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1 
Introduction

Naturally, the progress in development of TTCN-3 Abstract Test Suites is very much connected to availability of reasonably mature eUTRA(N) / EPC Core Specifications. This dependency applies in particular to the definition of Abstract Service Primitives (ASP), i.e. the definition of local configuration or peer messages that are exchanged between test case and test platform. 
This document suggests how to move on with ASP definition despite lack of stable TS 36.xxx specs.
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Status of ASP definition and proposed way forward
ASP-related topics have been discusses at the RAN5 TTCN Workshop #2 in Dec.2007 [1, 2] as well as at the RAN5 LTE Workshop in April 2008 [3, 4]. Consensus was achieved in the following areas:
a) ASP defined as TTCN-3 type, using embedded RRC ASN.1 definitions from TS 36.331
b) 2 different sets of ASP (D-ASP vs. C-ASP)
c) Data ASP (D-ASP):

· for sending / receiving of Signaling Messages

· for sending / receiving of PDCP/RLC/MAC PDU

· for sending / receiving of User Data

· consists of ASP header + data  
(note: common header type used for both D-ASP and C-ASP)
d) Control ASP (C-ASP):
· for local setting of cell (re-)configuration

· for local setting of bearer (re-)configuration

· for control of special function in a protocol entity (mainly used for L2 failure testing)

· one combined C-ASP for (re-)configuration of all lower layers, i.e. no sequence of multiple C-ASPs for separate (re-) configuration of each Lower Layer

· consists of ASP header + resp. local config data

· RRC ASN.1 building blocks (containing IEs of P2P messages) are re-used for local (re-)configuration

· codec type out-of-scope (e.g. PER not mandatory)

Yet undefined is the principle ASP structure and coding style guide, i.e. aspects such as:

1. Will the overall ASP structure (incl. header and body part) be of TTCN-3 type or of ASN.1 type ?

2. On which abstraction level will the import of ASN.1 defined IEs from the RRC ASN.1 take place ?
3. Will a layer-oriented or more procedure-oriented approach be used to import ASN.1 blocks ?  

4. Will the ASN.1 extension mechanism be used to fill in test-specific IEs into the ASP body ? 

5. …

Clarification of the above mentioned questions before mid of July 2008 would enable the test industry to prepare for the “hot phase” of detailed ASP definitions starting in 3rd quarter of this year. Otherwise, any ASP related progress will be delayed over the MCC-TF160 summer break if no consensus was achieved on the basic ASP structure.
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Conclusion
It is proposed that RAN5 decides on the following way forward: 
· MCC-TF160 & testing industry to agree on the principal ASP structure and an ASP-related style guide before start of the MCC-TF160 summer break (i.e. by mid July 2008).
· MCC-TF160 to draft a TS 36.523-3 [5] update that captures the achieved agreements and to submit the document for RAN5 agreement.

· RAN5 to decide on the submitted TS 36.523-3 version at the latest at RAN5 #40 (Aug. 2008).
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