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Latest changes

Submitted to IESG, resolved all DISCUSS, except one
IESG discuss: There were 2 options (address and FQDN), there should be one
FQDN option chosen
Got feedback from DHC chairs
« MUST NOT => SHOULD NOT (done)

Feedback from Mohamed addressed

» Clarification about MIF being out of scope (done)

Published ds-lite-tunnel-option-10
IESG got last DISCUSS resolved (Jari changed vote to YES)



DS-Lite tunnel Option Format

0 1 2 3
0123456789 012345678901234506789°01
e e -

| OPTION AFTR NAME: (TBD) | option-len |
e e -

| tunnel-endpoint-name (FQDN) |

IESG Evaluation::AD Followup (for 183 days)

Status: Ready to go
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