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The MEF would like to inform you of an on-going project in MEF: All-Active UNI.  

This project is working on a UNI Resiliency Service Attribute enhancement to MEF 10.3 Ethernet Services Attributes Phase 3, to include multiple physical links at a UNI that can carry Service Frames simultaneously. 

The MEF has chosen the frame distribution mechanism and C-VID based port distribution algorithm that are specified in IEEE802.1AX-2014 as the Service Frames distribution solution for a given UNI when the UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set to “All Active”.  

The MEF further defines and specifies a new UNI Service Attribute, Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map. The values in this Service Attribute are the mappings between Port Conversation ID and the link selection priority list that the Subscriber and the Service Provider must agree on at a given UNI. The Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map Service Attribute specified in MEF is equivalent to the aAggConversationAdminLink that is defined in Clause 7.3.1 of IEEE Std 802.1AX-2014.

Attached is a draft of MEF 10.3.z.  MEF would like to get your feedback on the draft specification.  


The MEF TC meet next in Lisbon, Portugal, April 13-16, 2015.	
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Disclaimer

The information in this publication is freely awable for reproduction and use by any recipient
and is believed to be accurate as of its publicatiate. Such information is subject to change
without notice and the Metro Ethernet Forum (MESFhot responsible for any errors. The MEF
does not assume responsibility to update or comegtinformation in this publication. No rep-
resentation or warranty, expressed or implied,aslenby the MEF concerning the completeness,
accuracy, or applicability of any information conid herein and no liability of any kind shall
be assumed by the MEF as a result of reliance gpohn information.

The information contained herein is intended taibed without modification by the recipient or
user of this document. The MEF is not responsiblkable for any modifications to this docu-
ment made by any other party.

The receipt or any use of this document or its@atstdoes not in any way create, by implication
or otherwise:

a) any express or implied license or right to or undey patent, copyright, trademark or
trade secret rights held or claimed by any MEF mandompany which are or may be
associated with the ideas, techniques, concemsmessions contained herein; nor

b) any warranty or representation that any MEF mendmenpanies will announce any
product(s) and/or service(s) related thereto, sudh announcements are made, that such
announced product(s) and/or service(s) embody amyl of the ideas, technologies, or
concepts contained herein; nor

c) any form of relationship between any MEF member ganmes and the recipient or user
of this document.

Implementation or use of specific Metro Ethernahsgiards or recommendations and MEF speci-
fications will be voluntary, and no company shalldbliged to implement them by virtue of par-
ticipation in the Metro Ethernet Forum. The MEFRaision-profit international organization ac-
celerating industry cooperation on Metro Ethereehhology. The MEF does not, expressly or
otherwise, endorse or promote any specific prodoicservices.

© The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. All Rights Resdrve

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe
10.3.7 following statement: "Reproduced with permissiortted Metro Ethernet Forum." No user of this docotrie
o authorized to modify any of the information contdrherein.





MEF Amendment to MEF 10.3 - UNI Resiliency Enhancement

Table of Contents

1. List of Contributing MEMDEIS .......uiiiiiiiee e 1
2. ADSITACT. ..ttt e 1
3. o To [¥ox 1 o] o TP 1
4. Changesto Table 1 0f MEF 10.3.........ouvuiiimmmmm e eeeeeeieeeeeeettiiis s e e e e e e e e e e nnaaeeaaeeeeees 1
5.  Changes to Section 9.4 Of MEF 10.3.......uuiiiiiiii et s 2
6. Changes to Section 9.5 0Of MEF 10.3........ooiciimiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiies e e e e eeeeeeeeeaeeees 2
7. Changes to Section 14 inN MEF 10.3.......uiiiiiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiiee e e e eeeeeeeeeeeees 6
8.  New Appendix for MEF 10.3 ......oouiiiiiiiiiiimme e ee ettt s s e e e e e e e e e e e eeeaeeeeeeeesenennnn 7
S T S L= (=] 1= g o] PP RSSTPPPP 9
List of Figures
Figure A - 1 — Multiple Physical LINKS @t @ UNlu.......ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 3
List of Tables
Table A -1 - Terminology and ACIONYIMS.......coummeereuiieiieeeeeeeeeeerreeeerrnnnrnn e aaaaeees 2
Table A - 2 — Allowed Values for the UNI Resilien8grvice Attribute ..............cceevviiiiiieeee. 3
Table A - 3 — Example of Port Conversation ID toghgpation Link Map for a UNI................... 5
MEF © The Metro Ethemet Forum 2015. Any reproductibthis document, or any portion thereof, shalltaimthe  Page i
1037 following statement: "Reproduced with permissiortie Metro Ethernet Forum.” No user of this docatis

