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Abstract: Lots of related researches have shown that network failures occur inevitably and frequently on the Internet. When network
failures occur, the currently deployed intra-domain routing protocol need to re-convergent. During the process of re-convergence, the
packets may be lost due to inconsistent routing information, thus greatly reducing the Internet routing availability. LFA was proposed to

« SEETH: EHR @ RE K45 (61702315, 61402253, 61872226); [ 4% 15 A8 e 4 A [ 5% A S0 0 a8 (bt S e K 2 ) T B0 A
(SKLNST-2018-1-19); [ 5% i H AW 7 K& e 1 %1l (863) (2015AA015603, 2015AA016105);

Foundation item:; National Natural Science Foundation of China (61702315, 61402253, 61872226); Open Foundation of State Key
Laboratory of Networking and Switching Technology(Beijing University of Posts and Telecommunications) (SKLNST-2018-1-19);
National High Technology Research and Development Program of China (863) (2015AA015603, 2015AA016105)

WA IR R): 2016-11-01; & BSUif fA): 2017-01-03; SR JH I []: 2017-02-15; jos 71 £kt it it [7]: 2018-03-13

CNKI P24 5% Hi i 2018-03-13 17:17:59, http://kns.cnki.net/kcms/detail/11.2560. TP.20180313.1717.003.html



BEE FLFA R0 —F AT ATk 3905

cope with all the single failure scenarios. However, the existing LFA implementation algorithms are time-consuming and require a large
amount of router CPU resources. This paper proves that when a single fault occurs in a network, it only needs to calculate the backup next
hop for a specific node. The backup next hop of all the other affected nodes by the fault is the same as that of the specific node. Based on
the above property, the paper proposes two routing protection algorithms to provide protection for networks with symmetric and
asymmetric. The results show that these approaches reduce more than 90% computation overhead compared to LFA, and achieve less than
15% path stretch. Moreover, they can provide comparable protection ratio with LFA.

Key words: network failure; IP fast re-route; routing protection; path stretch; protection ratio
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2.1 MEHEER

AR IR B 2SR I HAER 1 B T ASCH BTG 155 . W4 1T LLR IR i BCE W 8 G=(V,E), &
WV R R R B AR (T R AR B B SRR I 4 R BB I B A 0 9 48 R T R — R BE K (1,)) € B w=(i1,)) B %
Bl B AR T I 4 HR AT B i VxeV neighbor(X) R 7R 15 &L x AR RS 0 T M4 R E AT AivxyeV,
CcOSt(X,y) R R TT 5 x BT A5y BFIBAE B AR AU ST TR & s vveV,spt(v) 3R o DL 5 v iR i B8 4 A2,
BT AV BR AR R BT R S B AT Y spt(v)Hh R T R AR RO s VU eV subtree (v, u) E 2R A
spt(v) H BAT A u AR I TR R R AR A child (v,u) R AR AE spt(v) LT AR u IREE T s AR S B I IR b BE
s, H stttk 4 d,bestn(s,d) 2 7 15 s s 274 A d OB T — Bk, backn(s,d) 22 7~ 15 5 s 27 A d 4510 — Bk, sp(s,d)
FRAT s B A d IR JE RS TAE R VeV, rspt(v) 27 LA 2 v S AR IR S ) de B AR B B LS 5 v
AR R B8 T A s BT A v 9 e R BRSO T B R AT RN s Yu eV, rsubtree(v,u) 3K 7R 7E
rspt(v) LU 21 u A AR I A Y SR AR A

Table 1 Notations
Fz1 AXHAMNTS

5 “X
G=(V,E) W 26 441 b
w=(i,j) HEB%(i,)) €E B
neighbor(x) TR X AR RS A
cost(x,y) AT x B ALy IR L R AR AR
spt(v) VAT R v A R IR B T it A2
bestn(s,d) A5 s BT A d AL T — Bk
backn(s,d) S s BT A d AT Bk
sp(s,d) RS B AL d R R R AT
subtree(v,u) 7 spt(v) LAY A u AR B AT A
child(v,u) L6 spt(v) T AL u KT AR
rspt(u) A u Sk AR i) i i A A

