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Abstract: BGP (border gateway protocol) is widely known for some problems in terms of poor reliability,
suboptimal path use, and insufficient support for load balancing because it is a single-path routing protocol.
Inter-Domain multipath routing explores the underlying network AS-level path diversity to improve the Internet’s
reliability, performance, and resource utilization. Thus, inter-domain multipath routing is considered a useful and
necessary method to address the problems faced by BGP. This paper surveys current proposals on inter-domain
multipath routing protocols and classifies these protocols into three categories: Protocols on a single announcement
and multipath forwarding, protocols on multiple announcements and multipath forwarding, and new Internet routing
architecture based protocols. They are compared under some different features of path diversity, control message
overhead, loop-freeness property, etc. In addition to a review of existing protocols, the challenges in designing new
inter-domain multipath routing protocols that could be taken as the future research direction are pointed out.
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LI A LA ER A R AR A T2 1 S i N A T R o (1 S B R el A% it B A L I P I el 2K
(16 bR 98K, 1 248 Y 7 St B et AR ESL PR T S Rk PR R R T SR T IR AT (1) BGP(border gateway protocol)!!!
PR ISLTGI50 A T 38 189 K T S R R S 0 7 SR K B ST R W BGP T AR Mk 22 B 4 S R I X T S 2 A
11, Labovitz 25 N2 g 43 B A () — AN AR A0 AT 77 28 K4 30% 3R S0 5 5 VR 1P Mk i T BGP 193 &k
713 6 5 B ) P A 1T 7 1) BT Kushman 25 W05 5 5236 75 1 5 2 2 VoIP ks & A E BGP 3 Bl SC H B (1) 15
SR

I A (1 AT S PR AR KRR T B T I v Wb IS0 B B (Y ) B R A T 3R AT T R A T S 1) N I
() H T e RAR s M 10 5 08, Y i K 1 8 bR P SO R U B A I AR s AR B H I, T 3 A T
OSPFPIRT I1SISIY, 35 i) B iS BGP. P i 422 % b B30, 70 88 3 (T 1) A Wt i AR L 6 W R ) 2 00 i ) A
e (YT ) WA A 5 | A ) 2 LR B AR B 1 P AL S AR A R e R o T, R A I ) A A
171 3H A8 SR T il 2 S U HF B by R 4 R 0 T i 2 20 e e e B 2T g i HE IR AT HH T — LD B 1R
NSO S ) 6 3200 (L A4 0 AR AL e S0 ) 9 2 A28 3R 7 52 o 7 T I S AN T AT 9 T, 22 1 42 B bt 7 2 1% il
HH IR I Fi B DR 4 146 4% P %, PR DX 00 1 2 T A Al o B, ATl 2 5 D 8% ) S P f — s 2800 vk

5 PR A I o M L, B ) 22 AR 6 1 LA T A A

(1) 2B A% rh e v B2 s W0 2% i) S, 24 5 B A A 280, 46 D 6 42 R AT B S PR G 7 45 45 5 oy A f) T
HTISCSI, AT 38 S T i 1 1 s 25 K.

(2) 41% AS(autonomous system, [ A 2 4t ) nl LU I 22 4% 6 A2 AT 500 A% i, 1T mT DUSR BUSE i R 3 19 471
I

(3) 2 BR AR thy T LA i A A% i 1) 22 A PRS0, — A AS g i 1k 388 7 K T T a4 1k % AN
G JE IR AN [ (1 % A AT A

ARSCH) T EETTHRE R T 8 AN REHR bR, K R 2L e ek ) 22 AR e el I LI HR RS AR R B TR £ %
s N 2 B AR R B BRARIEFRRIR SO R IX 3 AN 0 10 Bt T S8k 1) 2 4R 8 e i 0 2K vk BRIV
43 hy BRARIE 15 2 MR R ML 2 AR 15 2 B A O T LSOR T R F) 22 R AR K AR R A K 5 0 TR TIX 3 2%
TSR T A 2 B3k B i 4 HE ) 22 e A K v P ESLTRT 8 P 3 Sk Al R A R 9 5 1)

1 106 % BRAZEE i IR PR IR &R S %00 B 31

RS G W AN 2 B ARt — R AR R AT SE vh . 20 4k DL S I 4% 1 B A0 A o T 5 LIS 22 e 0 B 1
JUHC IR R) 22 AR 1, 5 50 A 0 L (AT SR A AT — 0 R BE S Y v dal ) 22 B A s e B a3, 06 20T 9 22 B A2 %
Bk REFRAR. S5 A M AT I A SC R BRI AT 8 AN REFRAREEAT 40 4T Ll

(1) B ZFEE(path diversity). 45 2 FF Ik 2 45 45 2 B 420 2 FF 1R 48 28 R 30 B % )25 M A 2 FE R I 58t
e R A T R L R AR SR WL, B I 8 I S A I A T R A R i S 143 82 1 WA

(2) 2 >F 1 JT 45 (control-plane overhead). 4z il S i T4 43 > 1 pH 7 JE0 T 85 FH % B0 SF 100 T 44 - 3% e v ST
B EARAAR AS )R8 e B vh ST IR A5 A b, 5 b Y R 4 D B A5 S S S T R A % R 5 1 1Y) B
FH S S T 4% £ YA T TR Y A 5 176k e B P9 T A 0 ST B Eh SR T ST Bt T B A e s
6 0 IR,V SLRITT i B 22 B v 7 o D S 2 1 5 e 8 U YRR A i R

(3) Hdfi-F- i JF 4 (data-plane overhead). ZC48 1 If 5 43 A W9 38 43 4R SCH AN A5 R (BRSO K/ Rl R R f
T R RN 5 B 1 T 85 % DA 0% 1 2 e e #5AF J7 X (forwarding  operation), 2 7 [R] 5 [A) B A il ()
ST It AN [ 1) A%, SR % PR A RS R OSCOR AR AN RN TR — Bk ik, gl 75 B SO B R s b ds A R R

(4) TSI B4 (loop-freeness). TG IR M 45 1 A2 8 24 4 485 B 245 28 AR A IS, 6% bl B 30 0 3% b 2 3% 110 g
R IR B2 T UM 45 98 IR 0% 2 L 42 5 SR ST 1R BT, B Lk, B e B D0 R U ORI G R B R . BGP Al
F AS B AR IE S SR ARUE K B AN R 0 0] 22 1K 12 % ER 7 22 B AR e R IR 4% R 0 DR TG B I R 2 1) R ), A 1
S5 % £H Y UIE A P AD R R A
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(5) & BE HE J) (incremental deployment). 3 5 35 2 & i i — AN BUAE 75 P 32 10 T 4R bR, E BRI
1E 5 BT BGP PrX K A A E L.