authorized to modify any of the information contdrherein.





10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

MEF Amendment to MEF 10.3 - UNI Resiliency Enhancement

1. List of Contributing Members

The following members of the MEF participated ie ttevelopment of this document and have
requested to be included in this list.

Editor Note 1:  will update this section at LB process

2. Abstract

This document amends MEF 10.3 [1] to enhance UNdilRacy Service Attribute to include
multiple physical links at a UNI that can carry 8ee Frames simultaneously.

3. Introduction
This amendment updates the UNI Resiliency Servitebite with mechanisms and constraints
to support Service Frame distribution over the mpldtphysical links at a given UNI where Ser-
vice Frames may be mapped to the same EVC or elifféf\VCs. The document is aligned with a
traffic distribution method specified in IEEE S&D2.1AX-2014™ [A] and requires supporting
C-VID based traffic distribution at a given UNI.
This document makes the following changes to MERB.10

* Adds the terms in Table A - 1 of this document ih&ble 1 in MEF10.3.

» Updates the last paragraph in Section 9.4.

* Replaces Section 9.5 in MEF10.3.

* Adds a new reference into Section 14 in MEF10.3.

* Adds an Appendix D into MEF10.3.

4. Changes to Table 1 of MEF 10.3

Add the entries in Table A - 1 to Table 1 of MERLO.

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 1
10.3.7 following statement: "Reproduced with permissiortted Metro Ethernet Forum." No user of this docotrie
o authorized to modify any of the information contdrherein.





22

23

24

25
26

27

28
29
30
31

32

33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41

42

ME F Amendment to MEF 10.3 - UNI Resiliency Enhancement

Term Definition Source

Link Number ID A value uniquely assigned to each Adapted from IEEE Std
physical link at a given UNI. Value:802.1AX-2014 [A]
Integer, 0~65535

Link Selection Priority | A sequence of Link Number IDs | IEEE Std 802.1AX-
List that indicates link usage order acq 2014 [A]

cording to each link operational
state.

Port Conversation ID | An identifier for a set of Service | Adapted from IEEE Std
Frames that are selected to pass | 802.1AX-2014 [A]
over a physical link at a given UNJ|.

Table A - 1 - Terminology and Acronyms

5. Changes to Section 9.4 of MEF 10.3
Replace the last paragraph in Section 9.4 of MEFFMth the following paragraph:

When the value of the Number of Links is more tloae, a protection mechanism is required
and identified with UNI Resiliency Service Attrilmjtsee Section 9.5 below.

6. Changes to Section 9.5 of MEF 10.3

Replace Section 9.5 in MEF10.3 with the followiregson. Note that “Active/Standby” replaces
the value “2-Link Aggregation” used in MEF10.3 [dnid is retained for backward compatibility
with MEF10.3 where the standby link is set via toafiguration as specified in Clause 5.6.1 of
IEEE Std 802.1AX — 2008 [1].

9.5 UNI Resiliency Attribute

A UNI may contain one or more physical links. Whealtiple physical links are configured at a
UNI, the individual links may terminate at the sadevice at the CEN and/or at the Subscriber,
or at different devices at the CEN and/or at thbs8tiber. Figure A - 1 illustrates some configu-
ration examples. Figure A - 1 (a) is configuredhattiree physical links that all terminate on one
device at the CEN and one device at the Subsciigure A - 1(b) is configured with two links
that terminate at different devices at the CENdiuhe same device at the Subscriber; Figure A -
1(c) is configured with four physical links thatri@nate at two devices at the CEN and two de-
vices at the Subscriber. The details regarding wbastitutes a CEN device or Subscriber de-
vice are beyond the scope of this document.

