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Status of this Draft

This draft provides information for the grid scheduling community. Distribution of this memo is unlimited.

Copyright Notice

Copyright (c) The Grid Forum (2000).  All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

This Scheduling Request for Comments (SchedRFC) provides information about the preparation of SchedRFCs, and certain policies relating to the publication of SchedRFCs based on the IETF RFC 2223 [1]. The standard Grid Forum RFC series of notes covers a broad range of interests dealing with Grid issues in general.  The core topic of the SchedRFC series scheduling and resource management, however, this may be broadly construed at the discretion of the SchedRFC Editor(s). Memos proposed to be SchedRFCs may be submitted by any participant in the Scheduling Working Group.  To become an RFC for the overall Grid Forum, and not just the scheduling working group, another level of hoops must be jumped through, TBA.

SchedRFCs are distributed online by being stored as public access files, and a short message is sent to the distribution list (sched-wg@gridforum.org) indicating the availability of the memo. The online files are copied by the interested people and printed or displayed at their site on their equipment. This means that the format of the online files must meet the constraints of a wide variety of printing and display equipment. RFCs in IETF have been traditionally published and continue to be published in ASCII text.  For our purposes, we request both an ASCII and a PDF version be posted.

2. Editorial Policy 

Documents proposed to be SchedRFCs are reviewed by the SchedRFC Editor(s) and possibly by other reviewers he/she selects. The result of the review may be to suggest to the author some improvements to the document before publication.  Currently, the SchedRFC Editor(s) are the working group chairs. Occasionally, it may be apparent that the topic of a proposed SchedRFC is also the subject of another working group, and that the author could coordinate with that working group to the advantage of both. The usual result of this is a revised memo published for both groups.

3. Format Rules 

We would like to attempt to ensure a consistent RFC style. To do this the SchedRFC Editor(s) may choose to reformat the SchedRFC submitted. It is much easier to do this if the submission matches the style of the most recent SchedRFCs. Please do look at some recent SchedRFCs and prepare yours in the same style. 

You must submit an editable online document to the SchedRFC Editor(s). The SchedRFC Editor(s) may require or make minor changes in format or style and will insert the actual SchedRFC number.  A Word version of this document with proper formatting is also available on-line for those of you using that editor[2], however, ASCII submission is required.

4. Page Format Guidelines

Each page must be limited to 58 lines followed by a form feed on a line by itself. Each line must be limited to 72 characters followed by carriage return and line feed. No overstriking (or underlining) is allowed. These "height" and "width" constraints include any headers, footers, page numbers, or left side indenting.

Do not fill the text with extra spaces to provide a straight right margin. Do not do hyphenation of words at the right margin. Do not use footnotes. If such notes are necessary, put them at the end of a section, or at the end of the document.

Use single spaced text within a paragraph, and one blank line between paragraphs.

Note that the number of pages in a document and the page numbers on which various sections fall will likely change with reformatting. Thus cross references in the text by section number usually are easier to keep consistent than cross references by page number. 

SchedRFCs in ASCII Format should be submitted to the SchedRFC Editor(s) in e-mail 

PostScript format should have a standard page size is 8 1/2 by 11 inches. Margins should be 1 inch on all sides (top, bottom, left, and right). The main text should have a point size of no less than 10 points with a line spacing of 12 points. 

Footnotes and graph notations no smaller than 8 points with a line spacing of 9.6 points. Three fonts are acceptable: Helvetica, Times Roman, and Courier. Plus their bold-face and italic versions. These are the three standard fonts on most PostScript printers. 

Prepare diagrams and images based on lowest common denominator PostScript. Consider common PostScript printer functionality and memory requirements

Note that the number of pages in a document and the page numbers on which various sections fall will likely differ in the ASCII and the PostScript versions. Thus cross references in the text by section number usually are easier to keep consistent than cross references by page number. These PostScript rules are likely to changed and expanded as experience is gained. 

5. Headers and Footers 

There is the first page heading, the running headers, and the running footers.

5a. First Page 

Please see the front page of this memo for an example of the front page heading. On the first page there is no running header. The top of the first page has the following items: 

Scheduling Working Group

The traditional heading for the group that founded the SchedRFC series. This appears on the first line on the left hand side of the heading. 

Request for Comments: nnnn 

Identifies this as a request for comments and specifies the number. Indicated on the second line on the left side. The actual number is filled in at the last moment before publication by the SchedRFC Editor(s). 

Author 

The author's name (first initial and last name only) indicated on the first line on the right side of the heading. 

Organization 

The author's organization, indicated on the second line on the right side. 

