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Status
• WG call for draft-many-tiptop-ip-architecture-02 adoption by tiptop wg, co-chairs on December 14th 2025


• Outcome sent on 2026-01-12 by co-chairs: "We received responses from 22 participants. A clear majority expressed support for 
adoption. Several participants did not support adoption at this stage and raised points requiring further work, and a few provided 
comments without stating an explicit position. It is important to restate the purpose of a Working Group adoption call. Support for 
adoption reflects Working Group interest in the topic and in progressing the work within the WG. It does not imply agreement with the 
current text, solution approaches, or conclusions, nor does it representapproval of a final document."


• The summary included a table of comments


• Request from co-chairs to update the document


• New version (-03) of the document posted on March 2nd


• reply to the co-chairs table of comments


• This presentation is the same content as the reply


• 10 people supported the adoption with no additional request/comment. Not shown in this presentation.


• Caveat: while we tried to resolve the comments, the outcome is not a document ready for publication, but (hopefully) ready for adoption. 
We still have work to do on it.
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Comments
• From: Carles Gomez Montenegro


• Support for adoption: Yes


• Co-chairs: "Considered the work aligned 
with the charter; suggested an editorial 
change to rename Section 6 and structure 
it by application protocol."


• Done:


• Created an Application section, where 
HTTP is one of the section


• Added generic text at the beginning of 
the Application section.
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Meiling Chen


• Support for adoption: Yes


• Co-Chairs: "Requested a clearer 
end-to-end architecture view; 
clarification on protocols; 
expanded security discussion; 
store-and-forward mechanisms 
without protocol modification."


• Done: added a whole new section 
(now section 2) on architecture 
overview, defined node types, 
figure, new rewritten security 
section, enhanced introduction
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Britta Hale


• Support for adoption: No


• Co-Chairs: "Raised concerns about 
architectural scope, solution/protocol 
specificity, and treatment of security 
considerations."


• Done: removed QUIC as implicit 
default, and write it as just an 
example, added other transports, 
rewrote 0-RTT text being subject to 
replay attacks and should be 
disabled depending on the security 
policy, rewrote text on key 
establishment at launch, new 
rewritten security section.
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Comments (cont.)

• From: Britta Hale (cont.)


• Done: new rewritten 
security section
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Marshall Eubanks


• Support for adoption: Yes


• Co-Chairs: "Suggested 
clarifying and retaining 
surface networking as part 
of an end-to-end 
architecture."


• Done: section 1 has been 
enhanced and also referred 
to use case doc., section 2 
added
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Dongjie (Jimmy) Jie


• Support for adoption: Yes


• Co-Chairs: "Suggested 
clarifying WG scope 
regarding surface 
networking and softening 
solution-specific 
guidance."


• Done: see last slide
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Sean Turner


• Support for adoption: No


• Co-Chairs: "Suggested the 
draft be more requirements- 
and constraints-focused 
and less solution-centric."


• Done: new section 2 with 
node types, requirements. 
Quic removed as implicit 
default. 

9



Comments (cont.)
• From: Eric Rescorla


• Support for adoption: No


• Co-Chairs: "Suggested 
clarifying architectural intent, 
normative expectations, and 
removing vague examples."


• Done: new section 2 with 
node types, requirements. 
Quic removed as implicit 
default, removed WASM, new 
rewritten security section 
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Johnson Liu(刘珺)


• Support for adoption: Yes


• Co-Chairs: "Suggested 
strengthening architectural 
functions beyond conceptual 
description."


• Done: new section on 
Architectural overview 
(section 2) (shown before). 
additional text regarding 
PCE. 

11



Comments (cont.)
• From: Russ Housley 


• Support for adoption: No


• Co-Chairs: "Requested focus 
on architecture-level 
requirements rather than 
solution selection."


• Done: replied on the mailing 
list. RIR person comment did 
not require any change. 
Addressing is enhanced and 
referred to the other document
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Benjamin Dowling


• Support for adoption: No


• Co-Chairs: "Requested 
clearer articulation of security 
goals for space networking."


• Done: rewrote security section 
(see before). Did not add new 
security requirements/arch as 
they should be first defined in 
the use case-requirements 
document.
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Jad El Cham


• Support for adoption: No 
position


• Co-Chairs: "Suggested 
engaging RIR community 
and ensuring realistic 
addressing proposals."


• Done: Addressing section 
enhanced. Reference to the 
other draft. RIR discussions 
have been started.
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Comments (cont.)
• From: Xisen Tian 


• Support for adoption: No


• Co-Chairs: "Raised security-focused 
concerns regarding protocol 
profiling and threat assumptions."


• Done: removed QUIC as implicit 
default, and write it as just an 
example, added other transports, 
rewrote 0-RTT text being subject to 
replay attacks and should be 
disabled depending on the security 
policy, rewrote text on key 
establishment at launch, new 
rewritten security section.
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Summary

• Editors hopefully have addressed the wg adoption call comments.


• This does not say the document is ready for publication, but for adoption


• Requesting wg adoption of draft-many-tiptop-ip-architecture-03

16