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 2
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Figure A - 1 — Multiple Physical Links at a UNI

The UNI Resiliency specified in this section is agiic to whether the individual links terminate
on a single device or multiple devices at the CEN at the Subscriber.

The UNI Resiliency Service Attribute value is orfe'done,” “Active/Standby,” “All Active,”
or “Other.” The value of this attribute is depenton the value of the Number of Links Service
Attribute.

[A1-R1] If the value for the Number of Links Service Atuilke is one, then the UNI
Resiliency Service AttributMUST be set to “None.”

[A1-R2] If the value for the Number of Links Service Attitie is two, then the UNI
Resiliency Service AttributMUST be set to one of “Active/Standby,” “All
Active,” or “Other.”

[A1-R3] If the value for the Number of Links Service Attitle is three or more, then

the UNI Resiliency Service AttribufdUST be set to either “All Active” or
“Other.”

Table A - 2 summarizes the above requirements

Number of Links | “None” | “Active/Standby” “All Active”  [‘Other”
1 v ] ] ]
2 0 V1 V1 V1
3 or more O [ V1 V1

Table A - 2 — Allowed Values for the UNI Resiliencyservice Attribute

The following requirements depend on the valuenefWNI Resiliency Service Attribute. When
the “All Active” value is used, a link that doestrmarry traffic under normal condition (i.e., a
"standby" link) can be specified using the Port @Gaeation ID to Aggregation Link Map Ser-
vice Attribute (see Section9.5.1).

[A1-R4]

[A1-R5]

[A1-R6]

When the UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set'Aztive/Standby,” the
CEN and CEMUST implement Link Aggregation as specified in either
Clause 5.6.1 of IEEE Std 802.1AX — 2008 [1] or Gw6.7.1 of IEEE Std
802.1AX-2014 [A] with one Link Aggregation Group AG) across the
links supporting the UNI and with one link in agimode and the other in
standby mode.

When the UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set'Adl Active”, the CEN
and CEMUST use Link Aggregation as specified in Clause 5.8&E Std
802.1AX-2014 [A] including the use of version 2 LRDOUs as specified in
Clause 5.3.1h of IEEE Std 802.1AX -2014 [A].

When the UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set'Adl Active”, the CEN
and CEMUST use "Per-service frame distribution” as specifiedClause
8.2 of IEEE Std 802.1AX-2014 [A], where the Portr@ersation ID is

MEF
10.3.z

© The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe
following statement: "Reproduced with permissiortted Metro Ethernet Forum." No user of this docotrie

Page 3

authorized to modify any of the information contdrherein.





77
78

79
80
81
82

83
84
85

86
87
88

89

90
91
92

93
94
95

96
97
98

99
100
101
102
103
104

105
106
107

108
109
110
111
112
113
114

MEF Amendment to MEF 10.3 - UNI Resiliency Enhancement

equal to the VLAN ID for Tagged Service Frames aqdal to O for Un-
tagged Service Frames.

Note that [A1-R6] refers to C-Tag VLAN ID not CE-YAN ID that is defined in Section 9.9.
For VLAN Tagged Service Frames, C-Tag VLAN ID anB-ELAN ID are identical; for Un-
tagged Service Frames and Priority Tagged Serwiamés, C-Tag VLAN ID, i.e. 0, and CE-
VLAN ID are different.

[A1-O1] When the UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set'‘@ther,” any other re-
siliency mechanisnMAY be implemented by a mutual agreement between
the Subscriber and the Service Provider.

The mechanisms referred to in [A1-O1] are beyordsttope of this document. Hence require-
ments for when the value of the UNI Resiliency &svAttribute is “Other” are beyond the
scope of this document.

9.5.1 Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map Service Attribute

The Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map\gee Attribute is required when the UNI
Resiliency Service Attribute is set to “All Activeand can be used when the UNI Resiliency
Service Attribute value is set to “Other”.