rsubtree(v,u) 7 rspt(v) LAY A u AR A TR AR

2.2 (AR

7, T T o 08 2 P 3 PN 4% E B OSSP A1 R 4 B DR 388 50 2 Hh 1 4 15 EL A3 B B 5 AR
o AR AR A R BT H AR T — Bk SR H R s L — Bk IO I, R AR % H
BRI R SCKE 224 B 3700 T R R W 4% Hp (1 58 & i L IETF £ RFC5286 R Al 1 LFA Arifk, 3L b A5 IR i
Z1F(loop free condition, & #x LFC)~ 17 s £ 4 45 fF:(node protection condition, {&# NPC).
o LFCAE W H Mtthhl 2y d, 1 5 (s,u) esp(s,d), 24 55 26 (s,u) H IR MBS I, 5 550 s AT DLKE 4R SCHE A 2 40
meneighbor(s), 1 HAX 43 &£ cost(m,d)<cost(m,s)+cost(s,d);
o NPC:fii H bk h d,an R (s,u)esp(s,d), 415 s u IR RIS ,s o] DUKE R SO R 45 HAR JE me
neighbor(s), 24 H.1¥ 243 /& cost(m,d)<cost(m,u)+cost(u,d).
H T SEBLLFC, Y A5 s 75 53545 cost(m,d),cost(m,s) FiT cost(s,d) 1) H & (i, H v cost(s,d) 7T LM spt(s) 75 11,
1M cost(m,d) 22 M spt(m) 753 He . Ak, 24 T 3K 75 cost(m,s)F cost(m,d) (B, 5 5 s 75 2Ry 3E —HR DL m R
S F A Y A s A K AR T AN, A T 3RAF LT A AR S B H R B MR, T R s T B kAR R
BN E T A3 B0 40,5530 LFC 155 2% B a8 AT S (71 U B 0% UIAH 0GR it i S I 7 U e kA 2.
A NPC [ s 8 J7 2R LFC (#5285 O A0 [ 140, BT AAS T2 4 ) 3.
FHEZEEIE I A 1 LFC LIy B 1 RN DAAT A s S AR I B8 s A, L o S SR IR AZ A L (R BE
i 26 ) RS ANAEZ A IR BERE A T SEBL LFC, 7 A s 75 T 3t LA LA 71 i (u A0 n) A AR 1) B3 2 6 AR s T 5K
TR NPC, ™Y 55 s 75 SR DU AR F = 551 72 771 A (o,c,i A0 ) 2 M PR 5t 0 I A2t TR 0k 122 S B 7 X 1100 360 4 P B o
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Fig.1 Shortest path tree rooted at s

1 BA R s DR e A R A2
EH 1. Wi backn(s,u)=n,%F L& 1 55 21 R mesubtree(s,u), ] nebackn(s,m).
i ¥ A backn(s,u)=n, it LA,

cost(n,s)+cost(s,u)>cost(n,u) Q)
AN LIRS
cost(n,s)+cost(s,u)+cost(u,m)>cost(n,u)+cost(u,m) 2)
i1 mesubtree(s,u), 7J %0
cost(s,m)=cost(s,u)+cost(u,m) 3)
SN GIAS N LIEGS
cost(n,s)+cost(s,m)>cost(n,u)+cost(u,m) 4)
ESpH
cost(n,u)+cost(u,m)=cost(n,m) (5)
BT LA 2 3 (4) A1 X (B) nT 44 cost(n,s)+cost(s,m)>cost(n,m),Hll nebackn(s,m). 2 BEASHIE. O

3 MIRHERNETHEBRIPAR

2 ) 6% v B SR BRI, B0 T R % (1,)) € B, #B A w=(i j)=w=(j, i) 37 R IRF, - P 28 v A 2 P 5
MVXyeV, #H cost(x,y)=cost(y,x). FI T 3 # AN )i, 7T LLOEAL LEC AT NPC (#5230 7 2, AT B T HE s 2K 11 5
T TR 23 3 A 43 % OR AP SRR AT DR B
3.1 HERMFRIFEH

HR A5 5 B 1 0T AILTE spt(s)Hh, 4 HE 8% (s,u) espt(s) I, T AR Y EERK (s,u), 1 2 s T ZE 070 s u THE & T —Bk.
R R T U A S — B — AN E B R i T DA R AR SR AR A

TEIR 2. 4% B I (BB O BRI, 2 S (s,u) e sp(s,u) 3 H. backn(s,u)=, I 12 47 1E — 45 BE 4% (x,y), A T A
1% xesubtree(s,u),y ¢ subtree(s,u),bestn(s,y) e backn(s,u) [7) B .37

