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IPv6 Subnet Addressing Plan
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Figure. 1 IPv6 address structure
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Rank  Name  IPv6%
1 KDDI 2516 40.98%
2 SoftBank BB 17676 36.02%
3 OCN/ plala 4713 29.13%
4 So-net 2527 40.32%
5 BIGLOBE 2518 44.79%
6 NTT docomo 9605 7.05%
7 ctc 18126 51.22%
8 Il 2497 17.05%
9 TOKAI 10010 21.83%
10 @nifty 2510 11.31%
11 iTSCOM 9365 14.53%
12 Sony Global Solutions 9619 99.68%
13 star cat 17529 22.08%
14 VECTANT 2519 1.44%
15 K-Opticom 17511 0.53%
16 bit-drive 9600 13.15%
17 SINET 2907 1.59%
18 SuperCSl 2506 43.20%
19 TDNC 9354 1.97%
20 Keio University 38635 31.21%,

As of 18 June 2018
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Global IPv6
Adoption

Japan 43%
USA 48%
France 43%
India 45%
Switzerland 50%

Internet core 75.04%
Global content 53.75%

Japan
Py6 Deployment 42.57% (Prefixes : 44.8% | Transit AS : 8477% | Content : 41.43% | Usars : 19.6%) Users 24.44%
Redative Index 6.4 out of 10 —~——

Discover how your >
country compares

dfnalr.
IPv6 Content cisco
. deployment M-E LI

42.57% 44.80% 84.77% 41.43%  19.6%

‘ *El 48.04% 34.98% 67.32% 52.63%  32.9%
AR 45.05% 21.53% 68.91% 60.91%  22.6%
) 53.07% 48.61% 85.06% 57.46%  31.3% "
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Community-wide trends:

Internet evolution and external technology advancement
increasing pressure on DNS relevance and ICANN's legitimacy
Scalability of the community, ability to effectively address



increasing demand and capacity

Increasing changes in the domain name industry, and
emerging internet business and funding models

Increasing discussion and debate about ICANN’s mission,
and increasing pressure to broaden ICANN's role and operational
scope

Increasing demands for transparency, openness and
accountability creating additional complexity and hampering
execution

Evolving dynamics relating to power balance of the ICANN
community, Board and organization

Organisational /operational trends:
Increasing demand on ICANN organisation, staff and
resources
Increasing risk on security - both physical and cyber

Geo-political or economic trends:

Increasing concerns about effectiveness and scalability of
ICANN’s multistakeholder model

Increasing geopolitical and technical risks of fragmentation

Increasing pressure to integrate human rights, privacy and
law enforcement into government mechanisms

Increased government interventions via legislations into the
Internet Ecosystem and hence affecting ICANN

B >t PTI (Public Technical Identifiers)% 4 > IANA PR7% & 3¢ {0
PTI %3 Kim Davies ** ccNSO ¢ ¥ f4F A & 2 ? JANA 1 v
BER e 7% ?mﬂﬁ?ﬁ@bﬁﬁ? P BB R R F R in
‘5 #® AT APD @ 7 TLD AR T UE RZIMS 5 { E 4503
THEEEFWEEIREFIETE S REI L ARERIAR TR
Bh P2 L EEE 2 RAOF N WHOIS FHRE D chE &
A SEA

B3R AR TR prd XA ZIF R T EER PP pr TR

BXZ ks it G- BER ORI BRI R LT D
£ 3 ¥ Aj%g<%—ﬁﬁcwéﬁ%%?’wﬁﬂ*grﬁwﬁﬂ
%ﬁ% Boeld pry 2o



ccTLD i23#-(:2 ) PDP 1 % ] 23t 28 p (Fkw )T =& {71 (F § &>
313 ccTLD 13 #-(:8 ',)ﬁaimﬁ@#%] g7 1z B %\j\}é{fn\;}»ﬁ ,
(1) IF(IM)FA e L FE R AR (2 FHARRIE
TR AN IR R 4 eI
PR ARG~ 0 B ARDFF R F IS E G H (g
%t ccNSO ¢ R & & 2> 3% ccTLD?)

ZERE A

O ICANN AL# & FJR®E GDPR %5 7 5> 8 ¢ 5§ H fbrenr
WHOIS 94 38 2 7 o ¢t =x ICANN #& & Temporary
Specification for gTLD Registration Data » ¥+* & * EU GDPR %
if * ICANN Compliance 2_i§ & [+ 58 B F e ¥ -

Ot 5 % 2% New gTLD ¥ A /& e 2 7 fL R AT B 2 ccNSO &2
GAC fifz® Tk 5 AREFF ML o 2 ccNSO $3t
2. B TLD i p) 2+ B dg * 1ISO 3166 = fr= F ~ 5 R P >
AKRETLD R o MBI R FfE AP & I L f2 @ % XA
SHIBA S HAL SR AR TR Lt TLD 2 e 0 -

O IPv6 G PRF+fp & S4p g ¥ 2 > 3 & eh[ISPs> NTT Docomo »
KDDI % Softbank » 4% #%& = < IPv6 hpRiGs > * ISPs 3  «
fi e gt IPVA hid ¥ % i B FLEIRAS o

O 5 B ICANN F]% 2> '*’ £ 7 2 >3k DNS:F (Torf (7iuds 2 Mg

;ciﬂ #-Identifier Technology Health Indicators (ITHI) - 3%+
LBy fE3% #;; e e 58 IFL"'% 2> 7% Unique Identifiers # f % 5L v 4

%\3 /§L~%F F‘} _‘_‘ ,:-\ ITHI#&I—‘#\XA T2 ?Q—‘l,; °
ICANN T - = ¢ # #2018 & 10 * 20-26 p ** Barcelona # 7 -

7 M ICANNG2 =x ¢ :x4p B F530 > 353 o
https:/ /meetings.icann.org/en/panamacity62



