
Comment
1.4.3.1

Not sure how 0 CLA scenario works
PICS mandates at least one CLA

Comment

Does it only identify the destination of a bundle? What about source EID and report to EID?

Comment

“LTP Block” instead of just “LTP” in the above title.

Comment
De-encapsulate or decapsulation
(I had seen decapsulation used somewhere. Although “decapsulation” is correct, networking parlance uses “De-encapsulate” and it corresponds to “encapsulate”, which
has been used in the CCSDS document.)



Comment

dtn:none instead of dtn:non in the second column

Comment

Comment
Do the service numbers have to be assigned by SANA? (just a question)
I think there was a recent discussion that some service number range will be available for the users to use as they please.

Comment
Page A-5. A-6



Refer to O.1 in the 2nd last column (Status)
Mandates that at least one of the CLA from the set {LTP CLA, UDP CLA, Space Pkt CLA} should be implemented.
Conflicts with zero CLA mentioned earlier in the document

- Should this set also include TCPCL, EEPCL? (They are there in Annex B)



Comment

M missing the last row, Page A-7

Comment
Added PICS
Ability of the implementation to be able to process extension blocks headers in general. (At the minimum, implementations should be able to inform they are unable to
process extension blocks for a given block type)

Comment

Conflict with zero CLA statement earlier in the document

Comment

Above statement is not correct



“This field (length field of UDP) specifies the length in bytes of the UDP header and UDP data. The minimum length is 8 bytes, the length of the header. The field
size sets a theoretical limit of 65,535 bytes (8-byte header + 65,527 bytes of data) for a UDP datagram. However, the actual limit for the data length, which is
imposed by the underlying IPv4 protocol, is 65,507 bytes (65,535 bytes − 8-byte UDP header − 20-byte IP header).” [from Wiki]

Comment

Use of EPP at the start of the title would be consistent with the other titles like , UDP, LTP, SPP etc.

Comment

Title case and not all caps

Comment

“or deleted” - change to “and/or deleted” (They are not mutually exclusive. A bundle can be forwarded and deleted.

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/IPv4
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/IPv4_header


Comment

What is the meaning of “Req?”
Do we need the question mark - “Req?”

Comment

Not sure what is meant by “merely physical”



Comment

E2 table title should say “Payload” instead of “Previous Node”



Comment

Range for subjectCreationTimestamp is not correct. (row 4, seeingfrom right hand side)
This is not just the time, but also the sequence number
Therefore simply stating the range as (0..2^64-1) is not correct.



Comment

Annex is informative or normative? Doesn’t say - not consistent with other annexes

Comment

“Currently” instead of “current”

Comment - Additions to Annex H

AE
ASE
ION
SS&A - Service Sites and Apertures (SS&A)



Comment

In point “C” above, it might be better to use some other word instead of “delivering” to avoid confusing the casual reader into believing that this is Delivery of
bundle as defined by bundle protocol.



Similarly, at the start of 5.3.3 and at the end of 1st point above.

Comment
Page 1-1
Section 1.2 , 3rd para
LTP is missing.

Comment
Page 1-2



Use consistent title case
Annex - F - * Scheme Updates
Annex - G - * Informative References
Annex - H - Abbreviations and Acronyms *

Comment

Application Agent should be lowercase.

Comment

“Payload block(s) of a bundle”
There is only one payload block in a bundle.



Comment

There is no other data structure (at this level of abstraction). So, use of “One of the Bundle Protocol data structures” is questionable. There are many different
kinds of blocks, but they are still all blocks. (see the last sentence below as well)

Comment

Since bundles may be held in storage at the destination (where the bundle is not waiting for an outbound path), the last sentence may be extended to account for this
case as well.



Comment

Refer to 5th last line in the above screenshot
Suggest “CLA corresponding to CL A”
CLA (Convergence Layer Adapter) is not CL A (Convergence Layer A )



Comment

“User applications” instead of just “Applications” may provide more clarity.
Bundle Layer or BP Layer instead of just Bundle (which is a PDU corresponding to BP layer)

Comment

Won’t just EID suffice instead of “source EID.”



Comment

Refer to X in the above screenshot.

Comment

Last sentence. Maybe make more formal



Comment

Except that dtn:none is needed for source EID



Comment

Are 4.3.1 and 4.3.4 different? Or there should be only one of these two.

Refer to 4.3.2



Comment

RFC 9171 doesn’t mandate Delivery Failure Action (DFA). DFA may not be defined. (See RFC 9171 Section 5.7, step 2, 2nd bullet)
Does CCSDS mandate that all CCSDS compliant BP nodes will have a well defined DFA?

Comment

Reference G1 mentioned on page 12 is not actually Annex G1

Comment

This “bundling of metadata” and the concept of “immediate usability” of the data at the delivery seems to be out of sync with how we are using the bundle. (This is
just a comment/observation and is not intended for anything more than that.)