A8 S KA B A ANAE subtree(s,u) O HLIE L BE B ORI IO ST AR SRR AR E B 3 rhan it AE IR 1 R
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subtree(s,u),y #subtree(s,u)®l hebackn(s,u) [A] B 837, BI, 75 45 u &40 N — Bk h 488 B (s,u) 1IEH TAER, 155 s
FI| subtree(s,u) T T T AR — B u; 24585 B (s,u) B B0 R ISF A A s 31 subtree(s,u) T Y A A R
— kA hoA TR BE 2 (K E AR, SRR LA 5]
SITE 1. 24 R0 4% 4 B A ASUAR 6 R IS, 40 R (s,u) esp(s,u), M) subtree(s,u)subtree(u,s)=.
S BRI TR S UE I SKAIE B 3% B AR X subtree(s,u)nsubtree(u,s)=v. A I, — 7 THILE spt(u)H,sesp(v,u);
F— 7 TAE spt(s)F, BN u J2& s (4% 735 4, ) sesp(v,u), K6 A5 1 7 i BV BEAS J o7 o8 BRARIE. O
SIFE 2. Y W25 v B 1R B B IS V—subtree(s,u)=subtree(u,s)+V', 2L o7 V' g 9 2% v 36l 4 715 .
IR HE S FE 1 AT 40 subtree(s,u)nsubtree(u,s)=, M 4 Hp BT AT 35 S AT DAy R 3 FRE — BB A A
subtree(s,u), 73 4 —#B 4> EL 5 7E subtree(u,s) T, 4 Ay W9 4% 7 80 4 1 o, IR 0k, DR 8% T i mT AR Ol
V—subtree(s,u)=subtree(u,s)+V". O
SIEE 3. 24 4% B % R ASUAE X RIS 0110 25 peV, R sesp(p,u), ] sesp(bestn(s,p),u).
IE #A 14 bestn(s,p)=m. 14k sesp(p,u), 7] A1 2

cost(p,u)=cost(p,s)+cost(s,u) (6)
BT m 2 s B p T — Bk, B ke

cost(p,s)=cost(p,m)+cost(m,s) @)
M4 23 20(6) A1 2 (7) 1T %01, cost(p,u)=cost(p,m)+cost(m,s)+cost(s,u).
[A I, cost(m,u)=cost(m,s)+cost(s,u). Bl ,sesp(bestn(s,p),u). O
TR e 2 PR GEE I R,
UF B B 2:

BEAEUER Y A ye V' H RAEVZRIE B AR B ye VAR 51 38 2 W] %,y e subtree(s,u), 5 It sesp(y,u), AR 4 51 22 3,
sesp(bestn(s,y),u),55 bestn(s,y)ebackn(s,u) 7 J&. A Ity eV’

T A R OUE TR AIE B 108 BB AN A AT AT B (x,y) ] xesubtree(s,u)®! yesubtree(s,u) H bestn(s,y)e
backn(s,u) [7] i Bl 37 BT FAT =1 50y, 5% 1 S AR IE R 53 4h— i L BEEE & V—subtree(s,u) 1, #R #i5 5 | B 2 1T 411,
V—subtree(s,u)=subtree(u,s)+V' 3 H yeV',[Al it sp(y,u) 2 £ 3k subtree(u,s) = 17 £, AR 55 5 2% % BR AT 40 sesp(y,u),
HYE5FE 3 T %10 sesp(bestn(s,y),u), 55 bestn(s,y) ebackn(s,u) 7 J&. K 1, 52 FEASHIE, O

TEIE 3. 1% 2% PR K AU PR IR, 5 453 bestn(s,y) e backn(s,u) J& 57 T 78 70 2 AF A2 LR 3 AN 45 A [l I 57

(1) (su)esp(s,u);

(2)  TEAE— 4R BEM (x.y), N1 75 x esubtree(s,u) H. yesubtree(s,u) H. y=s;

(3) 2-cost(s,u)>cost(s,x)+cost(x,y)+cost(s,y)—2-cost(s,bestn(s,y))

EBA i B R RTINS DL AE i BE 2 R4 T IR LR T 4 AT 4 1 (3).

4 bestn(s,y)=m, X 75 F

cost(s,y)=cost(s,m)+cost(m,y) (8)
1T xesubtree(s,u), 75
cost(s,x)=cost(s,u)+cost(u,x) 9)
FAKE@)FA K (9 AAXEAF@) T, 7] LU 2
cost(m,s)+cost(s,u)>cost(m,y)+cost(y,x)+cost(x,u) (10)
i+ cost(m,y)+cost(y,x)+cost(x,u) =cost(m,u), I LA cost(m,s)+cost(s,u)>cost(m,u).
At sesp(m,u), Bl mebackup(s,u).E I, 1% & B % AT O

M 3 AT AWM u R EN T Bk R0 &M TR KM DA e 2 Reht TIEWLEE 3 A&
ST TR DA AR ) 8 B0 AR A I I A AR A 0 T DAABE IR A HHE FE R spt(s) A5 21 R b AR 4 1%
Oy AR ZE S FIWT 5 55 bestn(s,y) 2 75 il 2 4514~ — Bk,



32 TimRIPEY

7E spt(s)HH, i AE R (s,u) espt(s), 24717 o5 u I ME I, A A s FRE R child(s,u)H 0T S TS R — B
EHE T T RS R Ak B, 1 Al s W — N R & B —Bh AR TR IEA W AL R s WER
ZA ST ST SR A T — B

