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important:

The stuff in
here

* Policy boundary
* Transitional link
* Naming
* Namespaces/formats
* Names vs addresses (ouch)



* These problems are not new:
- See work in OIF, ITU-T SG15 Q12, ONF

- An Interface that accommodates lessons
from work elsewhere may have wider appeal

- Some of the work elsewhere is based on (or
generated) work here e.g. GMPLs extensions

* Other problems (opportunities © ) remain

— Some services with wide applicability can be
supported by a very abstract model.

* One example: router interconnect over an optical
transport network



Virtual switch as an abstraction in a multilayer
application

Abstract (direct) link
Router Router

l

.
L
...............

\
l Read this as “is an \\
abstraction of” < }



< <container=:=
te-node-attributes

config-schedule-attributes {uses}

5 name : inet:domain-name

signaling-address []: inet:ip-address

flag []: flag-type

is-abstract : boolean

underlay-topology : leafref : ftette-topologies ftet:topology ftet:te-topology-id  {if-feature : te-topology-hierarchy}

; < <container=> . {;. ".Isr} = - << list=>>
;rgung} ;.,b g connectivity-matrix iRk
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|
|

ichoice
|
|
|
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< <containers > < < container> > !

from-link I to-link << choice>>

stack-level
tet:link-end- ref{uses:-l tet:link-end-ref {uses} 2
POVA+Y)IZ0d+ M0 A WL -

- |

- b
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<< grouping>>
link-end-ref

node-ref {uses}
link-end-ref : leafref : ftette-topologies ftet:topology[tet:te-topology-id = current{}/../topo-ref] (tet:node[tet:te-node-id = current{}/../node-ref] /tet:te-node-attributes ftette-link/tet te-link-id




Next steps

WG agreement that this is a model/application that deserves our
attention

Discussion as to how best to implement requirements in the
model

|dentification of and reconciliation with other relevant industry
models

Expansion of this draft to address BCP1 around these
applications

- E.g control vs configuration

- OAM ?

- Filtering ?
Intention is to produce an updated draft with YANG specifications
for next meeting.

. KK - “do not call it Framework” ©
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