[A1-R7] When the UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set‘#dl Active”, the Ser-
vice Provider and the SubscriddtJST mutually agree on the values of the
Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map Seevisttribute.

Note that the Port Conversation ID to AggregationkLMap Service Attribute is equivalent to
the aAggConversationAdminLink that is defined irm@e 7.3.1 of IEEE Std 802.1AX-2014
[Al

The Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Mapgee Attribute contains the mappings of
Port Conversation ID value (see [A1-R6]) and a lagkection priority list at a given UNI. The
link selection priority list is a sequence of LiNumber IDs, in the order of usage preference,
highest to lowest, for the corresponding link tbatries the Service Frames that contain that Port
Conversation ID. The value of Link Number ID isiateger that is in range of 0-65535 accord-
ing to IEEE Std 802.1AX-2014 [A].

[A1-R8] The Service Provider and the SubscribisST mutually agree on the same
and unique value of Link Number ID to identify eaatysical link at a giv-
en UNI.

The Service Frames distribution at CEN and CE &taon the agreed values in the Port Con-
versation ID to Aggregation Link Map Service Atuie. If the first link in a link selection pri-
ority list is operational, all the Service Framaghwihat Port Conversation ID are carried on that
link in both directions. If the first link failshen the second link in the list is used if the selco
link is operational, and so on. If all links in thst fails, the Service Frames with the correspond
ing Port Conversation ID will not be carried oveetUNI in both directions, i.e. the Service
Frames will be dropped at CEN and CE, even iflatlivat is not in the list is still operational.

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 4
10.3.7 following statement: "Reproduced with permissiortted Metro Ethernet Forum." No user of this docotrie
o authorized to modify any of the information contdrherein.





115
116
117
118
119
120
121

122
123
124
125
126

127
128
129
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140

141

142

143
144
145

146
147
148

MEF Amendment to MEF 10.3 - UNI Resiliency Enhancement

The length of the link selection priority list ing Port Conversion ID to Aggregation Link Map
Service Attribute reflects the resilience level foe Service Frames with the corresponding Port
Conversation ID. The shorter of the length meardédhs resilience that the LAG provides. Thus
the length of the link selection priority list cére less than or equal to the value of the UNI
Number of Links Service Attribute. Note that a PGdnversation ID may have an empty link
selection priority list in the Port Conversation i®Aggregation Link Map Service Attribute at a
given UNI.

If a Link Number ID at a given UNI is not listed #® first in any of the link selection priority

lists in the Port Conversation ID to Link AggregatiMap Service Attribute, it means that the
link does not carry any Data Service Frames whidims at the UNI are operational. This is the
way to reserve a link for the protection purposemwthe UNI Resiliency Service Attribute is set
to “All Active”.

Table A - 3 illustrates an example of the valuethefPort Conversation ID to Aggregation Link
Map Service Attribute at the UNI that contains thghysical links with Link Number IDs, 10,
11, and 12, respectively. In this example, six Rmmversation IDs have a non-empty link selec-
tion priority list while other Port Conversation slhave an empty link selection priority list at
the UNI. As shown in the Table A - 3, the link s#ien priority list for Port Conversation IDs 0,
1, and 4 contains Link Number IDs 10, 12, and 1e Tink selection priority list for Port Con-
versation ID 5 has 11, 12, and 10; the list fort@mnversation ID 10 has 11, 10, and 12; the list
for Port Conversation ID 1000 has 11 and 10. Ia éxample, link 12 is not used when both link
10 and 11 are operational. Thus link 12 is usedfotection purposes. The example also indi-
cates that the Service Frames with Port Conversdile 5 and 10 are carried over link 11 when
that link is operational; when link 11 fails, ther@ice Frames with Port Conversation ID 5 are
carried over link 12 and the Service Frames witht Bonversation ID 10 are carried over link
10. The Service Frames with Port Conversation IDOL@ the example has less resilience than
the Service Frames with Port Conversation IDs @, 5, and 10.