(6) g RIE (policy expressiveness). Ji Mg KL AT T AS XF 4% th ¥ HI6E 1. AS W M2 R EE . RiE
1) SR W SR R0 e 0 vy DL S Wi 80 A0 D B 81 0 1 1 BB 22 R TR SRR .

(7) T4 ek (scalability). dsk (i) 6 1 22 4t 52 2% 1M 2 K, BRIt 3 vl i e W 230 000 ] 7 e ke o 025 A AR

(8) FH /3%t % v (42 B ik 7 (route control for users). BB 4% 4% H 0 — AN R T 7 %o i b v R AN 22 1%
s i Hh SR AL 7 2 4% i o, DR, B8 75 ST RF T AR 75 SR AT I o ok R A I T kAR, R %
A T B 4 5 18 ISP iR AR A H R, S &SRR EED.

T UL, Bk 8 TRME e b JF AN 2 7 SR 4ok (1) 22 B A2 % o b Wi S0 AR A S Fi b, T 2 RATT BT TA A ) B A4
IS5l 2 B 102 10 22 S TR VP A B AL 5 A, — SRV AT AN N Fi A A R 1) FE B L 4 - % 48 4 3 42 IR (latency  of
constructing paths). B S 1] (convergence time) Al 22 4= 1% (security). 4 42 K i 48 IR B 8 22 A2 U H 2 4 T
965 450 ST ) I ) D IS SR T X X R A R A A S R N R BRI I ) e A i
ST 5 9 45 B TR0 19X 4% v 386 R 4 A A L (K R AN B TR bR 2 A7 AR — i HIBE R B, e 1 T A4
V- 1T 00 FF 45 5 i 80 A4 mT ™ o 5 AR O, Bl S /N, T 7 e ki

TESEHL 2 W5 45 B T 5 VR I N S HLAI N, TR B 455 % IR 2 ISR L. IR AR BRI SCHE I 3 AN A 0 in)

(1) 2 B8AR I B A AT b3 Sk AS B4R W 4% P A7 A1 1R B0 [F) — AN 9 24 5T 48 1 22 4% AS B AR Bk i) 2 % 12
6 B P UUFR B R I o i) L W ) 1 TR, 2 AR R IR VE T LAY Sk 3 R AR 1 R U AR TR R A T
DR A B TSI Y 2 0 D ) 1 Th e AT 45 4 AN I 485 71 s #10 TT SR EOREAS I 285 1 . B8 0, 5 P o 7 25 11 22 % A5
WORT AR A e AT B (0 B A% 2 AR P AR, eh 138 0] % P 2R 56 1) A 0 K, SR T B DR A B A A 28 44 R IR 1
) U K R SR Y R B 2258 2 RO VR R T AR i E P BGP 2 ML [ R AR 1) B
P e S B v 1) A0 OB o — 4 e U I e A TR W, — o g T L 1) 22 B A5 R T A SR B v e T A 4
AT 2 4% AR AR B 5 2 A R AR ) T BUE 2 (03 R AT A TE A L BRL Uk, — 18 22 B 44 0 TR0OE B A o B A0 4
HH 177 SR A S S — B AR 0 3R R A A O T B AR ORI EE 3 BTk ST B 2 B AR I
AKX T 2 % 4% e B P W P 2 bl 2 RS, T B IR AT 2 B A0 (R R R0 K L SR T A e v 1) BT g ) 4%
% 1 28 (peering router) (1) 2 i% sk 7 A 2 AR5 .

2 WA S BLTT i
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EZE Xl 8 huN ;-

Fig.1 Methods of discovering multiple paths
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(3) MWSCHE Il . o T A7 AE BT [ — WA 45 T 40 10 22 A% e A, IR b A e 1) 3 T H ) 3t 10328 b e b T i AN 1
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A RO AR AL 2 BARTT 50N, IRATAT LCR B 2 Fros (09U 7 V5 HEAT I SO A Uy mh I8 3 A A s i 42
A BVE T RSk R 3 AR I e v 45 0 O 52 TP e A2 A5 Bt T LAEAT 4R S0 o3 AL IR e S T % e (1 % ok D T
KB AR AR PR A 7 3 B A A R TR X7 B3 () — I f0 e 0 AN [ i A AR 8001 2 38 8, T USRS Jey 7 1, i ]
DU 4 R .56 1 H AR b B T SR R AR AR IR LSRR T LA 1P FE3E . MPLS R0 L3R 4T A 24 4R
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Fig.2 Methods of packet fowarding
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SR AN T i e P ISR X ] — A 1o 5% i 4% 0 % SC AT LAEAT 2 B A e A, W) Bt o P DSCAE A R A 1) 2 B A2
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A T L FR SO B S k) 2 B AR DU 3 AN A% A ESATL A il A, KR AR A 350 o] BRI 22 i 4 DL B AE 1
T PRI AN [R] 458 T B ) 22 8% 42 % o0 B iCEAT 73 S8 BRI T LRTRE 2% 1, RIDRE 35 ) 22 % A2 % th il 2r o 3 2%
FRAR I T 2 B R DML, 2 AR T 2 B R W ORI B IR) 22 AR i T AR R R, B 3 s L AR
2 % e SO B TR R AR 52 W 44 BT 20, AS R AL VIR I — 2% AS A2 IR ] — > BGP i o ST 75 45 46 Jt
ZARI G 2 B RSO TR ER R SRR T I 28 T4 AS R VIR ILE 45 AS #4201 R FH 24> BGP % i 57l 4
20408 3K 9 Sk ] Bt e B SCR T PR #E BGP i e BB 3G, DR m] AR A 5 BGP JE At 19 e bl I i
— PR EL T T 5 (R 2 % R AR R A A R S I 2 AR H A S SR T T AR SO HGE 2 . R
P SR I I0) 22 B AR 0 ICEEAT 3 AT iR oA

(: R B )

ERESUREEAT 225, 4 AR 2 B ( i 2 B il )
BGPZ /(45 3.1°1) : Y
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Fig.3 Classification of inter-domain multipath routing protocols
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3 BERBEZHREAMIY
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#5450 AERE SR SO AT DU T 22 4% 6 45 R AT 15 106 SR 422 00 45 T LA BAAIC 6 th 38 CPU 1 A 3 6 A7, HLAT SR IK X 4 Ja A
TEES AR B4R 2 R 2 52 31— IR BR ).