SE B ASRGE T AT A u M R v U A N BRI A B B 5 g T T R S AR X A E B
I B AR 4 A A 1 o BEARARL, R AN P L Ak i B

EIE 4. 2% b i I B RUAE BRI, 0 5 (s,u) esp(s,v), (u,v) esp(s,v),backn(s,v)= D, ) b 5E 47 7F — 4% B ik
(x,y),f# 75 xesubtree(s,v),y gsubtree(s,u) il bestn(s,y) ebackn(s,v)[r] i % 57

FEERE 5. P45 P BE I I BUE XS BRIN, 5 A1 bestn(s,y) ebackup(s,v) oL IR 78 43 45 A1 22 LA R 3 AN S5 A I oz

(1) (s,u)esp(s,v)FH H.(u,v)esp(s,v);

(2)  AEAE—SBER (x,y), N T8 75 xesubtree(s,v) H. yesubtree(s,u) H. y=s;

(3) 2-cost(s,v)>cost(s,x)+cost(x,y)+cost(s,y)—2-cost(s,bestn(s,y)).

3.3 SEIRRIFEZ

S L RR T R O A u VRS TR B 56 KT A s R subtree(s,u) P AT Y RUBR G ON AL (0. (G
135 147 58 2 47);38 7 7B subtree(s,u) o T AT 19 s (B0 158 4 A7)0 1% 7 B v IR AR R0 A x, Uy 1) LA —
/I\QBEW,@ y P W IR T  E HE 3 PSR (R 13 6 4T~50 9 A7) TR ER B T A W R AT Ay bk
PEARY R AR B I — A A B 1 AU 138 10 A7) 8w 5, VR R B9 A u (9 & N — k.

&% 1. SynLinkProtection.

Input: SPT(s), u, G=(V,E);

Output backn(s,u).

4 subtree(s,u) S T A7 1 s AR IC R 418
B s ARl ALt
min<—oo
For xesubtree(s,u) do
For yeneighbor(x) do
If F Ay BLOK or 23 3(3)AKAL or cost(s,y)+w(X,y)—Ccost(s,u)+cost(s,x) =min
continue
EndIf
backn(s,u)<backn(s,y)
: min<—cost(s,y)+w(Xx,y)+cost(s,x)—cost(s,u)
EndFor

12: EndFor

13: return backn(s,u);

SR LR T A s T O B EDEM A u tHE A N BRI AR AR, T ORI 5 R s HERA
HEFER, T N s WEOY I EIERNITA W R B AT Bk IOk 84T 2 IEVE 1O RSEELR ISR 23 i 5k
IUF=F0 S

B 6. 2445 BEE FABLE N FRIN, 1 0 s h T A S L EER T SO R BRI ] S 2% R
O(2-E+V).

UE WA AR s A m AL T AR U T RS S B AR TR N A B B, R AT m IRERE LAEIZAT m IR
VL 1R R e B 2575 R s A, W0 %t AEAN T R 22 U 1) IR TS 2% B ) e 22 A U ) S O R R SR R
I E N O(2-E+V). O

© e N O R bR

= e
=)
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34 TARIPEE

ARAE & B 4 W0 T S BN SR R, R ERG EEER AR BE T T AR & u SO v BT SR
%M SynNodeProtection 7. Bl 1, A8 A K AN 2 52 W S50 1) I TR &2 20 8 DR b 35 U DR AP B E T SR AR I 1D 3R 2
O(2-E+V).

4 EMFRERIETHRARIFAR

DL F IS8 T 0 R B AL 199 B o P % B P 47 BRI Y DR B0 2 0 24 o A I %) SO A T R B8 AN i
K IR B AR e 1% ) LI R R IR G B 2~ BE 5 AR AL PR AU 1 A AR A S I A8 R X B
PRI A, b o BEAS P a7, DR bt > 9 26 o 4 3% PR ASUAEE AN O R N, 75 B8 T — Tl s 1 D7 VSR Al i i ) L.
4.1 HERRIRIPFZMH

R 5 B 1 W HILAE spt(s)H, 4 BERK (s,u) espt(s) I, ok T ORIV RERK (s,u), 15 1 s T 2N A u tHER A T — Bk
SEFL 7 45 T U ERE I OR T B 5 9 AR e 7 AT A SR AN Y AU s IOARJE Y AL HAZ W AR A u
AR s, WS AT AR 20 u i85 5 — k.

EI 7. WH(s,u)esp(s,u),backn(s,u)=B i r, A A neighbor(s)m(V-rsubtree(s)) # 1 BT A 1 s &8 AT LAE N
A u B4 Bk, B neighbor(s)(V—rsubtree(s))chackn(s,u).