Port Conversation 1D Link Selection Priority List (decreasing order)
0,1 4 10, 12,11

5 11, 12,10

10 11, 10,12

1000 11, 10

All others values

Table A - 3 — Example of Port Conversation ID to Agregation Link Map for a UNI

Note that the example of Port Conversation ID tgwgation Link Map in Table A - 3 is an ab-
straction. This description does not constrain b contents can be described in a protocol,
database, service order form, etc.

The values in the Port Conversion ID to Aggregatiotk Map Service Attribute are only used
for Service Frames distribution at a give UNI. WhEEVC a Service Frame is mapped to at the
UNI is determined by the CE-VLAN ID/EVC Map Servidgttribute (See Section 9.10 in

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 5
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MEF Amendment to MEF 10.3 - UNI Resiliency Enhancement

MEF10.3). The Port Conversation ID to AggregatiankLMap should normally be configured
to ensure that all CE-VLAN IDs that are mappedh® EVCs at the UNI are carried across the
UNI with or without resiliency. When the map doed have this property, the Subscriber is like-
ly to experience large Service Frame loss for aneare EVCs.

Note that, when the UNI Resilience Service Attrébig set to “All Active”, the Port Conversa-
tion ID to Aggregation Link Map Service Attribute required even when All-To-One Bundling
is set to “Enabled” at the UNI.

[A1-D1] At a given UNI, if an EVC has more than one CE-VLADN mapped to it,
l.e. the UNI Bundling or All-To-One Bundling SereicAttribute is set to
“Enabled,” the Service Provid&HOULD support a Port Conversation 1D
to Aggregation Link Map such that Service Frameshwdifferent CE-
VLAN IDs in the EVC can appear on different physilaks.

Note: this is a desirable recommendation, rathem hrequirement, as there may be cases where
supporting such a map can be difficult. For examiplihe different links happen to terminate on
different devices at a UNI, and an EVC with muki@E-VLAN IDs at the UNI such that frames
with different CE-VLAN IDs are distributed acrodsetdifferent devices, the implementation of
performance measurement requires real-time synidaton on the performance data across the
different devices.

At a given UNI, the Service Provider can use Ingridandwidth Profile(s) and/or Egress Band-
width Profile(s). The following requirement appliesly when Bandwidth Profile(s) is used at a
given UNI.

[A1-R9] When Ingress Bandwidth Profiles and/or Egress BaudlitiwProfiles are
used at a given UNI, the Service ProvidBdST support a Port Conversa-
tion ID to Aggregation Link Map such that all SexiFrames that map to a
given Envelope are carried on the same link.

Note that when Service Frames that map to a givarelgpe are carried on different links, it
may be difficult to apply the Bandwidth Profile Algthm at the UNI-N, and it may be difficult
for the Subscriber to apply shaping at the UNI-€3pecially if the different links happen to ter-
minate on different devices. The Service Providar offer a Port Conversation ID to Aggrega-
tion Link Map where Service Frames that map tovamiEnvelope are carried on different links,
if they have the capability to apply the Bandwittofile algorithm to such frames (or if there is
no Bandwidth Profile configured at the UNI). Hovweey[A1-R9] requires the Service Provider
to also support a map where Service Frames thatonagiven Envelope are carried on a single
link if this is desired by the Subscriber.

7. Changes to Section 14 in MEF 10.3
The following reference is added to Section 14 iBAVLO.3.

[A] IEEE Std 802.1AX-2014IEEE Standard for Local and metropolitan area natikgo—
Link AggregationDecember 2014.

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 6
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8. New Appendix for MEF 10.3

Add the following text as Appendix D in MEF 10.3.

Appendix D Examples of MEF Services with All-Active UNIs

This appendix contains some examples of MEF seswaéh All-Active UNIs configurations.
There are many ways to configure a service buséation does not intend to cover all the cases.
Sections D.1 through D.5 are a sequence of examophearious All-Active UNIs configurations
with increasing complexity from example to example.all examples there are two physical
links, composing the UNI, link 1 and link 2, anatbNI Resiliency Service Attribute at UNI-A

is set to “All-Active”.

