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› Current status: “AD Review”

› Issue #146 – “Possible omission of "peer_roles" in the Join Response” [1]

– Follow-up from the September interim meeting; Cigdem agrees with the proposed new text [1]

– TLDR; relax requirement on including the “peer_roles” parameter: MUST  SHOULD

– E.g., preferable in draft-ietf-ace-pubsub-profile, to avoid inefficiencies

› Proposal

– Don’t update the document now; adopt the proposed new text when addressing the AD review

– For consistency, a sentence will have to be updated in draft-ietf-ace-key-groupcomm-oscore

› There “peer_roles” have be included, hence a “MUST” has to be stated

› This update can happen after the update to draft-ietf-ace-key-groupcomm has happened

[1] https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146

-ace-key-groupcomm

OK with this?

https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146
https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146
https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146
https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146
https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146
https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146
https://github.com/ace-wg/ace-key-groupcomm/issues/146


ACE WG Interim Meeting |   2022-12-19  |  Page 3

› Current status: “Waiting for Write-Up”

› Editorial simplifications/fixes

– s/support and understand the parameters/support the parameters

– s/ace-groupcomm-profile/ace_groupcomm_profile

› Notation fixes in message examples

– The map keys within “key” should be noted as:

› “hkdf”, “contextId”, …

– Section 1.1 “Terminology” should say:

“Examples throughout this document are expressed

in CBOR diagnostic notation without the tag and

value abbreviations.”

– Same approach used in the OSCORE profile until publication
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› Next step

– Receive the Shepherd review

– Address the Shepherd review and the points from the previous slide

– Submit v -16, as ready for publication request, although …

› Francesca (CoRE AD) suggested to send this document to the IESG together with:

– draft-ietf-core-groupcomm-bis – In WG Last Call

› To confirm that review comments were well addressed

› Waiting for more minor comments to address

– draft-ietf-core-oscore-groupcomm – Waiting for Shepherd write-up (and Shepherd review)

› Pending action: better present the latest new addition on handling multiple responses

– The above would NOT impact the content of draft-ietf-ace-key-groupcomm-oscore

– Good if the ACE and CoRE Chairs are in synch about this
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