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1 Introduction

At RAN#41 meeting, it was decided that for LTE Rel-8 the ASN.1 freezing is targeted at March 2009. Therefore it is time to discuss and decide on a detailed review plan in order to make sure by March 2009 the RAN plenary can make a decision of the freezing of the LTE Rel-8 ASN.1. This document presents a draft plan for this review process.     
Different from the UTRAN ASN.1 review which is focusing on the consistency between the tabular and the ASN.1, the LTE ASN.1 review needs to inspect the syntax, for instance on a procedure by procedure basis, to verify that all the procedures have all the necessary information in place and in correct structure, including the inspection of the conditions, the optionality of parameters and the use of default values etc which should match the procedural text and fulfill all the procedures requirements. And it would be good to also observe the naming conventions and other editorials (e.g. indentation and paragraph breaks etc).   
2 ASN.1 review plan  
  The following draft plan for the LTE ASN.1 review is proposed:

●
RAN2#63bis meeting (29th Sep – 3rd Oct 2008) – Initiation of the LTE ASN.1 review
· Agree on a detailed review plan including the review content and the time plan. 

· Appoint a review coordinator to lead the review process.

· The review should use TS 36.331v8.3.0 (2008-09) as the base specification.
· The focus in the initial step should be to identify potential ambiguities and inconsistencies between the procedural requirements and the ASN.1 code.

· The review coordinator should present the necessary documentation for collecting review comments (including e.g. a description of potential issues and some proposed solution) and for the allocation of the review tasks (to interested companies) that both should be agreed at RAN2#63bis meeting. A break-out session with interested companies may be needed for this discussion. 
· The companies who have the review task should send a list of potential issues to the review coordinator using the documentation provided one week before submission deadline for RAN2#64 meeting. 
· The review coordinator collects these inputs and provides a merged document to the RAN2#64 meeting.

●
RAN2#64 meeting (10th – 14th Nov 2008) – Discussion on the first collection of review comments and way forward 
· To facilitate the discussion, a drafting session involving the interested companies is suggested. 

· The review comments are to be discussed. Any proposed solutions should be confirmed.

· For the issues and corresponding solutions that can be agreed at the RAN2#64 meeting, a document implementing the agreements should be provided and be agreed at the RAN2#64 meeting.     
· The review needs to continue since a complete set of corrections can not be anticipated during the first round of ASN.1 review. Considering also the fact that TS 36.331 v8.4.0 (2008-12) will be published after RAN#42 meeting, new ASN.1 issues may arise due to the changes included in the version 8.4.0.
· A status report should be sent to the RAN#42 plenary meeting.

· Up to RAN2#64bis meeting, the focus should be on the unresolved issues after the RAN2#64 meeting and any new issues from the version 8.4.0. An email discussion led by the review coordinator is suggested to try to conclude on the solutions for the remaining issues. At the same time, the review on the changes introduced in the version 8.4.0 should continue. The review coordinator should again collect any new inputs and provide an updated list of issues.  
●
RAN2#64bis meeting (12th – 16th Jan 2008) – discussion on the second collection of review comments 
· The review coordinator presents the report from the email discussion on the unresolved issues and the updated list of issues. 

· All the proposed solutions including those for the newly identified issues should be confirmed.  
· A CR capturing the agreed solutions should be drafted. And the CR should be agreed either at RAN2#64bis meeting or for email approval. 
· Any remaining issues can be discussed further in an email discussion up to the RAN2#65 meeting. Ideally the discussion on the remaining issues can converge. 
· Depending on how much ASN.1 changes that could be introduced after RAN2#64bis meeting, there might be a need to also review these changes. The list of issues should be updated based on any new inputs. And solutions to the new issues should be discussed and preferably agreed before the RAN2#65 meeting.    

●
RAN2#65 meeting (9th – 13th Feb 2008) – final discussion of any remaining issues and closing of the ASN.1 review
· If any remaining issues, a resolution needs to be made.

· It is anticipated that there will be very limited changes in ASN.1 that might be introduced at the RAN2#65 meeting. But if any changes, it should be still feasible to review these changes and propose a resolution before the TS 36.331 is sent to the RAN#43 plenary meeting.
· A decision to freeze the LTE Rel-8 ASN.1 in TS 36.331 version 8.5.0 (2009-03) should then be possible.

· A final report on the LTE Rel-8 ASN.1 review should be sent to the RAN#43 plenary meeting.

3 Distribution of review tasks
The review tasks need to be distributed among interested companies. The review can be done e.g. on a procedure by procedure basis. Then the plan is that at least two companies cover one procedure and make independent reviewing. The allocation of the tasks is documented by the review coordinator and made known to the RAN2 meeting. Exactly how the split is done should be discussed because some procedure may have significant more work than the other. The goal should be that all the involved companies should be able to finish their review tasks within the same time period. Therefore some procedure may need to be splitted further. The review content, the methodology and the allocation of the review tasks should be discussed and agreed at RAN2#63bis meeting. 
4 Proposal

A draft plan for the LTE ASN.1 review has been presented. It is proposed that RAN2 discuss and agree on a detailed review plan considering the proposals outlined in this document. 
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