Date 

This is the Month and Year of the SchedRFC Publication. Indicated on the third line on the right side. 

Updates or Obsoletes 

If this SchedRFC Updates or Obsoletes another SchedRFC, this is indicated as third line on the left side of the heading. (See Section 11 for more information.)

 Category 

The category of this SchedRFC, one of: Standards Track, Best Current Practice, Informational, or Experimental. This is indicated on the third (if there is no Updates or Obsoletes indication) or fourth line of the left side. (See section 6 for more information.)

Other Numbers 

Other numbers in the IETF RFC series of notes include the subseries of FYI (For Your Information) [3], BCP (Best Current Practice) [4], and STD (Standard) [5]. The Grid Forum may adopt something similar, in which case these will be placed on the left side. 

Title 

The title appears, centered, below the rest of the heading. Periods or "dots" in the titles are not allowed. 

If there are multiple authors and if the multiple authors are from multiple organizations the right side heading may have additional lines to accommodate them and to associate the authors with the organizations properly. 

5b. Running Headers 

The running header in one line (on page 2 and all subsequent pages) has the RFC number on the left (RFC NNNN), the (possibly nshortened form) title centered, and the date (Month Year) on the right. 

5c. Running Footers 

The running footer in one line (on all pages) has the author's last name on the left, category centered, and the page number on the right ([Page N]).

6. Status Section 

Each RFC for IETF includes a “Status” section which two elements: (1) a paragraph describing the type of the RFC, and (2) the distribution statement.

We have modified these categories, and this section should contain one of the following statements.

Standards Track

“This document specifies a standards track protocol for the grid scheduling community. Discussion and suggestions for improvements are requested. Distribution of this memo is unlimited.”

Best Current Practice

“This document specifies a best current practices for the grid scheduling community. Discussion and suggestions for improvements are requested. Distribution of this memo is unlimited.”

Experimental

“This document defines an experimental protocol for the grid scheduling community, but not a standard. Discussion and suggestions for improvements are requested. Distribution of this memo is unlimited.”

Informational

“This memo provides information for the grid scheduling community. Distribution of this memo is unlimited.

7. Copyright Notice 

Immediately following the Status section the statement, "Copyright (C) The Grid Forum (date). All Rights Reserved." is placed. Also, see Section 11 for the full statement that must appear at the end of the document. 

8. Introduction Section 

Each RFC should have an Introduction section that (among other things) explains the motivation for the RFC and (if appropriate) describes the applicability of the protocol described.  If the RFC does not discuss a protocol/standard, then a clarification of the purpose of the document should be made.  For example, the document could:

Focus the discussion on a particular problem and possible methods of solution, while not proposing a single solution or standard, but with the goal of generating a consensus to the problem.

Present a topic of interest to the community, which may or may not be directly relevant to the research problems under discussion by the working group

Be a status report of a current project/implementation underway

9. References Section 

Nearly all RFCs contain citations to other documents, and these are listed in a References section near the end of the RFC. There are many styles for references, and the RFCs have one of their own. Please follow the reference style used in recent RFCs. See the reference section of this RFC for an example. 

10. Author's Address Section 

Each RFC must have at the very end a section giving the author's address, including the name and postal address, the telephone number, (optional: a FAX number) and the Internet email address.

11. Relation to other RFCs 

Sometimes an RFC adds information on a topic discussed in a previous RFC or completely replaces an earlier RFC. There are two terms used for these cases respectively, Updates and Obsoletes. A document that obsoletes an earlier document can stand on its own. A document that merely updates an earlier document cannot stand on its own; it is something that must be added to or inserted into the previously existing document, and has limited usefulness independently. The terms Supercedes and Replaces are no longer used. 

Updates 

To be used as a reference from a new item that cannot be used alone (i.e., one that supplements a previous document), to refer to the previous document. The newer publication is a part that will supplement or be added on to the existing document; e.g., an addendum, or separate, extra information that is to be added to the original document. 

Obsoletes 

To be used to refer to an earlier document that is replaced by this document. This document contains either revised information, or else all of the same information plus some new information, however extensive or brief that new information is; i.e., this document can be used alone, without reference to the older document.

 For example: 

On the Assigned Numbers RFCs the term Obsoletes should be used since the new document actually incorporate new information (however brief) into the text of existing information and is more up-to-date than the older document, and hence, replaces it and makes it Obsoletes. 

In lists of RFCs or the RFC-Index (but not on the RFCs themselves) the following may be used with early documents to point to later documents. 

Obsoleted-by 

To be used to refer to the newer document(s) that replaces the older document. 

Updated-by 

To be used to refer to the newer section(s) which are to be added to the existing, still used, document. 
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