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Comment on Resynchroni zati on of Connection Status Proposa

This is a comment on the proposal by Burchfiel and Tominson in RFC 467
for a procedure in the host-to host protocol for resynchronization of
connection status. | endorse their proposal with the follow ng trivial
change. The commands proposed ni ght be nore appropriately be called
"reset connection allocation sender” and "reset connection allocation
receiver" since the only aspect of the connection which is reset is the
allocation. | therefore use the nanes RAS and RAR respectively.

The tabl e bel ow shows in overly concise notation nmy interpretation of
the resynchroni zi ng procedure proposed by Burchfiel and Tonlinson, this
presentation is not intended to supersede their docunment but to clarify
the procedure. The sequence shown here can be initiated by either the
sender or receiver either for internally generated reasons or upon the
receipt of a RAS or RAR, if this latter is the case then sender step 5
or receiver step 4 is satisfied.

SENDER RECEI VER

1. Set state to "wait-for-RAR' 1. Set state to "wait-for RAS"
2. Wait till no RFNM out st andi ng 2. Send RAR

3. Send RAS 3. Process nessages unti

4. Process allocates until 4. RAS received then

5. RAR received then 5. Zero allocation quantities
6. Zero allocation quantities 6. Set state to "open"

7. Set state to "open" 7. Send a new all ocate
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