3.1 BGP&%1E

B ph 2 32 2 7 2 — Ciisco 2 tH BGP £ B A2 lON Ky K AR, A0 VR e 23 B X [F) — > DU 46 i 487 i b R e
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PR HATAH A 38 5 6 AR e BUE . MED (L AS B4R K 45 BGP £ B A% I L B FL A 1) o, I 24
il dy 4 maximum-paths R E 22 B4R IR B K SR VR R 106 AL AT I 2% 1 10 22 4 B A 0 22 1 it o R A
KA GBI DI RETT IR e 4 4 T DU 2 4 AR AT e B g N Bl 22K ) Juniper 92 H
ENDYE S

BGP 2 4% 119 5% D0 s i 1] 5, L A5 380 K58 S o 98 28 8 o 4 10 SR SR T, )1 A 11 22 B AR AR AR ok D 1
FIRIFH 1) 22 e 42 B0, AT B T B4 1) 22 FE A £ 22 B 42 B 12 BGP 2 it A I BGP P A& 4 ) i A 5 LA
BRARGEFE | BGP 2 B4R R ™A ) i A LU B AE AR SCHE T 1, BGP 2 A% R JH AR A2 Ui B A AR vk i e
LA 2 B AR 1 T T
3.2 MBGP(multipath BGP)

MBGPUr) 3 B AR JET BGP I SU 37 (14 146 4 SR I 3 T8 1) 6 B )5 32 % B 4% 2 KEPE . MBGP &
T 3 2Bk i AR R MBGP 2% (A% 15 MBGP I f1 4% LA & MBGP 5 thi#%. I MBGP % H1 48 & 45 H 7 T 7RI AS
R RS P B Al MIZ AT MBGP [¥18#% th #%:45 MBGP 6 th #% 2 ¥5 46 595 MBGP 8% th 2% 3473045 1% H ks FH - i 8
) AS H R ES H AR 7 S 384T MBGP (1) th 2% MBGP [ th 28 2 F5 52 U5 MBGP % 11 8% 175 MBGP % i 2%
LAAR T 1847 MBGP s i # th #5 . I8 MBGP % th#% & iS5 B 4% R D45 1 Ik 1L A MBGP 6 th #8 (L &,
IR Z B AR RN 5 223 . MBGP ¥ £ 4% R T 7. 48 BGP IR I A: I AR 1 B 52 e i L il b Rt 55 BGP 2 3%
B R TS QT B 4 BT s B0 D9 28 410 0 PR 4 e ik MBGP 9 22 4 45 R BRI

THLS R1 @ @ R3 EH.D

Q 4 MBGPIAS Q HBEBGPIMAS

Fig.4 Anexample of MBGP
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AEAL T X S8 iR A%, D] A K S8 B A0 v 5% FRD B e 5% T 8 O B R A SR R AR e B B B B R b i e, MBGP i X T —
AR AR SC PR AR B R 3 BB R RL 5 B A e R R BB B A5 IS4 MBGP % (2% A e AR R F B AT
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MBGP ({145 i t 34 Gk rh s AR 22 AR R DL, JF SCRE 1 4580028 22 IR A% 10 O B R AN v e e ™ 7 %
FEAE HAEIE , MBGP R0 R AT I A 1] BGP %A% % i icdh, A TT0 36E B T 22 I A48 A2 7 S0 38 0 B3040 A% 4 4 52 10
T vk Pl T U A R AR R BB MBGP A7 80k S 1 AT e R ER S 1) B AR 5 AT BGP A4, {H MBGP 1)
BV AR LU B 2%, [ I 3247 MBGP 43 51 A4S T4, 55 4 MBGP IR /E 8 4 i i e v R I % 12
R (1 B A A T R B (R R 45 R AR B AT R TR B 1) S B 4 OC R TR I s DA R A5 £
3.3 EEHR%% (route deflection)
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S AR I B AR LA SR P B B AR BRI T RE, SRR (L8] AR 4 T —FiobR B4 & 45 440, i 1 P AE 4R
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X3 4 i A R 2

UL — AN A (R A R G P 17T A Ny B 2 454 cost(nieg)<cost(n;).

U 2. — AN 80y IO A A TP IR R ey N2 R B 4 2 —cost(niyg) <cost(n) B4 cost(ni.q)<cost
(1)

B 3. — AN Ry (R 4 B2 G A (15 A g DY A0 2 T B 4 A 22— 1cost(G /i, nivg) <cOst(G/I;,n) BL# cost
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X3 5% K EER DDA 2 41 (1, T2 S0 008 10 585 1 4% R DUV B 36 1) ) i 2 20 S 4R G e/ AR B 75 5 S, TF
S BN B 3 4 F B AL (1 o] i e 408 Jo 4 2 5 K (EL A2 SR TR T 5 R, 0 I IR S5 P R B K38 2 403 0)
10 51 A B ANV SRR AT IR 2 ).

P 250 A R 5 W) A 45 3 P P R DA SR 86 A [ ) 88 0 0 AT R S 0 A e 8 o 45 e SR R S P I v A R
AT R AR WIS, AT K 4 SO R AT A TR 1 5 A% b 5 B4R A2 AR 85 BA B 4R B SR W B 243 B &
0 L IR — R A B AN T ) B vy 28 R EL AT AR 7D (1 i A2 A

5 EH O 1R — A S0 D R (T AR I b e A 1) e s T LA I PR bR A5 B AT R SO R,
T G A B 38 DUDHE 485 7 b 280 R R R SR A 2 8 ol L B R B (R T AN TR B 145 B R AN FE R S o A
FEL TS AS(H Hh # ) HEAT A 1.

