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Status

● This is a WG draft; it went through over a dozen revisions and made it to 
IESG balloting.

● However, it’s currently expired.



Background

Abstract: This document defines user ports for experiments using 
transport protocols and the use of experiment identifiers to enable 
shared use of these ports. It updates RFC 4727 to recommend the use 
of these experimental identifiers for the system ports for 
experiments in the same manner.

● I am one of the IANA ports reviewers.
○ There are often cases where this would be useful for applicants!

● Some applicants don’t quite qualify for normal port assignments, but:
○ want stable port numbers to use while they test and mature their implementations/etc,
○ have concerns about creating conflicts by pinning to a port in the dynamic range.
○ 1021 & 1022 for UDP+TCP are“system” ports (not within the “user” range).



IESG Ballots

● There are:
○ 5 DISCUSS ballots
○ 2 NO OBJECTIONS also supporting those DISCUSSes
○ 1 ABSTAIN ballot (former IESG)

● Some comments have been addressed in revisions, but still show up on the 
ballots.

● Some main classes of remaining issues:
○ Significant confusion/concerns about firewall traversal implications and security.
○ Questions on PExIDs, their necessity, and use, e.g. with QUIC.

Need to get these DISCUSS ballots fixed to move forward!



Thoughts/Plans

● I assume the WG still wants to pursue this.

● Next steps:
○ Engage with IESG members on:

■ What a typical use case looks like.
■ How it relates to different types of firewalls.
■ Work through a PExID example.

○ Make any text clarifications needed.

● Are there any concerns, etc?


