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Abst ract

Thi s docunent specifies the 1 ANA guidelines for allocating new val ues
for the Routing Type field in the I Pv6 Routing Header

Status of This Meno
This is an Internet Standards Track document.

Thi s docunent is a product of the Internet Engineering Task Force
(ITETF). It represents the consensus of the IETF community. It has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
Internet Engineering Steering Group (IESG. Further information on
Internet Standards is available in Section 2 of RFC 5741

I nformati on about the current status of this docunent, any errata,
and how to provide feedback on it nmay be obtained at
http://ww.rfc-editor.org/info/rfc5871
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Provisions Relating to | ETF Documents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
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1. Introduction
Thi s docunent specifies the | ANA guidelines [RFC5226] for allocating
new val ues for the Routing Type field in the | Pv6 Routing Header
[ RFC2460]. Previously, no | ANA gui dance existed for such
al | ocati ons.
2. | ANA Consi derations

New Routing Type values are allocated through | ETF Review or | ESG
Approval [RFC5226].

Note that two experinmental values (253 and 254) are already avail able
for use [ RFC4727].

3. Security Considerations
Thi s specification does not change the security properties of the
Routi ng Header. However, past experience shows that it is easy to
design routing headers that have significant problens [ RFC5095].
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Appendi x A, Changes from RFC 2460

Thi s docunent specifies only the 1ANA rul es associated with the
Routing Type field.
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