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The following sums up some preliminary conclusions which are proposed to be taken. They were sent out on the e-mail reflector and no comment was received on them.
Question Q1, naming 

a)      The working assumption is the naming as shown in the following example (written incorrectly for the choice), for an assumed message named 'test-msg' :
test_msg_r5 ::= CHOICE {
        r3                                                              SEQUENCE {
                test_msg_r3                                     test_msg_r3_IEs,
                test_msg_ext4                                   test_msg_r3_ext4_IEs,
                test_msg_ext5                                   test_msg_r3_ext5_IEs,
                nonCriticalExtensions                   SEQUENCE {}
        },
        r4                                                              SEQUENCE {
                test_msg_r4                                     test_msg_r4_IEs,
                test_msg_ext5                                   test_msg_r4_ext5_IEs,
                nonCriticalExtensions                   SEQUENCE {}
        },
        r5                                                              SEQUENCE {
                test_msg_r5                                     test_msg_r5_IEs,
                nonCriticalExtensions                   SEQUENCE {}
        },
        criticalExtensions                              SEQUENCE {}
} 
c)      Non critical extensions 

All non critical extensions are shown, even if empty. (This does no consume any bit, and is clear enough.) 

If NC extensions for two different roots happen to be identical in contents, their types are still named differently, possibly with the second being declared as synonymous to the first.
b)      Open point : Whether critical roots are all included, or only those useful 

Pros and cons for all inclusion : 

Pros : 

Allows to 'correct' easily a version at any point after the next has been output, even if originally there was no 'critical' extension.
Cons: 

Bits are lost in the header, and more code is generated than really needed. 

Question Q4, tabular notation 

a)      Basic principle 

Working assumption : added elements or choice branches are included where they should according to semantics, independently from the version when they were added.
To ease the work, a column is added indicated the version when the row has been added, with the convention that if left blank the version is r3.
b)      Critical or non-critical 

Whether, and if so how, the tables indicate the critical or non-critical status of the addition in the coding requires FS. One issue is that for an extension within sub-structures (i.e., not a message structure) the status may differ from one message to another.
The working assumption is that guidelines will be provided by informal text after the table itself. 

Question Q2, critical spare values 

a) Working assumption : Critical spare values are banned from the tabular. Critical extensions of enumerated must be done by creating a critical extension.
Consequential work : To remove all the NC spare values 

c)      Side issue : NC spare values 

Working assumption : the tabular should indicate only that 'at least one NC spare value is needed'. The exact number of provided NC spare is to be found in the ASN1.
NC spare are possible only with MD or OP fields (or CV case leading to MD or OP), and an old receiver receiving an NC spare value will consider it as meaning the default value or absence.
New questions 

Question Q3 : 

How to deal with other extensions than the addition of a component or of a branch choice requires FS. 

Other extensions might include: removing a component, changing the 'Needed' status of a component, changing the 'multiplicity' status of a component (i.e., extending or reducing the range), adding or removing values to an enumerated, extending or reducing the range of a bit or octet string, extending or reducing the range of an integer.
