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Updates from -02 version (1)

Address the comments from the list:

- Delete the index field of the Availability sub-TLV, as the ISCD a
nd Availability sub-TLV is one-to-one correspondence.

0 1 Z 3

012345678901234567890123456783901
Fobotototototobotodotodotodotodotodotodotofobotobofotofobotobotot
| Type | Length |
T S s A et B

Nocariad ]

CCCCCCCCC ‘
otototototodototototopotodofotototopotodofototopopototofotototot
| Ivailability level |
L I T T Tt L S S I St
| LSP Bandwidth at Availability level n \
L I T T Tt L S S I St
Old Availability sub_TLV

1 2 3
012345678901234567890123456785901
L T B B o o S S LS B
| Type | Length \
e
| Availability level \
e
| LSP Bandwidth at Availability level n \
N

New Availability sub_TLV

- Delete the format description on ISCD. No need to describe the
ISCD format again, as the draft is totally aligned with RFC4203.

* The current text is “The Interface Switching Capacity Descriptor (I
SCD) sub-TLV is defined in Section 1.4 of [RFC 4203].”



Updates from -02 version (2)

- Generalized the text: remove the description on packet network
In the abstract section and main text

- Some editorial changes
* Remove the normative language in the informative sections
* Reference list update
* “PE node” -> “node”



Next steps

e The authors believe the draft is stable

* Would like to ask for a joint WG LC betwe
en CCAMP and TEAS
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