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Abstract
RFC 8029 specifies the key MPLS Operation, Adm nistration, and
Mai nt enance protocol, sonetines referred to MPLS Label Sw tched Path
(LSP) Ping, or MPLS LSP Ping.

Hower ver, the actual name of the protocol have never been explicitly
specified or docunented. This docunent corrects that om ssion.

Thi s docunent updates RFC 8029.
Status of This Menp

This Internet-Draft is submtted in full conformance with the
provi sions of BCP 78 and BCP 79.

Internet-Drafts are working docunents of the Internet Engineering
Task Force (I ETF). Note that other groups may also distribute

wor ki ng docunments as Internet-Drafts. The list of current Internet-
Drafts is at https://datatracker.ietf.org/drafts/current/.

Internet-Drafts are draft docunments valid for a maxi mum of six nonths
and nay be updated, replaced, or obsol eted by other docunents at any
time. It is inappropriate to use Internet-Drafts as reference
material or to cite themother than as "work in progress."
This Internet-Draft will expire on 30 Novenber 2025.

Copyri ght Notice

Copyright (c) 2025 | ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

Thi s docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Legal

Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents (https://trustee.ietf.org/
license-info) in effect on the date of publication of this docunent.
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Pl ease revi ew these docunents carefully, as they describe your rights
and restrictions with respect to this docunment. Code Conponents
extracted fromthis docunent nust include Revised BSD License text as
described in Section 4.e of the Trust Legal Provisions and are

provi ded wi thout warranty as described in the Revised BSD License.
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1. Background

RFC 8029 [ RFC8029] specifies the basis for the main MPLS Operati on,
Admi ni stration, and Mai ntenance (OQAM protocol. The title of the
RFCs is "Detecting Multiprotocol Label Sw tching (MPLS) Data-Pl ane
Fai | ures"”.

The title correctly captures what the protocol does, but not what the
protocol is called.

RFC 8029 defines two nodes for the protocol it specifies, Ping and
Traceroute respectively.

RFC 8611 [ RFC8611] tal ks about "MPLS Ping" and "MPLS Ping and
Traceroute" interchangeably, when referring to RFC 8029.

The MPLS Working Group Charter (https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/
charter-ietf-npls/ (https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/charter-ietf-
mpl s/)) tal ks about "LSP Ping" as one of the MPLS key protocols.
O her working groups, e.g. PALS, and BESS have docunents citing RFC
8029. However, the nane(s) used to reference RFC 8029 are not
consi stent.

2. Protocol Nane

The foll owi ng paragraph is now added to Section 1.1 "Conventions" in
RFC 8029 as the second paragraph.

The protocol defined in this RFC 80929 [ RFC8029] is called "MPLS
Label Switched Path (LSP) Ping and Traceroute", AKA MPLS LSP Ping.
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Whenever a docunent refers to either "MPLS Label Swi tched Path Ping
and Traceroute", "MPLS LSP Ping" or "LSP Ping" they refer to the
protocol specified in RFC 8029 [ RFC8029]. \When there is a specific
text refering to Isp ping or traceroute, they refer to nodes of
operati on.

3. | ANA Consi derati ons
Thi s docunent does not make any | ANA requests.

Note to the RFC Editor: Pl ease renpve this section before
publi cati on.

4. Security Considerations

Thi s docunent nanes the protocol that is specified in RFC 8029, and
thus does not introduce an new security risks.
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