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Overall description
RAN2 discussed the handling of no NAS response case for anpotential AS impact due to the integrity check failure of an R2D A-IoT NAS message received by the A-IoT device. It was agreed that for some cases other than integrity check failure (e.g. Unknown or unforeseen message type), there is no NAS response from the device and device’s AS will indicate no NAS response expected to the reader. The intention is to avoid the reader to continue retransmitting the problematic A-IoT NAS messages. 	Comment by Xiaomi (Xiao)_v01: [Xiao_v05] Agreement bullet 2:

For the integrity check failure of an R2D A-IoT NAS message received by a device, RAN2 would like to check with SA3 and CT1 on the below questions:	Comment by Ericsson-Min: Suggest include also the RAN2 agreement
For integrity failure, for now RAN2 assumes that there is no AS response to the reader.  Ask SA3 ccCT1 whether a similar mechanism (e.g. AS response to the reader) can be used to indicate to reader no NAS response due to integrity failure.   
Otherwise, SA3 may get confused on the question	Comment by Xiaomi (Xiao)_v01: [Xiao_v05] See below “Note” added
Question 1 (to SA3): whether it is feasible to use the similar mechanism as above (i.e. an AS response from the device to the reader) can be used to indicate that there is no D2R A-IoT NAS response due to the integrity failure check (assuming no NAS response);	Comment by Xiaomi (Xiao)_v01: [Xiao_v05] Agreement bullet 3
	Comment by Nokia (Jakob): We understand that our question is not whether it can be used, this is protocol considerations, but whether “there is any privacy risks involved in providing an AS response from the device to the reader to indicate that there is no…”	Comment by Xiaomi (Xiao)_v01: [Xiao_v05] Thanks. Changed the wording to “whether it is feasible...”. Then I expect that SA3 reply from a security perspective.

Question 2 (to CT1): whether there is a need for the reader to differentiate the specific cases of no NAS response.	Comment by Xiaomi (Xiao)_v01: [Xiao_v05] Based on some offline, some companies still thought this question is relevant, as it not only relates to whether reader needs to inform the A-IoT CN about error causes, but also impacts the specific signaling design to the AS response. So attempt to add this. 
Note: for Question 1, for now RAN2 assumes that there is no AS response to the reader but would like to double check with SA3.
Action
To SA3 and CT1
ACTION: 
RAN2 respectfully asks SA3 and CT1 to provide feedback on whether an AS response from the device to the reader can be used to indicate that there is no D2R A-IoT NAS response due to the integrity failure checkto the above questions for the case of integrity check failure of an R2D A-IoT NAS message.
.
Dates of the next TSG RAN WG2 meetings
TSG RAN2 Meeting #132 	2025-11-17 - 2025-11-21	Dallas, US
TSG RAN2 Meeting #133 	2026-02-09 - 2026-02-13	Gothenburg, SE
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2.~ For-cases-other-than-integrity-failure,-AS-will-indicate-no-NAS response-expected-to-reader.-
[CB]-FFS-how-(e.g.-using-0-SDU,-MDI,-or-new-indication).--<
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3. > For-integrity-failure, -for-now-RAN2 -assumes-that-there-is'no-AS response ‘to-the ‘reader.-Ask:
SA3:ccCT1-whether-a-similar-mechanism-(e.g.-AS response-to-the reader)-can-be-used-to-
indicate-to-reader-no-NAS response-due-to-integrity-failure.




