	REQUEST FOR ACTION (RFA)

	1.  Review Type
	2.  RFA No.
	3.  Review Date

	USA System Requirements Review
	452/345-37
	5/12/08

	4.  Title

	Layer 2/Layer 3 Confusion

	5.  Action

	The slides mix Layer 2 and Layer 3 interfaces somewhat a in-discriminatory fashion. Concepts for Layer 2 and Layer 3 needs to include clear context due to the distinct differences in these interfaces.
7/9/08 See updated response below.

	
	Reference

	
	Slides 19, 20, 22, 24, 25

	6.  Originator/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail

	Andy Operchuck GSFC 732  jonathan.a.operchuk@nasa.gov  410-562-0495

	7.  Assigned To/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail
	Due Date

	Asoka Dissanayake/ITT Code 452/301-486-4204/Asoka.dissanayake@itt.com
	May 26, 2008

	8.  Response

	      The following text in Section 3 of the SRD should clarify the OSI Layers issue:

USA functions performed on customer data are limited to the OSI layers 1 and 2 only. OSI layer 3 functions such as customer data routing based on IP address and Quality of Service (QOS) provisioning, including bandwidth management, are not performed by the USA. Customers requiring IP data transport through the SN must ensure that the traffic offered to the network matches with the bandwidth allocated on the RF link, and the IP datagram size matches with the underlying network frame size.

USA performs higher layer functions (layer 3 and above) to provide the following services:

                      WDISC

                      SLE

                      Radiometric Tracking data delivery

                      Delivery of line outage recording

These services require a TCP/IP connection between the USA Gateway and the customer MOC. Data flow diagrams illustrating the OSI layer processing involved in each of the above service are provided by the USA Concept of Operation document.
7/9/08 NISN and Larry Kiser are working on a common terminology definitions list that will be documented in USA documententation (most likely in the SDD, per Chuck K.). When the list is completed/stabilized, Andy has agreed to close this RFA.



	9.  Response By/Organization/Telephone No./E-mail
	Date Prepared

	Asoka Dissanayake/ITT Code 452/301-486-4204/Asoka.dissanayake@itt.com
	July 9, 2008

	10.  Originator Contacted
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  No
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Yes
	Date
	9/9/2008

	11.  Disposition
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Open
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Deferred
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Closed
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Withdrawn

	12.  Comments

	OK.Thanks. We will go ahead and close RFAs 33, 34, 37, the 3 NISN RFAs.

Glad to hear that you think the Monday meetings have been useful.

Our team thinks they are also.

Denise

Neil, Please go ahead and close the above mentioned RFAs. Thanks

___________________________

From: Chris Spinolo [mailto:Michael.C.Spinolo@nasa.gov]

Sent: Wed 9/24/2008 9:40 AM

To: Frank Herman

Cc: Spinolo Chris; Gilliland, Denise - AES; Andy Operchuck

Subject: Re: SRR RFAs

Yes, that is the understanding we have.

The wording in the RFA's Denise sent me on the 9th is fine.

chris

	13.  Approval
	Signature on File
	10/6/2008

	
	___________________________________________________

Carolyn Dent – USA Review Board Chair
	__________________

Date


PAGE  
450-FORM-0002 (05/04)

Revision 2