3.4 MIRO

MIROMI ) 35 TR 4 — AN AS(RFRAE TR K AS) T B 5 s vh i ik A2 0% 6 vh 17 SR 45 40 S AS (R R 1 1
% AS)HEATRIL.MIRO 1) 2 %A% R I 10 1o 32 3l v sk X, T AN J2 e )y e 52 A AR S B an 181 5 o i i A
SR ASFZH I AS, T RS DA SUE T BGP BT 1R H I AS [ t,AS A | AS F )3 #4572 thri
28 WoR X B RATR B AS A T 3ER L AN A5 S B R ST IS AS DLUBAR, T AS A T A IR % th ANBE
WL IX ALK, ML AR E AS C A i C-E-F i /2 22K 75 MIRO ' AS A RJ LA AS C 48 i KRl K N 4%
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Fig.5 Anexample of MIRO
5 MIRO 74

MIRO Mt s 2

(1) BT, LB LGB 4r AS X T BGP St 1) 3= B bt LA 2= 1, IRk, A 24 AS T A AM % 1l
I A= FE A R S T4,

(2) IEZMY AS T LUK £ F BR AT EAT SR I T, AT R R A i FH P A 1) 85 I AR AN 4 3 I 48 A\S ) SRS
(W=

(3) REBETT R M 12 2 FEE AR BN B AVEES AS BEAT I, i SR A0 AS A Wi 25K AS &R k12,
I SRk AS 1T LA 408 5 19408 i MEAT 175 K. DL 24, B 2075 AS BLAT 996 4 11K B 42 481, MIRO Hh 22 B 428 (¥ 57
T BN NGEIR A LA 75 BB P T R g
3.5 188 #4Z(inter-domain splicing)

5 1) P4 4% 4% (path - splicing) OV Sk 18] % by e (10 15 . B 42 DF 922 1) 6 B2 RELABURE 76— AN P48 9 4 1 4R
P T PRI AS [ e B ASCAEL, 8% 1 8 T DAV R AS () () R S e g e FH P AT DA 3 0 4SSk 4 8 o 3, VT IR &
% 1 3 B R SCAE AN [ (PR ST b Hp AT R 306 38 28 38 1) 42 11 B o 28 70 4 11 THTOE H K 4% B A0 B e o L2
NEE 7 2% 0 B ST 1T AR B 38 S0 Sk FR AL 1R B 4207 (splicing bit) {5 F AR S % 425 35k 1) 422 T 3k T 0 48 8 2 4 55
BN H ML BGP % (h 88 T4 A 21X H M b ik 19 22 45 8% . 9 HLSCHR[20] 45 38 A 9, 1 A X 26 Bl kAT 48
i) 22 B 42 B th 48 2 %, AN T DG 75 385 00 BGP 1 46 ch 15 5 85 70 A% BGP 8T 37 SOM 204 S R 4467 B T A
P i P P A (S T P ) B AR (1 4 ), A1 T DA e 5 P 4 A2 (SIS T A b B P POk ke ).

B K1k 3 N R DAL B ONARSC SR TP B B AR ARE DR BT — A8 AS RS Sk rh e SR s 47, £
UEAR ST I (valley free)PHik .

35 TR B 22 AL ) ) e Ak o A A B AT 50 b J B 7 J A % 3 470, B A 4 ) 85 o SR IR S A DL I AS 2 [ %
RN Z AL B R B LU — 7SR X 5B AS [A][1)58 R BAREA L1,
36 L-BGP

Beijnum %5 AP hy 7 5 Cisco 1125 i 4218 26 7 T LR FT LLIBE S e by PR 6 110 R A2 A RO b B Ak T
HA2 2 FEPEL-BGP ) 3 2 AUE B L% Cisco 42t ) BGP £ B 4% rh 48 Hl A2 A1 2 B AR 0 00— B0 B 4511,
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M- AS BT LU S8 22 (0 4% R A28 7] IS, L-BGP i A Ml %t #3307 — 2907 58 B0 H & UK AS IR AR K RE %
T2 02 T AS BR AR K B HA 7 B AR K P AT IR B 42 L-BGP 75 AR 8 AS il 1 — 45 BR AR IO T3 T 40 P £ 4 %
12, G e] J8E G % Hh PR 2 L-BGP 75 B o (1) 75 2 1) L L-BGP (42 H 3 45t U L AR U5 BGP &2 i) LFI 4%
23 mT LA S 5 £ BB 1) 2

L-BGP #R4l; BGP i X # LFI 45 fF1& e F:

cp(pr)<epr(pr),
P={plcp(p)=cp(prApe},

Horp, B A% )RR A0 B 4%, cp(pr) 2 pr 76 2 HiL I 1h 2% 31 H A0 H R TT 44 (T eBGP 1Mo & IXAME & AS B
P T iBGP 1 &, 3% M A2 Hy s P W I30E 75 45 BGP ¥ P 38 TT48),cp(pr) i A b 14 b 348 38 15 45 48 S 1 p, 1)
TEEY,P ik h 2% 2% LB AT I AR A, e A0 8 B A5 45 R Hi it el 98 1 S AR AR

1EZ2 842 kB F,L-BGP FIFH T BGP T K8 1 B 4015 B (R 400k % | L-BGP R L4 T AS B K JE
LLJE 75 42 J6 K B 12 L-BGP AR N ET S T AR IF T 0 S0 4% R 04 0 A B 495 28 (S SR P 3 45 A Fe A 6 o ifo 49 v i
5| PR At 1] A A 3 2, b T 4 o)~ TR R 5040 1 T 1949 — B804k ) .
37 i

AT EEANG T AR 2 B R AR 1 A T SR U SRR R A B AR R T, Low s AR
y BGP Wil F2 B % 42 2 AE 4, High o BB e i BE % 2 T A B 6 42 22 R, Medium R R BERS o fil— B 12 &
fR iR AR 2 REPE AE R TR T8 1, Low Zom Bl 22 B3 T4 55 BGP 2L (1131 BT 81 7 5 Medium 2Rt
WP R IFE EE BGP P AL R 2 High o U 30> £ T AT . Medium (FE 2 28K Yes Fom il A 1%
Rtk No s DR BAT R, = R iz W SO AR b R AR 25 1B
Table 1 Comparison of protocols on single announcement and multipath forwarding

R1 PRI 2 AR LR

. p P~ T T ol - Ty s
P PEAT — ~ o T T e | HRA
wtk | wpep | BEOER T EECEE | HOCHA Rk ey | TR | e