S BE R S R 9 SR UE W % 52 PEAR ¥ meneighbor(s)m(V—rsubtree(s)), fH & 1% 75 &5 mebackn(s,u), 5 & m

B u 1 AR 8 e Y A s K meV-rsubtree(u,s), WY 2 m B u (B R AR L @ AL T A s, B P .
BRI 5 POAEHE. O

T SEBLE B 7,9 A s FE S B TS neighbor(s)n(V—rsubtree(s)) T #1715 1, 2L 7 neighbor(s)4R 2% 5
W, SR T A T I U TS T 82 A V—rsubtree(u,s), 75 ZE A HE DL u MR AR R 17 e B AR A rspt(u)AH & 7E SEBR T
HO R I 0 BRI SE R rspt(u), BRI D R A u R A 4 T — Bk, SRR T LA b, DRI T DA PR
SR AT B 2% AR 2 AN T — BRI, ST R R 1 T B h AR A A BN BT A & N — Bk
RN SR &0 Bkl g — A%~ B A RS 52 2010 rspt(u), HoAth 47 o R 75 2
Iy ropt(U)ED AT E B 7 4 T VSR BE B AR YT 10 T7 W M 3 DL A u R I I T e R B A B rspt(u), S AN
Aom AE] rspt(u) i, FIBTZ T SR A B TS neighbor(s)n(V—rsubtree(s)): TR m J& T Eid4ES I me
backn(s,u); 75 W4k 52 I A\ FoAh 5 2, E IR B AL u A Bk N TE G E B 8 Sk U IR B 7 TF B
R AR B e AR AT AR 2 e i A (B

EIE 8. U1K mebackn(s,u), IAAFTE T 1 nebackn(s,u)ffi#3 cost(n,u)<cost(m,u).

E BRI TR B R VSR UE W 4% 5 BE AR A7 AE 5 £ nebackn(s,u) i 753 cost(n,u)<cost(m,u), J 7T LIS )35 5 n
LA A m S NI LA u kR 110 55 T B A2 0 AR T AN T B 1D, BT A I R A & 46 0 4 1R TR 9T I N B
BV ST B 28 0B DR BB EAS B ST 5 FEAEHIE. O
42 TERIPEH

# spt(s) P, SRR (s,u) espt(s), 2471 AL u HU LM RE I T A s B child(s,u) Y AT EL A T — gk,
BRLE A T DR AP AN T 05,709 A s T BN AU T %0 SO S T — k.

SEBR O 5t T HRAL T el g 49 A5 u BB T RV TR N — BRI R 3 DAY v O AR R ) A
R rspt(v), 4 HEAN T 8L mOIMAE] rspt(v)B, BT i1 U R )8 T8 S neighbor(s)m(V-rsubtree(v,s)—rsubtree(v,
w):an s m g T LIRS A, mebackn(s,v); 7 M4k 22 N FoAh 1, H B0 B0 T v &N — Bk

EI 9. WA (s,u)esp(s,v),(u,v)esp(s,v),neighbor(s)m(V-rsubtree(v,s)—rsubtree(v,u)) FF (¥ BT 45 15 L #8 0 LAAE
g v A8 R — ik, B :neighbor (s)N(V—rsubtree(v,s)—rsubtree(v,u))cbackn(s,v).

SEBE O AR B R R s B 7 (10 B S R AL, DR AN X A B



BEE FLFA R0 —F AT ATk 3913

43 HBRRIPEZ

SEVE 2 3R T AT 27 R u v S A T B, B G DAY A u DR e i) e B AR rspt(u). B Ok,
75 5 s R subtree(s,u) I A S ARIC ML E(GTE 2 IR 14T ZB LAT) B ISR AE K T R u i
PRAE e BAF Q th Bk 2 58 34T~ 9 AT ) W BEE I — HR A IR AU 78 70— Uk b, WAR SE 4B )
P AN B /N BT R y(BEk 2 PSS 11 A7) A AT Y AR B A0 60 PR Y bRl A AL (B 2
ST 13 AT~28 15 A7), WA T R AL A I HAZ W AU s B0 AU NZ T AR Y AT u A T — Bk
3 00), B HT N S A R EURR T U N BB R (B2 2 BRI A 20 AT~58 22 A7) U 0T Ay AT AR JE T A
ST IX BEAR W U AR B 2 AR 24 47~ 31 4T);

o NIRRT Y AR ) R, )RR TR B B R T B A AR B u O v RIS

&% 2. AsyLinkProtection.

Input: SPT(s),u,G=(V,E);

Output: backn(s,u).

