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Why?

* During MNA work there were questions about interaction of ELI and MNA
* What if unrecognised MNA is found while looking for ELI?
* What if unsupported ELI is found while looking for MNA?
* Etc.

» Wider question about how unrecognised/unsupported bSPL/eSPL is handled
if found while inspecting the label stack

* Existing advice in RFC 7325 may be ambiguous:
When an unknown special-
purpose label is encountered or a special purpose label not
directly handled in forwarding hardware is encountered, the packet
should be sent to a general-purpose CPU by default.

* Probably, this only applies to “encountered at top of stack”

* Let's see if we can find out what implementations do today, because other
interpretations/actions might really mess up future use of SPLs



What are we asking?

 This draft is a working draft of a questionnaire
 If ECMP hashing is done, what is done if an unknown SPL is found?

« If the label stack is searched for a specific SPL or bottom of stack,
what is done if an unknown SPL is found?

« If the label stack is searched for a specific SPL, does the search
continue after that SPL is found?

* Is there sensitivity to the ordering of SPLs?
* There are detailed sub-questions

* We will ask for a response per implementation sent
* In private
* To a person responsible for anonymising the responses



What do we need from you now?

* We are NOT asking for responses at the moment

 What we want is to make sure the questions are:
* Unambiguous
 Sufficient

* Please review the draft and send comments
* Please comment if you are unhappy with Adrian acting as anonymiser

* We understand that some people think this survey is a waste of time
* That's OK!
* No one is required to review this draft
* No one will be required to respond to the survey



What will we ask from you soon?

* Once the draft is stable we will:
* Not ask for WG last call
* Not seek publication as an RFC
* Initiate the survey on the mailing list
* Ask for responses to be sent to the anonymiser

* Reporting individual, distinct implementations
o It will not be compulsory to respond

* No conclusions will be drawn from non-responses
It would be helpful to receive as many responses as possible



Actions for the Authors

e Revise draft to address comments from Loa Andersson

* Receive comments now and on list, and revise draft as needed
* Formally issue the survey

* Collect and anonymise responses (through “approved” person)
* Publish responses in a draft

* Make any recommendations for action
* Anything from:
+ NOP

 Brief clarification document (possible update of RFC 7325)
* Major fire alarm
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