) THH THH fHR fFR )
BGP £ %12 Low Low Low No Multiple next-hop Yes Yes No
MBGP High High High No Multiple next-hop Yes No No
% i % Low Low Medium Tag Multiple next-hop Yes Yes Yes
. . . Tunnel 1D based

MIRO High Medium High Tunnel 1D forwarding table Yes Yes Yes

B TlR . : Multiple
S 1) B 42 Low Low Low Splicing bits forwarding table No Yes Yes
L-BGP Low Low Medium None Multiple next-hop Yes Yes No

FLARIE T PRI TR BGP AR 1, A B e O AT X T 2 AR 0 PR T A, R PO T
BGP, At &y 18 i 48 38 AH BESR P SCAK) — AN B[R] 1), o] 6 3 ey 9 i A0 71 A B K B it _E T s A2 1 2
FEE.MBGP il MIRO St i 5 2 4% A DA T BE, 1207 35U T K20 W 2% 7 3o 2 T BGP 42 (1t ) itk
A B o1 PR BRESR DR UE B ARG PR 8 £ 489, TR I 5 LN T 20 B A ST PR S5, AN R T i 57 B P 6 Y B A 10 30 35 Bk
MBGP #1 MIRO EAh, JAls 4 AU S#SHE T I BGP $ 41 (1 2% 12 2 FE, DR U 6 422 22 F PR ARG LA

4 ZREBEZEERNIN

AT ETAN 2 AR 2 B 5% R B LR SR RS AS [ JLAL R S 2 4% AS 4T, 2 23 5 R LAWY
BTN AS AR 2 R, Wik 6 B R AS 5 & H AR AS E L4218 2 AS 1 HUAINE 14 AS 342,14 AS 2
HAVEY 1 48BA% AS 1425 IR ,AS 2 1] LUE 5 2 454545 AS 1,15 AS 1 il LAER L 4
AS 705 B AR, 2 A2 15 BN T 8% i v R . L, 2 RIS 2 R R TR BRI AS B A 454
R H
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Fig.6 Asimple topology
6 MR
4.1 HADD_PATHIhRERIBGP

# ADD_PATH I fig 1) BGPR4 ) 3= 2 AR 2 R F RFC 3392 41 H (1« T ikl 15 L “ADD_PATH" T fig, 24
WA 7 # SCFF ADD_PATH Shfig i 41 L[] 0] LAHEAT 22 B 450 o B A2 b PR RF” K DX 4361 S5 [1 — A I 4% 1 282
[ 2 4% B AR, “ B AR AR ULRE th A M % 1 h 9 9 e RIS 45 408 T SCFE Rik#4E 77 ADD_PATH ThfElf) BGP X
NLRI 4ahd 75 AT T4 e, 045 11 T ADD_PATH Zfig i) 2 A4 .77 ADD_PATH Zifig ) BGP M LI 4
T iRy 5 AR R LR IW] 22 A2 o B SO T (V22 I A BRT 35 L an P P T8 . PR BRI 45
4.2 R-BGP

Shy T P T I L 6 i R TR R-BGPIM LI 7 1 4% 4% F R AR 45 45 i 1 4R S 19 15 .R-BGP #2
T 3 B B AR T R L M S 3 AR A YOV 5 22 e R KO B B SRS IR B 425 2 Bl S AR
A X R 2 S A AR 2 R B T SR (I 42, 56 3 R 2t BGP BR ARk B RS B IR 42 6 1 BARERIE T
e IR B AT Sk R T 0 T I S DR 7 b E B 0Ll DA St SR 2 S AN B AT AT R SR —
I3 WA 2 FF ARG 1 ER SR, B 5 ) Bl 00 DO IR 45 SR BB R TR S 7 28 3 e B SR (RS R AR I B8 R 11 B AR
ZHEME & R U S A E B LR — Bk ASGER AN —BRHLE), IR A AS #8E H LI AR J6 13
LRIUE H CBIFRSCA 2R, I DOl RS 45 TR R —Bk AS 4244 F % 12.R-BGP £ 31 B4R S0 o #5 7 o Wi i
b5 U5 S (root cause information), i 4 T 7R WSSO R b HH B AR 4 O B B8 I T P S SO AR

H T & A ARl 25 H bR AR B ME (R — 4 AS), B 28 AS FTREFIAN B &% & H 42 .R-BGP %
e A FH R = B AR MU R i o BT 2R R AT R T RE B 1 AR R AS R S SOl I 4% B AR R %
fis AS AR AE FIABATTIV SR AT 5 A2 )BT 48 1“0 R AL SBOL A St 42 oL AS A8 46 8 28 (VT BsF I B — A AS ML
JITA 40 e SRS T B IS AS 5 A R P A B TR B4 AR b — A AS JEIR R IR B AR U T 2
248, HL 2T A E TE U SORCSIUN B A R IR X AN — &R R ARl i — RS AL —— T — Bk
MU D =5 AR ML A AR S LR R-BGP 1 B LU T BB T AR AEAT AT 15 0 1 (BERE P T . 5%
WS U2, LB AS AS TR — 45 TR IR 5 6 T S e 2 1) i 420, 06 4 At AT ] 2 TRDKs AN 25 Hh BB A R W7 1
T

R-BGP Xf - [X 43 & JH ¥ 42 R E B A2 L HIHRSCh Hh 2 vk 5 38 40 i “ e " 86 e . MPLS 53 IP B%id.
R-BGP = B X £ sk [ 2% £h 1) AT 58 0, FEAS ST HRe F P 0 i el 1 38 .

4.3 YAMR

YAMRPSVE 2 38 75— 5 40 (1 A, LA IS S A2 05 R 2 (1) 4 2 R RO B R B A2 LAAR YAMR 13 42
A AR R T A B A, A A S AR s % B A T LAE A A R AR T 1 S5 BERE . YAMR B8 AR I £ 10
TEH MR RUEFE B AR b 1 58RI R A O 5 AS B AFAE 1 4% T F (R AR AE) B A2 T o 2 S A s
RHET YAMR (832 1~ 11 A0 Ecdfs -1 17T 45, YAMR 3 15 b 5 BOm B50A, B4 B s B 5 2B I, SR g
AR AS A T LAGE T 125t PR TP B A, 6 0 R AN Tl 94 296 v A 4 R 75 S e ) 2 AT K
KB AR 138 5 22 A2 1M 5 RS (1030 JE T 4 A0 Bl SO S ).

