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Comments from Leon Sayadian (FAA) on WP408, “The ATN IP SNDCF”

· Reference Section

Subject Reference
Substitute Reference
Comment

IETF RFC 1700
IETF RFC 3232
RFC 1700 has been made obsolete by an online database, as described in RFC 3232

ISO/IEC TR 9577
---
No date or edition noted. ATN Doc. 9705 references the 1993 edition

IETF RFC 1884
IETF RFC 2373
RFC 1884 is obsolete, “historic”

· Section 2.3, Service Assumptions: IPv6 does not use a Protocol ID in the Header. It has a Next Header field which identifies what the upcoming fields are, which could indicate the Transport protocol, if that is what is next.

· Section 3.1.4, SNDCF Requirements Analysis: SNDCF should also be applicable to IPv6 subnetworks.

· Section 3.3.2.1.1, IPv4 Subnetworks:

· Subparagraph 5, the range of the IPv4 Precedence subfield within the TOS is 000 to 111. For example, ATN Doc. 9705, Table 1-2, allocates the highest network layer priority (14) for network/systems management, which maps to IP Precedence level 111 for network management. The full range of each should be mapped here. 

· Section 3.4.1.2, SN-Unitdata.Indication Service Element, IPv4 Subnetworks

· Subparagraph 3: “Unitdata” should be “Userdata”.

· Subparagraph 4: Shouldn’t priority be recaptured in the SN-Quality-of-Service field, since it was introduced in the SN-Unitdata.request (see Section 3.3.1, subparagraph 3)?

· Sections 3.4.2.2 (subparagraph 5), 3.4.2.3: To convey Congestion Experienced to the CLNP Header, the SN-UNITDATA.Indication primitive must have an SN-Quality-of-Service parameter value, which is contra-indicated by Section 3.4.2.2, subparagraph 4

· Section 3.5: This section is unclear as to its implementation. How will the ICMP information get conveyed to the CLNP domain? Which “CLNP function” is to be apprised of the ICMP data? Which version of ICMP (4 or 6) is being discussed?