F subtree(s,u) T T T AR DN 4L
BT R s bRl A AL
For xeV do

cost(u,x)<«—oo

EndFor;
u.visited<«true
cost(u,u)<«-0
: Enqueue(Q,(u,u,0));
10: While Q is not empty do
11:  (y,p,tc)«ExtractMin(Q)
12:  If y=u then

1
2
3
4
5: u.visited«false
6
7
8
9

13: If parent(u,y) /& £L 5 then

14: R mily drid bt

15: EndIf

16: Ify AS24000 If H yeneighbor(s) then
17: backn(s,u)<y

18: return;

19: EndIf

20: y.visited<«true

21: parent(u,y)<p

22: cost(u,y)«tc

23:  EndIf

24:  For qeneighbor(y) do

25: If g.visited«false then

26: newdist«—cost(y,u)+w(q,y)
27: If newdist<cost(qg,u) then
28: Enqueue(Q,(u,q,newdist))
29: EndIf

30: EndIf
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31: EndFor
32: EndWhile

4.4 B[ERIPEXL

FRA A B 9 I A4 T ST ORI L, U B R R S R T AR u O v B AT SR A
7] AsyNodeProtection 7.

5 Ei&itig

MNEE 3 T RIEE 4 7 BRI AT A0 A SCHE T PR s AL LFA SEIL TV,

AsyLinkProtection 1 AsyNodeProtection $VE/N 5 %25 5 P 45 rb B A (E 2 75 X0 Bk, BRI b i P S BB )
1Z.SynLinkProtection 1 SynNodeProtection J 3% F T~ J% ASUEL N FR 19 0 25 224 X 1 ) BO0 o4 g e B, A SO HH 1 B
AR HEONREE N RO EA D T — B AR E B 1 vl a0 R T N AU R R BRI Y s A
T — Bk AR ) () AR LR DL R, 24 FE AR 8 T RUNETE & 0 T — BRI, R A SO I SRR R R B0 SO
B A% b BT AN TR AR B0 A T — Bk DRIk, R AR SO ) AR T R S U e RS ST A & — Bk A
I, T AR R R R AE AT IR S R S SN Y B A B UK R Y AL e
P RBGZ AT BB 1 b, TR REH (s,u), T 5 s R u tHE &0 Bk, KA u X R
TR TE Y SR AR T BRI AR R, A N R u R AEIE AR T BRI Y A b R ¢ THEAS T Bk
RS T DUE O R AN 2 B 0 SR v S A, DR R R T R VS LR B R — B 4R v b
TR B8 — PG U e 7
6 XWRERSH
6.1 KIHE

(1) LRI

T AT AR VR AN S VL RO PR B8 RT3 BSR40 AN B AT B S B AU A US4 4 Abilenet FiI ]
Rocketfuel ™ & (1147 $h 4540 . A Brite™SW5ul 45 4 4 Bl 1 4 b 45440,

1)  Abilene J& 3 [E (¥ B0E FIRMIF M 45, FAL 5 11 A% th a8 F0 14 4 BERK

2)  Rocketfuel 5 H A A0 T =0 & 30 40 250, ATEFEIL 11 6 A4 2096 4, AR SN % 2;

3)  RIHIFUEHAL Brite 1 pledfi 4h 4544, Brite (1 AR S HIL % 3.

Table 2 Rocketfuel topology Table 3 Parameters for Brite topology
% 2 Rocketfuel # #h F 3 Brite SIS EE
AS S AS AW dindE BEREGE B o AR HS LS
1221 Telstra 108 153 Waxman 20~1000 1000 100
1239 Sprint 315 972 BEREFT AL NodePlacement K7 alpha
1755 Ebone 87 162 2-40 Random b=y 0.15
3257 Tiscali 161 328 beta BWDist BwMin-BwMax Pl
3967 Exodus 79 147 0.2 Constant 10.0-1024.0 % 2%
6461 Abovenet 128 372

(2) W FEE

P T2 SR H A ST 2 AT X IPFRR AR (K] LFA 5 AT T3t IR B 1 VPR AR SO K 1 B, 78 S 36 o
5 LFA 5. TBFH #E47 ELA DF M 8 bn S 35 T84 < B AR B R eI A0 3R T A 21 VR 4T 1) S 6 7 7%,

AR CH+IE T IILT LEA TBRH A SCHE H 1 )7 48 A8 S0 rf AXAH T R0k 199 485 v (1 SEE 46 2500
ATk ) it o 10 &5 SR 2 SRR TR B A 1A A
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6.2 ITEFEH

h T B AT IR BT S B 15 g, AR SR FH A S SIS ) SR AN (R SV 0 T AR AR T S 1)
AL Sy ARV AR B ) = 85095 S R 38 47 A T0) /68 32 gt e e A0 000 B ) A s SCrPm] DU HE AR TF B ] R R
T2 g T SRR TR R B T B A ARSI 50 VP A A () S50 P AR G o B I )