YAMR [R5 5% B A2 A T 1L AR 250 LA X 7 32 A2 T 48— R b 28 b IR, L 410,00 i % P e 42 0 G B U 3t £
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B HEAT bR UL (I RE B BE R (M A AS 5) R SCE R ST B A b Bl R B tHARZE K 3ET, YAMR &0 T SR B A I 4
AR T 32 A 0 4 Pt LR IE 8 Pl 475 B B B AR AN 5 [ % ph 3 % DL B AS W73 i) 8. 53 A1, YAMIR A T i e AR 5175
J.(root cause notification, [ Fx RCN)J™ 3 i 4 2% 15 5, I o4 i 0 4 s i e S0k

& 7 AR F IR YAMR 2T AR R B A & H 1) AS, 2 YAMR B SUSC8U= & AS Iz i 7 o
T SRR TR AN AS I B ARARZZ[0,01,E AR E-C-AARYE YAMR [ 8% 42 2 2 A0, E ot 3= %
T 10 5 4% B 1 1 B 2% FH I 42 I DL M B % O bR 255 B LLLE,C1A bR 25 11 % 42 E-D-A T LL[C,A] K bk 25 (1) % 12
E-C-B-AJE WM U AT I FE v A5t LA 1 A-C oh 17, E 5 AT LA FH % 4% E-C-B-A AT tH BILEE % C-E wf b7, E St mT LA
Tl #8142 E-D-A 45 85 8% A-C Tl th T C U548 nf LU I % 48 C-B-A Flik A, WIARYE % th 5 BB, C vl LLASE 25
BERE C-A HHIWTITE B 4 BRI E 4R 35k A IR SCKRIESS Cif C ML RI% 4, B IFEIE A

[0.0] | E-C-A
[EC] | E-D-A
[C.A] [E-C-B-A

[0,0]

[AC] [00] | DA

[D.A] |D-E-C-A
[00] | BA
[BA] | B-C-A

Fig.7 An example of YAMR
K7 YAMR 74

182 MR AR N )R], i 22 R AR5 A5 S E I R g T RS (2D 3 f5 LA )2 YAMR 928 B 34858 1) 35 2 s i
T AN YAMR LSRR 92 56 18 4IE T L7 3k 10 R R T A 8 G 2 s s SR £ X 4 9 T ST 3 N T
TSI 1) T DR RARE R o ¥ A 2 YAMR 76 TG X MR ASE T 1740 1 A e R 2k vk
4.4 PDAR

PDARPS S AS 753 75 3 Bk A% 0 [l I PR 75 1 4% 45 0 BR AR Y 25 (s 30 ) H AT /N AR 1) %6 T % 42,
PDAR K 3% $ P 4 FH i i1 38 25 M 200 T 3496 v ¥ JE T8 328 B P 46 D e vl 3 25 S s 3 T4 il 7 0L

(1) W HARJE AP 25 5 FE AR A B i, ) 8 15 15 1) Ok 026 46 R % v, L it 2 i o

(2)  [AIAR i R I 1 4 FH 6% DA 20036 A2 it L8 2T 4% 1 22 e R B TR 4 A

PDAR il F Wb AR 8 (5 B 4% W B i 15 2 R vy W 4 P S0 e S5 5 . PDAR (I3 HH A 0, 5 2 i
12 5 Eh B R 45 A () W B AR YR A R 4 mT DAk — 0 R i Sl R AR v O R AR E R AR A L i
Pk B 2% 4l SRS 0 RCN $2 A 1) PDAR W 3UFR 4 D-BGP.

B BEAR PGS BT FE 2t g AS WESTAE (5 B ISR e 1 . I % ' 25 TR0 I, 7 e P 3 3 M 4% D % v
3 5 SR S R BT BRI K T i e A A 1) 8L PDAR 42 % $5 H >R A Bloom Filter, #X 4 B-BGP.
B B B A B R 425 BB Bloom Filter MEAT 40 Y, (RAE T — SeMURAE B ZE T M58, 38 BT T 8
TFAY.

5 R A R DU AE — A AS T RRAE ] L 45 ] 542 J5 ,PDAR gt 50 55 R 3R i 2R IP %8 MPLS
e R AT % H A2 0 S0
45 N

AT FHELGRT 242 E LB R LE 25 W T RIS A (5% W 5 2R 1A D). ARl



A SR B 3425 E X 75

A QAR ARG AS BRI AT B A% (1 ] 5y 2 AR T A0 o 4 | 4 ol S 1D R A3 S T 4 1) i B
G AT ASE A P SCAS L AT R FR P DR e, 20 A0 7 22 S e O P O 6 0 oy — ¥ 0 i 4%, FL T R-BGP A1 PDAR K
MW 1A% N ERAR, T YAMR G 5 55 2 AR B B0 A (19 9% T B A, 53 0, LR LY BGP e, KA 1 & 8
(K 7 ADD_PATH ZJRE) BGP Al YAMR #R¥x it T Bt A2bn il M T DX B 1) — H I IS 2 4 B
1£.R-BGP Hil PDAR ISR MPLS = 1P [t Sk A7 28 T A% B0 e . ATV R AR bR IR 51N AR i
LU ILA )BT ik 1) e A 3 G5 R AEL 0 g R 22 B A% B 1L BT 0 Z5R HY ) 7 AR il o i K2, YAMR
F % A SR S AR T 9/ G T R bR B eSS T T LG 8 A 4R L A i el R
R SC A5 A7 T W B b U R g T DL B3 ) 22 B AR i P DU 3 WA I, BRI SRR I e T R AN T i 2
IR 73
Table 2 Comparison of protocols on multiple announcements and multipath forwarding

R2 AR 2B RIS R LR

it i | THTIE | S PIT EEE |y | s
B4 RN )lijfﬁm fr = E’W R FAS R FrrE | RYE | B e dE
BGP with ADD- . . Destination and path ID
path capability High High B Local path ID based forwarding B B B
R-BGP Medium Low High No T EAR G R AR No Yes No
. I - Destination and path ID
YAMR High High High Path ID based forwarding No Yes Yes
PDAR Medium Low High No M T EAREG R iR No Yes No

