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Updates  since  IETF  89

• Minor	  editorial	  changes	  
• Added	  Logging	  Interface	  capabiliAes	  support	  
•  Binary	  support:	  Logging	  fields	  are	  either	  supported	  or	  not	  

• Added	  Metadata	  Interface	  capabiliAes	  support	  
•  Binary	  support:	  Metadata	  fields	  are	  either	  supported	  or	  not	  
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Capability  Adver1sement  Message  Defini1on

• Problem:	  Binary	  opAons	  for	  Logging/Metadata	  capability	  support	  is	  
unlikely	  to	  be	  sufficient	  to	  describe	  opAonal	  modes.	  
• OpAon	  1:	  Centralize	  all	  registries	  into	  a	  single	  document	  
•  Pros:	  Cleanly	  prevents	  registry	  duplicaAon/synchronizaAon	  issues	  
•  Cons:	  Gates	  all	  interface	  draM	  publicaAon	  on	  registry	  definiAons	  

• OpAon	  2:	  Have	  interface	  draMs	  define	  adverAsement	  messages	  
•  Pros:	  Does	  not	  block	  RFC	  publicaAon	  
•  Pros:	  IniAal	  adverAsements	  are	  all	  binary	  which	  is	  easy	  to	  specify	  

• Work	  to	  support	  capability	  extensibility	  is	  required	  either	  way	  
• OpAon	  2	  allows	  us	  to	  focus	  on	  the	  minimum	  iniAal	  set	  of	  values	  

3	  



Next  Steps

• Need	  to	  address	  Iuniana’s	  review	  comments	  
• Need	  to	  update	  Logging/Metadata	  capabiliAes	  text	  

• Will	  next	  version	  be	  ready	  for	  WGLC?	  

4	  