T 4, AT B LSS AT Rocketfuel & 40 0 (19 01 S 45 AL 6] 2 R 3 43 Jli4: T AR RBVELE BRI b
B AR RIS SRS ARG VS5 IT B) AT DA AR SCHR I S I AT R 2 W AR T LFA SR TBFH HE.
75 B % {7 ¥ th SynLinkProtection F1 AsyLinkProtection [ vl & FF 4% 3k A B35 46 W S 4 b, B AR
AsyNodeProtection (1) 5 JF4451% KT SynNodeProtection K3+ 544 H 2B B0 T LFA [k fE, X 2B N
SynNodeProtection 5575k 78 75 T A4 i — A3 56 44 1) B S 4 A2 0, T AsyNodeProtection 76 5E 4% i R AT g 75 Z A4
T 22 A 50 BE 1) S R R AR AR

. LA . LA

ol [ TBFH | [ synNodeProtection
[ synLinkProtection 6 I AsyNodeProtection
I AsyLinkProtection

[5)
T

i)

IS
T

AR TSI )

w
T

ARXE I

N
T

[
T

0
AS1221 AS1239 AS3257 AS3257 AS3967 AS6461 Abilene AS1221 AS1239 AS3257 AS3257 AS3967 AS6461 Abilene
(o9 ik 143 $i4h

Fig.2 Computation overhead with link protection ~ Fig.3 Computation overhead with node protection

in real and measured topologies in real and measured topologies
P2 B AN G40 b P BB OR 4 o ST 4 [CICT =R IR €7 F (o U E R R R o S

A N AR S AE Brite ZE Bt 4 B AIZAT S5 0L 1& 4 TN 5 70 BE T 2 W2 55 mUIE I N 6, Bk
DRAP IR AN e DR 502 10 T S804 A ) 205 RS (1 22 Ak LA

10 T T 10 T T T
—B8—LFA —8—LFA
9r —+— TBFH it 9F —e— SynNodeProtection [|
——&— SynLinkProtection —— AsyNodeProtection
8r —— AsyLinkProtection [] 8r 7
7t 1 U
g g 4
3r 3
e —— 2t
1r 1 ¢
020 4‘0 6;(0 B‘O 180 1‘20 11‘10 1‘60 1‘50 200 020 4‘0 (;;) B‘O 12;0 1‘20 11‘10 1é30 1‘80 200
(PN bR
Fig.4 Computation overhead with link protection Fig.5 Computation overhead with node protection
in generated topologies in generated topologies
4 Brite 22 pdf b TPE B OR A UF ST AR KI5 Brite ZEpudfi b 5 mUORI U ST 4

Bl 6 AR 7 23 8 T 4 W 2 $h 40 K/ 1 000, B % DR SR AT i R 7 5025 B T SRR B 199 2% 74 1
(K9~ 45 P2 A2 A A
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w
S

—&—LFA —8— LFA

—+— TBFH —&— SynNodeProtection
25+ —&— SynLinkProtection 25+ —— AsyNodeProtection

—— AsyLinkProtection

N
o

=
5

AR TS )

101

5 10 15 20 25
[RE RN o925 5 R PIA RE

Fig.6 Computation overhead with link protection  Fig.7 Computation overhead with node protection

in generated topologies in generated topologies
K6 Brite 2= pudf 41 R DRG0 T ST A Kl 7 Brite ZEpidh #h b S ORI U ST A

N3 PR RT AR Y -2 o 084 i 11 249 P A i, ST 02 AT T B[] AR AN 52 199 248 JASE (1 5 0. 224 1
208 USSP SV B A 99 486 41 1~ 35 2 () 38 I 359 o AR SCH Y () SR TBRH SESEACAN B2 % K 2 1Y
SO, AR TBRH 3T 280R I AR A SCHR ) 9%
6.3 ERIZHIMHE

2404 6% IO T R P e el 4 9 o S ) T A AN A B R 9 b 4 A B B 4, A
b R FET B DR S A ORI o A AR DK 1 I i B AR AT, 0 R 5 RS B A2 ) i
DRI St 24 5 R T B 420 o o 2 A BB o B A0 1) 00 55 A8 e 32 T LA S g A5 A o P82 = S 8 ey B AR B XA/
i S A AT DR, 24 0 96 Y B o B B o et S8/ o () T e B A0 30 e o B A, i 38 i S AR
AS/INHERE VP 24 190 2%t S A B T (P e B PR ), AN ) SRR X RN i A RS T A 2 S v X
TR R R B LI FF — BRI T T, R 5 AT 3R ST, v SEAS [ S8 000 I 1K) i A28 A 1 J8E . 7 S B v B
50% 1 i AT L3R A, B J5 HOP 2. TR AT R 920 100 9K, 355 A4 B S 4 R R THIR T RE B R 1 S50
T AT ARG TR B3R T R, DR AN FE A 2 AE SR LA R 6 T LA R TBRH 5 %8, W SRAFAE 24 4
Ok U AP B LI £ A L R k.