*YAMR 75 2 i 6 01 2 o B ol 95 TP B0 2 90 0 O P 01 TSR 1D T B 115 5 R o 9 T R A
5 FHEUEIE % RIZIRE KRG

AT B A8 BT R B & AR LD i R S R R AE 0 B R P, R SR NIRA RIS B % i (pathlet
routing). 15 BT P 28 B BUAS [, b S W 3802 45K 1) 2% 101 28 49 1 K WA e U7 3, K00 O 8 T AN 2 e alfe 0 ek T i A o
— A4 F I ] 2 B ARt AR R G T e A 2 8 FRAT R 3 T R 15t ) B 1l (feedback  based routing) 1
BANANAS 1 )51 28, BUAR CAT IR B0 A 38 Y S S I B b AR R 45 0 (R A% T — Sk i) 22 B 42 36 th 1 v
Al BT B M TR 3 R AR, Y] 5 S 10 A0 IR 0] P SR AN o] RE IR (H H R % 45 e v H A 0 7 R R — B MR 7.
5.1 NIRA

NIRAPT 7 — o 1) B 11 3R 45 K 98 S #5836 3 6 th NIRA 2 H 4 4115 B A% 48 B 1 (topology
information propagation protocol,f&j#% TIPP). TIPP i3 1) 3 %2 By fig 2 i i FH 7 & D0 7T FH %t . NIRA F [ — AN
BEMEZ 2 up-graph,up-graph s H1— 3 P R R 5% R A A PR A PR S 1 2 A e i) I 5l i TIPP B sl
B 6 258 T S WS, — S P A S M T up-graph. TIPP Wh it o (0 5 e R 25 W iSOHE 9047 B B v R I 45 1
B AR TEHEAS up-graph HPREAT, NI HE N T BRI AT 47 2L .NIRA 8 S TH g AS(tier-1 AS)A R 1) 9 45 Bk b T
T 19 1% (core) NIRA 45 i i FH = — 500 43~ v sty 2810 B 356 o0 A% 1 B8 e, Kb, ot 281 ot P B8 i 22 0 o 5 ey 4 50 1 g, B
P 2 326 38 B A% (1 166 e R R BB 503 1 B el A R 3 L, R a6 3 T BRI e 44 S i b A 4R IR 2% (name-to-route  lookup
service, i A% NRLS)K 3k HUZ 242 0% (1% th .76 NIRA w1 52 AS(tier-1 ASYKr 23 e Fi 15 0 % sl bk 347 40 23 3%
BEA T —2 ASARJGIX—2 AS ¥ BT 4r B 45 21 i W4 4 btk [RASE EAT 40 0 B2 A4S T — 2 AS K L8, EL BTl
ARG AS #A P 2 bl 3 T H )2 IR &R LR 02 Ak i bk 23 e, NIRA fa v s 7 AT LAAIAE 22 /1> ) 2 bk
JZ A I 23 T ) B e b 2 i FH P R D 6 bk mT DL SR R AT B i B NTRA H ) 22 %44 B0 Jl e Y5
HEFNH (6 Rk 6 AN TR 4 2 ST, ZE NIRA P A4 B8 A0 3 N6 B 38, 23302 uphill B B 3% < downhill 6
A bridge B /K AE B Ak B b B R A% e R BN HEAT B oh 2 A R B R 2% i Se AR B i Mkl 7R
downhill & w25 #8275 A & 2, AR IR k7 uphill 38 b 25 4825 45 K $k 2, 87 bridge % iR b AT A 4k A4
Uity FH 7 R up-graph Rk % H B R IRE, TIPP B 130K e e 4 5L I 425 &5 v FH 7, i FH P ] LLHE S 4 56 T Y B8 el A4
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H Y F 7 14 up-graph ki S BLARE IR, BT TIPP B3O £E up-graph Ho A% 3% ks, DR b R 32 3 75 2R H L it
R 45 7 Bk W ¢ £ i e

LR ATTARIE B 8 Sk T NIRA [IE 1T 2. B 8 H1,A1,A2,A3 Fil A4 J2 4b T LI W AZ 0o [V B HH 38, 20 il A
e — 4y BC (WA hE 1::/16,2::/16,3::/16 A1 4::/16.%F T X4 4656 R 1) AS,NIRA £8 Hi 45 At AT # i 43 il — 2 ik, fur R2 AT
R3 43 5047 % S ik FFFF:1::/32 1 FRFF:2::/32. 0 I, R2 ELAT P AN hik AR 5 A AT 40 3 17) B L 28 ) R4 T b ik 2
fic, Bk 4n, R AT R2 43 I3k 45 th A3 3 e (b ik 3:1::/32 AT 3:2::/32,R1 F1 R2 1 [a) L% 7 (01 N1,N2) 4k 584 Fic s ik
7 Bob 33 1 N1 43 B 3 ANHuhk [FIEE, % 7 Alice 3kt N3 7 BE 9 3 ANt hb X F 43 B i Mo kb 52 L&
T h 15 Bt dn,Bob il 3:2:1:1000 A4 T #% 11 N1-R2-A3.24 Bob 75 21 Alice #E47il {5 i, Bob 15 4G it
47 A PR 4534 A% 2 Allice B9 3 £, o B C A 3 45 10K 0 % eh W 1 % A2 HF 92, Bob AT L3RS 5
2% 2i% Alice 1)1 i % 15 Bob K 3% £8 19 4 e rb e S (1) 95 b Ik R0 FR ik 5 ON 4R SC Sk, 38 28 1) 1 P 8l 3ok AH N T
% R AT PR3 AT A AR S K

