
CoRE: Corr-Clar
2024-09-25 CoRE Interim 13

Plan: Work on issues via PRs
https://github.com/core-wg/corrclar/issues?q=is%3Aissue+

2024-09-24: draft-bormann-core-corr-clar-05

✓✓ core-wg/corrclar/issues/7: trailing slash
!

 core-wg/corrclar/issues/10: "request URI" not defined

!

 core-wg/corrclar/issues/9: match boxing (epoch)
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https://www.ietf.org/archive/id/draft-bormann-core-corr-clar-05.html
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✓✓ issues/7: trailing slash
Originally handled by PR #32 (merged)
Action was: Provide FORMAL ADDITION
with clarifying text and examples, on
RFC7252-6.4: Decomposing URIs into Options

— Do we have enough examples? (No.)

Examples added in PR #37 (now in –05).

➔ Issue closed, I-D reviews required.
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!
 issues/10: "request URI" not defined

Correction needed adding that definition
PR #33 (merged, in –05) does that, providing FORMAL 
ADDITION

— Is the addition correct? (Reviews required.)
— PENDING: Should we put this into relation to "base URI" as 

defined in Section 8 of RFC 7252?

Note that HTTP has gone through a transition of terms here;
see RFC 9110 (current) and RFC 7230 (previous)
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!
 issues/9: match boxing (epoch)

Clarification: This is currently well-defined
➔ PR #34, PR #36: (OSCORE status, in –05)

Opportunity: the well-defined status is undesirable
Approaches for dealing with opportunity:
• 1. use opportunity in new documents (e.g., KUDOS, (✓))
• 1a. write up opp for existing docs (e.g., RFC 9146/9147 
CID)
• 2. write up negotiation for optimizations in software
      (e.g, CF-MATCHER)
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issues/9: RFC 9146/9147 CID vs. epoch language in RFC 7252
issues/39: 0RTT and other cryptographically unconfirmed situations (DTLS CIDs, OSCORE B.1.2)

1. Describe in corr-clar
— Not immediately available as a normative reference

2. Write and process new document about just this
— Could also cover other TLS 1.3 vs. CoAP issues (which?)
— Need to find interested authors

3. Insert treatment into uta-tls13-iot-profile
— Need to create enthusiasm in existing authors
— Need to channel this through uta — covers 1.2 and 1.3!
— (Why is this I-D expired?)
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