A, FATTA ZA IR S B30 40T Rocketfuel I k4t £ 1ty S 06 45 SR 1 8 11T 9 23 itk T AN ) S 00
7 () 8 DR 7 AT ORI () B 4 o o 2

1.3 T T
12 T T I LA
Ll | #;/:H I 118} — SynNodeProtection (]
[ synLinkProtection 1.16F AsyNodeProtection|
116 I AsyLinkProtection ||
114l 1141
o L12f 1 o 112
f 11 | E_ 11+
::E; 1.08F 4 & Lo8p
106} 1 1061 N
1.04 1 1.04
1021 —l 1 1 1020
. I | .
AS1221AS1239AS3257AS3257AS3967AS6461 Abilene AS1221 AS1239 AS3257 AS3257 AS3967 AS6461 Abilene
[RIEAEN [EhEEIE
Fig.8 Path Stretch with link protection Fig.9 Path Stretch with node protection
in real and measured topologies in real and measured topologies

I8 LS A b B B DR i A i o 5 KO BSR4 b 1Y e R 7 A2 i fif EE
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MR LA H LFA R TBRH (1356 77 A B B 2 T 4 SCH P SRR AN IR TR I (R P 0k 2 705 IEMF
AR SCHRE H IR PR T 7 S 00 B b A R R — B R TR B4 7 B A S /N (R BR AR AR D TR B e B A
LFA F1 TBFH Bk 83 v —ANE 3 1 b 2% A7, DA T 3 350 o 2 pl I8 438 o 1 FE AR

PN BR R SAE Brite 25 #h RIS AT 45 5L 10 RE 11 23 SR T %5 B (1 B4 B AR 47 A0 00 i
{1 8 A% o At B2 BT e m] DAAS HH B9 A A B 3 (938 4T 1K) 45 JRRAE I B4 b 8 AT 45 SRR — 3L

1.3 T T T T T T T T 13 T T T
—8—LFA —8—LFA

—&— TBFH —&— SynNodeProtection
1.25F —S— SynLinkProtection - 1.25F —— AsyNodeProtection |g
—— AsyLinkProtection

20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
bR TV

Fig.10 Path Stretch with link protection Fig.11 Path Stretch with node protection
in generated topologies in generated topologies
K110  Brite 2 b b i BERK R 97 B AT B A R K 11 Brite ZE Btk b i ORI R AR

6.4 MBRIPR
A W s R A A A [ B30 I 0 i e 1) B g i e DR ] DL s SCOA:

_ 2 B6O)
A

=

B( d):{l’ backs(s,d);t@.
0, backs(s,d) =&
TP AT T s, de VIR s Bl d B & — ik, 00 B(s,d)=1;75 Wil,B(s,d)=0.
B 12 A1 13 20wl diR T AR B EAE B SE 3R 4 . Rocketfuel U0 &: 4 5 55 IV 1R BE I AR 57 055 s AR 3 174 W
PRI .

! T A ‘ ‘ ‘ 2 ‘ "] - A
0.91 [ TBFH B 0.9F [ synNodeProtection
[ synLinkProtection I AsyNodeProtection
0.8r I AsyLinkProtection 0.8
0.7r - 0.7r
s 0.6F B
£ osf B
= o.af = 04t
0.31 0.3F
0.2 0.2
0.1r 0.1r
0 AS1221 AS1239 AS3257 AS3257 AS3967 AS6461 Abilene 0 AS1221 AS1239 AS3257 AS3257 AS3967 AS6461 Abilene
[k i4h [EhEEE
Fig.12 Protection rate with link protection Fig.13 Protection rate with node protection
in real and measured topologies in real and measured topologies

Bl 12 LSRN R b rh B R d b OR % 13 FCSAPIELA b b md R i b R 7 %
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M AT DA A SCHR A AT LA S IRt e R 47 3 A — S50 R 5 LA EAE AR SR Y IR B
NG AR % vh ] Ik, TBFH 59 B AR 7 8% el il k.

6.5 HEEIME

AN SCHRE 1R 757 S T IER 9 08 B P 358 pAY B I 8 SHE ¢ 1), IR T A o v 0 28 2% 5 5 0 A
ST LA IR Dy -0y R LA (10 I 4 S0 1 S R 0 1Y e B R A R YT R IR B, AT A AT e DR R e
1 TR DAy A % R AN ) 4 e D T SRR PSS AN [ 14, DT S SI 36 v R P 4% AR 9 B8R A 1 i (1 T R SR i A
TR SR DA ) L 2T, 1 ST A 0 A HORT 0 4 v AT 4 R R AT B R A L U R U BA B 1 S
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