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Main	
  revisions	
  1/4 
•  Added	
  	
  a	
  topic	
  “Usage	
  of	
  ULA”	
  in	
  4.1	
  (Considera<ons	
  
and	
  Best	
  Current	
  Prac<ces	
  during	
  Network	
  Design):	
  

Ø With	
  using	
  ULA	
  for	
  local	
  communicaUon,	
  the	
  separated	
  local	
  
rouUng	
  plane	
  can	
  isolate	
  itself	
  from	
  being	
  affected	
  by	
  global	
  
rouUng	
  changes.	
  

Ø ULA	
  is	
  an	
  effecUve	
  tool	
  for	
  the	
  internal-­‐only	
  nodes	
  to	
  avoid	
  
some	
  renumbering.	
  

Ø  For	
  mulUcast,	
  ULA	
  may	
  be	
  a	
  way	
  of	
  avoiding	
  renumbering	
  
from	
  having	
  an	
  impact	
  on	
  mulUcast	
  (e.g.	
  mulUcast	
  sources	
  and	
  
Rendezvous-­‐Points)	
  



Main	
  revisions	
  2/4 
•  Moved	
  	
  “Router	
  awareness”	
  &	
  	
  “Border	
  filtering”	
  to	
  
Gap	
  Analysis	
  text	
  	
  

Ø  The	
  two	
  topics	
  were	
  in	
  4.3	
  (Considera<ons	
  and	
  Best	
  Current	
  Prac<ces	
  
during	
  Renumbering	
  Opera<on)	
  

Ø  They	
  are	
  renumbering	
  requirements	
  rather	
  than	
  BCP,	
  so	
  
moved	
  to	
  Gap	
  7.1	
  (Renumbering	
  No<fica<on).	
  



Main	
  revisions	
  3/4 

•  Deleted	
  original	
  SecUon	
  5	
  -­‐	
  Gap	
  Inventory:	
  
Ø  Since	
  the	
  content	
  was	
  overlapped	
  with	
  the	
  Gap	
  

Analysis	
  dra=	
  
Ø  Is	
  it	
  necessary	
  to	
  keep	
  a	
  reference	
  here?	
  



Main	
  revisions	
  4/4 

•  The	
  reference	
  [I-­‐D.	
  jiang-­‐dnsext-­‐a6-­‐to-­‐historic]	
  
has	
  became	
  	
  RFC6563	
  (Moving	
  A6	
  to	
  Historic	
  
Status)	
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