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• HTTP/1.x message delimitation 

• Extremely security sensitive, so 


• Typically NOT under direct application control


• Only used in 1.x


• Setting peer expectations about size 

• e.g., deciding whether to accept a POST body


• e.g., showing download progress


• Not version-specific


• Great precision not needed

because it serves more than one purpose
Content-Length is weird
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• HTTP/1 forbids C-L in any message with Transfer-Encoding


• Even when the next hop isn't HTTP/1, you need to consider that 
one beyond it might be. 


• H2 and H3 require C-L in message to match bytes on wire


• ... but recipients may be too late to enforce this

needs careful guardrails
Content-Length
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• New header field for conveying advisory length


• Name TBD


• Same syntax as Content-Length


• ... but specified as a SF-Integer


• No constraints about when it can, can't be sent, etc.


• Presumption is that recipients would use it to inform decisions, 
while keeping an eye on the actual number of bytes seen


• Would help chunked transfer-encoding of requests 

Separate these uses
Proposal:
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• Is standardising this header field helpful?


• Should it be in the HTTP Semantics document, or separate?

for the WG
Questions
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