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Document Status
• draft-ietf-opsawg-scheduling-oam-tests

• Thanks Joe Clark, Qiufang Ma, HanSai, Hongwei Li for valuable review
• Some outstanding issues have been discussed

• The latest update is v-(10), changes compared to the previous versions
• Justify why ordered-by user
• Clarification on execution-count
• Some Editorial changes based on Hansai's comments;
• Add schedule status description in the section OAM Unitary Test;
• Change temporal parameter into YANG statement;
• Change to Both Frequency and Interval are required;
• Fix indentation issue based on Hansai's comments;
• Change two yang module prefixes;
• Follow Security Considerations template defined by RFC 9907;
• OAM Terminology Consistency;
• Fix ne-id description;

22026/7/19 OPSAWG IETF 126 Vienna meeting



Change temporal parameter into YANG statement
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Comment from Han Sai:
• `ordered-by user` is a native YANG statement used to control the order of entries within a list
• not a user-configurable parameter
Proposal: Fixing the bug as follow:



Clarification on execution-count and Order By 
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Comment from: 
1. Lack clarity on the definition of execution-count, 2. how to use execution count, 3. How to use ordered-by user
Proposal: 
• Change numexecution into execution-count. 
• Remove default value for execution count.



Issue: Is rt-types:router-id sufficient
• The current ne-id definition is defined as follows:

• Comment from Qiufang: Type definition: The current type is defined as rt-
types:router-id, which seems a bit restrictive. 
• Would you consider using a broader type to accommodate diverse, non-routing network 

elements?

• Discussion:
• Refer to the definition of route-id in RFC8294

• network node here could support various other control plane protocols including layer 2 
protocols

• Question: Is rt-types:router-id sufficient

2026/7/19 OPSAWG IETF 126 Vienna meeting 5



• Proposal 1: import typedef ne-id from RFC8345

• Proposal 2: import typedef ne-ref from draft-ietf-ivy-network-
inventory-yang

• Proposal 3: Leafref ne-id in IVY Network Inventory Model
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Follow up issue:Leafref to IVY network inventory model? l



Next Step

• Ready for WGLC?

• Request YANG Doctor Review?
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