) occupies 6 bytes. So, for single a given command case, the maximum size of one R2D NAS container is 125 bytes – 6 bytes = 119 bytes, considering this message does not support segmentation.	Comment by ZTE: This seems to suggest there may be a “multiple command case”. Propose to just say: “for a given command”. 

[bookmark: _GoBack]The D2R message relates tocontaining the command response message is D2R Upper Layer Data Transfer message in MAC layer, and the maximum MAC PDU size is 125 bytes. In the D2R MAC PDU, the MAC header(s) occupies 2 bytes and the maximum data SDU length  in the D2R MAC PDU is then 125 bytes - 2 bytes = 123 bytes. Considering this message support AS layer segmentation, the supported maximum size of the command response message can be larger than 123 bytes but limited by the Received Data Size field which is used to schedule segments and could indicate maximum 127 bytes. However, from RAN2 point of view, the D2R segmentation is not intendedAS layer is designed to support segmentation to enable transmission of data sizes of 1000 bits (125 bytes) as per SA1 requirements, to support and not intend to support the NAS SDU size larger than SA1 requirement i.e. 125 bytes.	Comment by Nokia (Jakob): We understood from the F2F that we did not want to mention the 250, but rather that
“AS layer is designed to support segmentation to enable transmission of data sizes of 1000 as per SA1 requirements, and npt to increase the size.”	Comment by Lenovo_Jing: I have similar understanding that capture 250 bytes did not reached consensus during offline discussion. So I prefer not to include this 250 bytes. 
I further update the wording according to Nokia comment which I think reflect the intention of our offline discussion	Comment by ZTE: Agree with nokia that we can don’t need to mention the support of 250 bytes, prefer to just use the wording we agreed during the online session: 
	For the response to single upper layer command in D2R, RAN2 supports the 125 bytes considering that SA1 requirement is 125 bytes. 
	To explain to CT1 that the D2R segmentation is not intended to support the NAS SDU larger than SA1 requirement. 

In conclusion, as to the maximum supported AIoT NAS container length mentioned in the LS, RAN2 understands
· For R2D upper layer data for singlea given command, the maximum size of one R2D NAS container is 119 bytes
· For the response to singlea given command in D2R, the maximum size of one D2R NAS container is RAN2 supports the 125 bytes considering SA1 requirement is 125 bytes	Comment by Ericsson-Min: Although RAN2 agreed to state 125 bytes, the current formumation may result in confusion to CT1, with the numbers mentioned in the above, 123, 250 etc. Is it more safe to state 123 bytes in the LS?	Comment by Nokia (Jakob): Agree with Ericsson, we should stick to 123	Comment by Huawei-Yulong: Maybe not to change too much compared to the agreed wording.	Comment by Lenovo_Jing: If we use 123 bytes, then there may have the impression that RAN2 design does not fulfill the SA1 requirement since we cannot transmit 125 bytes. I would like to avoid this. And I think here we could stick to the conclusion during offline discussion	Comment by ZTE: Prefer to stick to 125 bytes as agreed in online session. 

The above conclusion is only for Rel-19 Ambient IoT.
2	Actions
To CT1, RAN3
ACTION: 	RAN2 kindly asks CT1 and RAN3 to take above into account.
3	Dates of next RAN2 meetings
[bookmark: OLE_LINK53][bookmark: OLE_LINK54]TSG-RAN2 Meeting #132		17 - 21 Nov 2025		Dallas, US
TSG-RAN2 Meeting #133		09 - 13 Feb 2026		Stor-Göteborg, SE