Note: In the following examples, for ease of dg#ovn, we assume that all Service Frames in-
clude tags with non-zero VLAN ID, thus VLAN ID = G¥LAN ID.

D.1 Single EVC, Single Map Entry

There is a single EVC at the UNIs, EVC-A.

This could be a private service (all-to-one bundlidl) or a virtual private service. In the ex-
ample we use (without loss of generality) a virtpalvate service. Two CE-VLAN IDs are
mapped to EVC-A, 13 and 14. At UNI-A, both VLAN IRge mapped to the same row of the
Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map aswhdelow:

Port Conversation ID | Link Selection Priority List
13,14 1,2
All other values

In this case all traffic for the EVC will traverdiek 1 as long as it is operational and switch to
link 2 when link 1 is not available. (As a sideuss note that UNI-B in the EVC does not have
any resiliency configured).

D.2 Single EVC, Multiple Map Entries

Same EVC as D.1, but the two VLAN IDs are mappedifferent rows of the Port Conversation
to Aggregation Link Map. (Exemplifying requiremgatl-D1]).

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 7
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Port Conversation ID | Link Selection Priority List
13 1,2
14 2,1
All other values

In this case all VLAN 13 traffic will use link 1 dnVLAN 14 traffic will use link 2 as long as
both links are operational. If either link failggth VLAN IDs will end up on the same link.

D.3 Two EVCs, Multiple Map Entries

This example adds EVC-B with CE-VLAN ID 23 mappedtt EVC-A is as in the previous two
examples. This would look like the following figure

UNI-B i ’
N B

The Port Conversation ID to Aggregation Link Map feese EVCs could be configured as fol-
lows:

Port Conversation ID | Link Selection Priority List
13 1,2
14, 23 2,1
All other values

In this case, VLAN 13 traffic (EVC-A) will use link and VLAN 14 traffic (EVC-A) and VLAN
23 traffic (EVC-B) will use Link 2 as long as bo#ine operational. If either link fails, all three
VLAN IDs (both EVCs) will end up on the same link.

D.4 Two EVCs, Multiple CoS, No Shared Token Bandwidth Profiles

In this case, it has the same two EVCs as in Dh&.HVC-A has two classes of service, H and L
which are differentiated by the CE-VLAN CoS (PCR)d (or possibly the IP DSCP field). Both
VLANSs (13 and 14) carry packets in both classeses¥ice. EVC-B only has H class of service.
There is an EVC per CoS bandwidth profile for ealelss of service on each EVC but no shared
bandwidth profiles (i.e. all Envelopes have onlsiregle flow). The configuration of the EVCs is
shown in the following table:

MEF © The Metro Ethernet Forum 2015. Any reproductthis document, or any portion thereof, shallteemthe Page 8
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EVC CE-VLAN ID Class of Service Name
EVC-A | 13,14 H, L (based on PCP or DSCP
EVC-B | 23 H

Since the H traffic on EVC-A is spread across HoHVLANS, both CE-VLANs must be on the
same physical link since the bandwidth profile &sdéd on CoS (following requirement [Al-
R9]). EVC-B can be on a different physical linkeant is policed in a separate envelope. There-
fore the Port Conversation to Aggregation Link Maplld look like this:

Port Conversation ID | Link Selection Priority List
13,14 1,2
23 2,1
All other values

D.5 Two EVCs, Multiple CoS, Shared Token Bandwidth Profiles

This case has the same two EVCs as in D.3/D.4 dwtthere are two Bandwidth Profile Enve-
lopes. The first envelope has the H class of serfrmm each of the EVCs and the second enve-
lope has the L class of service. If the Servicevigley configures the UNI such that all frames
that map to a given Envelope are mapped to the sakn§A1-R9] mandates this to be support-
ed), then all of the VLAN IDs must map to the sdimk. Since the H class of service in EVC-A
and EVC-B are mapped to the same Envelope, the mastto the same link. So in this case the
Port Conversation to Aggregation Link Map must hamby a single entry:

Port Conversation ID | Link Selection Priority List
13, 14, 23 1,2
All other values
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