R6
3:1::/32
3:3::/32
3:1:1:/48 4:1::/32
3:2:1:/48 FFFF:2::/32
FRRFL:1:/48 3:3:1:/48
4:1:1:/48
FFFF:2:1:/48

Bob
3:1:1:1000 3:3:1:2000

f . [ f .
[ﬁ 3:2:1:1000 [E 4:1:1:2000
S errE1:1:1000 S ERRE-2:1:2000

Fig.8 Anexample of NIRA
8 NIRA [y H A4k 5241

5.2 HEZE%H (pathlet routing)

e B o PO A 0 M A 2 — i B (pathlet), B BOR 41 B 1h 10— #8005 AE 4010 BGP T 5 4k st AN [
Bt vy RO 7 it B BU iy 1) 1 2 JUAEUR, 2 B BRI DLREAT B, 2 BT 0001 A A B e B8 BUER ] 1) Oy A
R Lo 25 A2 HE UL 45 (vnode), KE 00T s 1) 2 A LR AR DAy 6 B 10 AL 1l 2, th i A2 38, B BORE o — AR B R ALY
LRI N B JZ R TR % B it o Rl LA TR] B B A A DAREAULYY ) 71 AT LA e BB DA Bt 2L ol 1 90 2% L 1) it oy
e BOE 1 (LT BGP AR i b I 1) SR P A A i DA O3, 8 o o SR SRS ABL T R R DR A B IS A i) BRI
SR T 2047 6 B L 1AL 3 10 AR i BOdEAT B FE (55 NIRA ARLL). B3 4% % BUAR 65 i A M 2L, LU fn itk BV % %
i VRARF AN S IR 35 P R UL 01 70 e BB UK e s VLA T 1 B B 1) 7 G A 2 4 A4 1 T R A 8 BEAR S,
R A5 SR R A e e BRI R 00T s 4L 10 1 190 208 4 40, D8 L 40 B30 AT S R B ol B9k DARAS B oy Bk 3
5 RIE R I T A BT I 40 6 v (10 8% B ) e B R UUART BN AR SC S r 8y 45 MR A0 S0 v AR e SR b IR R AT
KA A AT R BN AR YR AT IIEEAT A Y AL B, 0 55 5 A bR R AT I S LA RSO 2 — Bk,

SR S TK e ) 2 SR R) 22 A% P ISP A SR 1k 2 — Bt B e PR 6 1 5 4 L SR R I 1 g mT LA 4 B 1) BE
B2 it £ PRI AR B, 48 s 22 B bl U2 TR 1K) P9 RIBE 2R 1 0, BT 20 -5 0 1 SRS 2RI 1 70 A K (K AR T A



A SR B 3425 E X 77

PArT5E SO BUIC Ry P 2% rh A A % F 38 70—/ B R RN B AT R R ROIRES R A

FE ) — W 440 F 45 VR P L& ¢y MTEMY Q ML E cpc0 5 o il AL T 41 461

a) ¢ MBI IE) B tH7E ¢ tH Ik (A H]k);

by XTI AR AN 8% (e (i)[=O(ca(i)), 3 oy () F R e B M B § P % Pl 3% 1 I ROIRESSH

P 15E LWL P SRS KB e /)T Q, 20 T Q H AT AL ¢, P 8 AE7E — N o0 A8 15 ¢ 255 o

Ll 9 PR, i) — 5 HE P B P LR 7 S 3R 1K BE 7 B A [R], P—>Q R 7R P SR KA e 15T Q. ANl 9 hm]
DL 1 B I b 1) SR R0 B8 ) ik T 3 40 22 W A5 % o W80 TR A 48 1) 65 I ot 1) 8 e AN AN 58 A ST 1
BGP, It H. [ 51 75 e % 1105 AL S, DR AN AT 11 S s 238 LU 1Rl P, 3 B AN PR

e BUH i
MIRO, MBGP NIRA YAMR

| |

BANANAS, L-BGP

BGP with ADD_PATH, P H s S5k T B
BGP£ 1%
BGP

Fig.9 Comparison of policy expressiveness

9 B PNSR g R AL BE ) LR
5.3 EF & i%AY#% H (feedback based routing, S #RFBR)

FBREVI I 00 JIAEE 76 AS AR 11, FBR K35k 5] % 1 4% 23 Jhy 00 G B oy e RTS8 % oy 8% 67 B i 5 20
SR A RN Bl A5 M ph s S G A s T AR R L TR N 4% O e AR AR A R T Bh A B eh R FR B IR S AR AL
A5 B 7E FBR o I 2 it eh 2% 10 B 45 F % eR A S A% 3% 0 2 it b 38 47 57 2 s 45 R MR I R 36 5 AR R L
Sk AR ST 4810 B 8 R G0, I I o 2 R AR IR 4R S0 1 AR A SR T DU AT R S R T G U B
B, VAR E PR AR ER i R 50 . e o I B e A R 1 5 R i AR R 20 S pR A T DA B A I ) R 4%
b &5 84, 91 i AT 8% f vH L FBR o RN I Sk i o A KRS R 45 (BT R TH P AR B A RO R % L S
— AR TR A A 6 T 22 T K bl I R S o A% B e R AT R 3 A0 S ph s TR O] B 3R AT ST
DU, — BB IR vy S IR ) S, S0 i B vy T 0 B B R ok R EE AT B e UE B I P AR R A R i RS R
FNJE 5 th LI FBR 1R 1 2R G0 B A 1R i (0 T 977 Rk [0 B PR ARG 7 ah v it ehn 88 1) 2 2

T, FRATTAR A 10 Sk A 4H FBR W4T i AR B A, G L G ik B 0F H A JE R IR G RIS . Y AT
B W 2 4 5 B E AT B R VB 3R TS P 4 B 1h L A 0 A-C-F-G il A-B-D-E-G.A i ik I 5 3R A3 A 4% 1t 11
RTT 43 Jl5& 20ms Fl 200ms, ¥ 20ms (1)1 f1 50 8% .24 A RORR SO HROCGK S N 8% i {5 5 A-C-F-G,
210 B h S AR TR AR SO Sk P R B b B AT R R TR A R bt 99 4% 6 el 3R AT R I, 5 ok B 1) A b s
AL A A 1R SEARIEG K, A8 F 4% FH i e JEAT A .
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Packets to G

Fig.10 An example of FBR
10 FBR /=
5.4 BANANAS

BANANASEOMR Tl i 2 2 4% 4 11 )5 38, 31135 T2 5H 18 TR 17 % 1 22 B4 42 WL 6. 7E BANANAS 1 4 4%
AS sty HR G A A4 R AT A AR IR, FR A e-PathID. o TSRS AS e IR13 BIEAE— A H (W31 £ 4
i, BANANAS Zisk AS [ A0 fE #5246 {5 B, JF R IEH FELEM LT E N e-PathiD.BANANAS
WA O ThEE: Bl D R AR AS Bt e k. o Ve R 238 70 80N, 8 T 38 0 B H 22 R % b s T
DL BUIE ) —AN X 48 [ 3852 20 R AN [ 0 1 100 i b 1 32 X AS % 1h 6k B2 SR 7E S B BANANAS [ % th % i
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