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Abstr act

Thi s docunent defines a Uniform Resource Nanme (URN) nanespace
identifier enabling the generation of URNs that are appropriate for
use in docunmentation and in URN-rel ated testing and experinmentation

Status of This Meno
Thi s meno docunents an | nternet Best Current Practice.

This docunent is a product of the Internet Engi neering Task Force
(IETF). It represents the consensus of the |IETF community. It has
recei ved public review and has been approved for publication by the
I nternet Engineering Steering Group (IESG. Further information on
BCPs is available in Section 2 of RFC 5741.

I nformation about the current status of this docunent, any errata,
and how to provide feedback on it may be obtai ned at
http://ww. rfc-editor.org/info/rfc6963

Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) 2013 I ETF Trust and the persons identified as the
docunent authors. Al rights reserved.

This docunent is subject to BCP 78 and the | ETF Trust’'s Lega
Provisions Relating to | ETF Docunents
(http://trustee.ietf.org/license-info) in effect on the date of
publication of this docunment. Please review these docunents
carefully, as they describe your rights and restrictions with respect
to this docunent. Code Conponents extracted fromthis docunent nust
include Sinplified BSD License text as described in Section 4.e of
the Trust Legal Provisions and are provided without warranty as
described in the Sinplified BSD License.
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1. Introduction

The Uni form Resource Nanme (URN) technol ogy [ RFC2141] provides a way
to generate persistent, |ocation-independent resource identifiers.
The primary "scope" of a URN is provided by its nanespace identifier
(NID). As specified in [RFC3406], there are three kinds of N Ds:
formal, informal, and experinental. Mst of the NIDs registered to
date are fornmal. As far as is known, the few informal nanmespaces
have not been wi dely used, and the experinental namespaces are by
definition unregistered.

The experinental nanespaces take the form"X-NID' (where "NID' is the
desired nanmespace identifier). Because the "X-" convention has been
deprecated in general [RFC6648], it seens sensible to achieve the
sanme objective in a different way. Therefore, this docunent
registers a formal namespace identifier of "exanple", simlar to
"exanpl e. com and ot her domai n names [ RFC2606]. Under the "exanple"
NI D, specification authors and code devel opers can nmint URNs for use
in docunentation and in URN-rel ated testing and experinentation by
assigning their own uni que Namespace Specific Strings w thout fear of
conflicts with current or future actual URNs. Such URNs are intended
for use as exanples in docunentation, testing of code for URN and URI
processing, URN-rel ated experinmentation, invalid URNs, and ot her
simlar uses. They are not intended for testing non-URl code or for
bui | di ng hi gher-1evel applications for use over the Internet or
private networks (e.g., as XM. nanespace nanes), since it is
relatively easy to nmint URIs whose authority conmponent is a donmain
nane controlled by the person or organization that w shes to engage
in such testing and experinentation

2. Term nol ogy
The key words "MJST", "MJST NOT", "REQUI RED', "SHALL", "SHALL NOT",
"SHOULD', "SHOULD NOT", "RECOMMENDED', "NOT RECOMMVENDED', "MAY", and

"OPTIONAL" in this docunment are to be interpreted as described in
[ RFC2119] .
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3. Conpl eted Nanmespace Definition Tenplate
3.1. Nanespace |ID
The Nanespace | D "exanpl e" has been assigned.
3.2. Registration Information
Version 1
Dat e: 2013-04-24
3.3. Declared Registrant of the Nanespace
Regi stering organi zation: |ETF
Desi gnated contact: IESG iesg@etf.org
3.4. Declaration of Syntactic Structure
URNs that use the "exanple" N D shall have the followi ng structure
ur n: exanpl e: { NSS}
The Nanespace Specific String (NSS) is a mandatory string of ASCI
characters [RFC20] that conforns to the URN syntax requirenents
[ RFC2141] and provides a nane that is useful within the rel evant
docunent ati on exanple, test suite, or other application.

3.5. Relevant Ancillary Docunentation

See [ RFC6648] for information about deprecation of the "X-"
convention in protocol paraneters and identifiers.

3.6. Identifier Uniqueness Considerations

Those who mint exanple URNs ought to strive for uniqueness in the
Nanmespace Specific String portion of the URN. However, such

uni queness cannot be guaranteed through the assignment process.
Therefore, it is NOT RECOMVENDED for inplenenters to use exanple URNs
for any purposes other than docunentation, private testing, and truly
experinental contexts.

3.7. ldentifier Persistence Considerations
Once minted, an exanple URN is immutable. However, it is sinply a

string; and there is no guarantee that the docunentation, test suite,
or other application using the URN is inmmutable.
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3.8. Process of Identifier Assignnent
Assignnent is conpletely open, since anyone can nint exanple URNs for
use in docunentation, private testing, and other experinenta
cont exts.

3.9. Process for ldentifier Resolution
Exanpl e URNs are not intended to be resolved, and the nanespace wil|l
probably never be registered with a Resolution Discovery System
(except to sinply informrequesters that such URNs are nerely
exanpl es).

3.10. Rules for Lexical Equivalence

No special considerations; the rules for |exical equival ence
specified in [ RFC2141] apply.

3.11. Conformance with URN Synt ax
No special considerations

3.12. Validation Mechani sm
None

3.13. Scope
The scope of an exanple URN is limted to the docunentation in which
it is found, the test in which it is used, the experinent in which it
appears, etc. Exanple URNs have no neani ng outside such strictly
limted contexts.

4. Nanespace Consi derations

No existing formal nanespace enables entities to generate URNs that
are appropriate for use as exanples in docunentation and in

URN-rel ated testing and experinmentation. 1t could be argued that no
such formal nanespace is needed, given that experinmental nanespaces
can be minted at will. However, experinental nanespaces run afoul of

the trend away fromusing the "X-" convention in the nanmes of
protocol paranmeters and identifiers [ RFC6648]. Additionally, in
practice, specification authors often mnt exanples using fake N Ds
that go unregi stered because they are never intended to be used. To
nmninize the possibility of confusion, use of this dedicated exanple
nanespace i s recomended for generating exanpl e URNs.
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5. Community Consi derations

The "exanple" NID is intended to provide a clean, easily recogni zabl e
space for minting exanples to be used in docunentation and in

URN-rel ated testing and experinmentation. The NSS is best as a unique
string, generated by the person, organization, or other entity that
creates the docunentation, test suite, or other application. There
is no issuing authority for exanple URNs, and it is not intended that
they can be resolved in any meani ngful way.

The "exanple” N D does not obviate the need to coordinate with

i ssuing authorities for existing nanespaces (e.g., mnting

"urn: exanpl e: xnpp: foo" instead of requesting issuance of

"urn: xnpp: foo"), to register new nanespace identifiers if existing
namespaces do not match one’'s desired functionality (e.g., mnting
"urn: exanpl e: sha- 1: 29ead03e784b2f 636a23f f f f 95ed12b56e2f 2637" i nst ead
of registering the "sha-1" NID), or to respect the basic spirit of
URN NI D assignnent (e.g., setting up shadow NI Ds such as

"urn: exanpl e: MyConpany: *" instead of using, say, HITP URIs).

6. Security Considerations

Thi s docunment introduces no additional security considerations beyond
those associated with the use and resolution of URNs in general

7. | ANA Consi derations
Thi s docunent defines a URN NID registration of "exanple", which | ANA

has added to the "Formal URN Nanespaces" registry. The conpleted
registration tenplate can be found in Section 3.
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