
ALTO WG 
IETF 93 

July 21, 2015 

Prague, Czech Republic 

 

Jan Seedorf <jan.seedorf@neclab.eu> 

Vijay K. Gurbani <vkg@bell-labs.com> 

 

Jabber: alto@jabber.ietf.org 

 

1 



Any submission to the IETF intended by the Contributor for publication as all or part of an IETF 

Internet-Draft or RFC and any statement made within the context of an IETF activity is 

considered an "IETF Contribution". Such statements include oral statements in IETF 

sessions, as well as written and electronic communications made at any time or place, which 

are addressed to: 

●     The IETF plenary session 

●     The IESG, or any member thereof on behalf of the IESG 

●     Any IETF mailing list, including the IETF list itself, any working group or design team list, or 

    any other list functioning under  IETF auspices 

●     Any IETF working group or portion thereof 

●     Any Birds of a Feather (BOF) session 

●     The IAB or any member thereof on behalf of the IAB 

●     The RFC Editor or the Internet-Drafts function 

All IETF Contributions are subject to the rules of RFC 5378 and RFC 3979 (updated by RFC 4879). 

Statements made outside of an IETF session, mailing list or other function, that are clearly not 

intended to be input to an IETF activity, group or function, are not IETF Contributions in the 

context of this notice.  Please consult RFC 5378 and RFC 3979 for details. 

A participant in any IETF activity is deemed to accept all IETF rules of process, as documented in 

Best Current Practices RFCs and IESG Statements. 

A participant in any IETF activity acknowledges that written, audio and video records of meetings 

may be made and may be available to the public. 

NOTE WELL 
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Agenda 
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ALTO interoperability event 
● Monday, July 20, 20:00-23:00, here at IETF-93 
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ALTO interoperability event 

● ALTO Implementations tested 

– 2 client/servers 

– 1 client-only, 1 server-only 

● Executed 69 test cases 

– based on draft from Wendy 

● Main takeway: no protocol-level bugs found 

– i.e. no error or ambiguities found in RFC 7285 

● Several minor implementation-level bugs found 

– e.g. capitalization, CIDR-interpretation, … 
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ALTO interoperability event 
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Milestone dates 

● Note that we are behind our charter milestone dates. 

● Chairs to re-caliberate with AD after Prague IETF. 
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Deployment considerations 

● WGLC called for draft-ietf-alto-deployments-11 on 

April 28, 2015. 

● WGLC review provided by W. Roome (thanks!) on 

May 27, 2015. 

● -12 released on June 20, 2015. 

● Token with chairs (vkg) to complete document 

shepherd write-up. 

● Plan is to submit for publication shortly after Prague 

IETF. 
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Server-side notifications 

● Call for adoption of Internet-Draft draft-roome-alto-incr-

update-sse-02.txt as WG item was posted on the list on April 

28, 2015. 

● WG support for adopting this document as a WG document. 

● On May 20 2015, draft-roome-alto-incr-updates-sse-02 

adopted as WG document. 

● draft-ietf-alto-incr-update-sse-00 released on May 28, 2015. 

● While this draft is not being discussed in Prague IETF, the 

chairs believe that it is well fleshed out and needs WG input 

before Yokohama IETF to move it ahead. 
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Multi-cost 

● Call for adoption of draft-randriamasy-alto-multi-

cost-10 issued on April 29, 2015. 

● WG supported adoption as charter item. 

● draft-ietf-multi-cost-00 issued on May 22, 2015. 

● Be aware of IPR declaration on draft-ietf-multi-cost: 

http://datatracker.ietf.org/ipr/2615/ 
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ALTO alternative server discovery 

document 

● Charter supports a deliverable for alternative 

discovery mechanisms under certain conditions. 

● To date, only one document has been put in front of 

the WG: draft-kiesel-alto-xdom-disc-01. 

● Will be discussed during Prague IETF. 
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Endpoint properties 

● Two drafts discussing endpoint properties: 

– draft-deng-alto-p2p-ext-06 

– draft-roome-alto-unified-props-00 

● Feedback from the Dallas IETF was for proponents to work 

to have one draft (unified approach to endpoint properties). 

● WG needs to understand the distinction between the two 

drafts being discussed today and decide how to proceed in a 

unified manner, possibly with one draft. 

● This is a charter item! 
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