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Abstract: The emergence of distributed multimedia applications such as teleconferencing, remote education and
distributed interactive simulation etc. prompts the importance of multicast services. The QoS (quality of service)
requirements of these applications drive the development of QoS-aware multicast routing. Recently, many
QoS-aware multicast protocols have been proposed to meet these requirements. However, few of them can achieve
high success ratio, high scalability, and low control message overhead. A new QoS-ware multicast routing protocol
is proposed based on bounded flooding technique. It aims at alleviating the memory overhead of routers for setting
up multicast trees and improving scalability of the protocol. In this scheme, every node has a two-level forwarding
table which contains information about its immediate neighbors (routers reachable in one hop) and its
second-degree neighbors (neighbors of an immediate one). By the information about the second-degree neighbors, a
router can forward Join Probe messages intelligently instead of blindly flooding them. This protocol also utilizes
multi-path searching to increase the probability of finding feasible branches while connecting a new node to the
multicast tree. The details of the data structures in the protocol and the algorithm of building a distribution tree are
described. It demonstrates the effectiveness of the proposed protocol through simulation which evaluates its
performance in terms of ACAR (average call acceptance ratio) and ACMO (average control message overhead).

Key words: QoS multicast routing; bounded flooding technique; two-level forwarding table; protocol performance

evaluation; average call success ratio; average control message overhead
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B B MAZERRN. ZEEFRLLAGAFHH K S BIRE A 6344 20353 R % 2| M AR TA R 49 EAN.
3% 8 57 ] 49 QoS(quality of service)d R Xt —H3h T QoS AL 49 LL4E 4t PhiX 49 K& © 42 1 49 2HF QoS
LIEIE BT AT o F o R B . W IRALBAR G . RIS SR T A R R A AR R RE T
— /N7 69 QoS 44534ty tN, HL AR ARG AL R AL 5 ) 35 R B R ATE T 6T AT B R4 5549 QoS R AAE
B VAR, ety B AT A AR B T A FUARAY 47 M (scalability) MBUR A Z IR A2 R A ME T —AMNEZ T A AR
8. RA ZHRABERG. A XK G ik MR T WIS, BRI MR Lk T L TEMERER 5
M &I AT 2 OZ BB RGBS B EA T EAETH D BRI EZER L ZRZWBUTE T2
#H I AT EIH R RO RN ARG T E B4 B E R K e L9 BG4 E— A2 B ETR
H T 258452, B iz 7 LA ARSF AL

KR QoS A& IA d ;% FRIZARH A, P B4R R AU BTN B 397 A 2h 5 4 RIAR ST 44
hEESES: TP393 SCHRARIRED: A

Bt 9 4 WA 251 . VOD/AOD. Internet-TV. A8 HLa {7 Bl 328 FE 8025 S5 40 A X 22 VR B FH 10 D4k, 30 F
21 (multicast) T AE 1) 199 2 Hfith 25 R RTE T 05 1 72 AT F AR R N . 201 475 T8 Jo e 4 04l 0, 2 R 06 i v 17 I 4% %
VR ) FH 2R A% 2 416 2 2% 18 G o] 3 iok i 9 @ L AL BRI AE Ok, QoS A R K e I IS T 9 A A L AR
IETF(PE R P TR 20 ) 1F 76 A0 HE 0 20 U5 P BE Bl (in RSVPUY L 2548 IR %5 (IntServi®y. X 43 Ik 45 (DiffServi*l)
P R TR AFZ £ T IntServ S5 A 2 8% 0B, 30 Y PR ARG T I U2 14 8% b L, SR 8% ey bn 80 S 00 2 1 8% e S L
B HZER QoS W, I 4 N FH 1) W 5 T B 66 g 3t — VIR e DR bt 8 81— AR e 380 9 4l 3 %) S A
B P A A % el 85 0 L A R BB A 5 B 1) T R A AR A 2L S e I DL ZAR e 1 ) AR 2 W N
O, R AT QoS ARIE ¥ 247 45 Hh Blp 1802 B2 e X 4 T 9 R FH 56 110 O

AR T —ASHHICEE QoS L4 M b b i & VEAL ALK Ity 2% 2L A7 il I 7 U2 A8 S 4 a5 i AT IS M A
QoS 15 5, LS 920> e H1 353 47 fidh 785, DN I 52 1 B 130 1) BUASE At 47 28 (scalability ). B SCR FH 52 BR (992 SR BOAR S AR S
Fr 22 M A2 30 2R DAHRE v T I 2 52 A ) 28, T e I3t 2 I N 1 QoS i SR — AN AR A R 53 4 o 1 S e I
PR A0 S AR A TP 2R 2 AR R T R BAE AR Y A (on-tree-node), T SR B8 % i By, 37 B TT DURA SE 4% L 3T
QoS 1 SR IR e A%, LU 422 B A FE W b 0 AN B 1 o 5 40 J5 1 532 mh il o W0 U BPE AR 4 A, 2T B 0 el A 5
AR 1D 30 BN i AL L QoS 7R EE W Bk A2 (path) ) HE— AN I ER IR S (join_probe), 43X AN I8 SRR 3L 5 H
55 2 JEAREAT s CUR SR AR I — 50 P92 1 22, T BN N RSO 5 el T SR

RS 1 WA E— LA TAE S 2 IR W 3L B0 45 0 S A0 A% R B BV B8 3 T 4 BRI S 50 4
TR W, TS T 52 PR B 0 2 B h B SR T S AT A R N P I R ) S v AR L AR R
H T2 3 51 AN 8 TF RSB ACHY AR, T DI S0 7% 10 45 B B B AN K 0 b SR A S e —
SEFEIE b BRI T2 3 A R DN e A O R B AR A R R

1 HxIE

2 3 6 e ) SIS 2 AR (R 3, T — A B R N B TT AL AN WS A I AR DA R TR 2 A
o b B ISR P IS 15 3 QoS I, B AT T 43 24 QoS U (QoS-aware) I8 IF1 4 QoS #U/& (QoS-oblivious)
01 QoS 147 1k I 2 37— BR MUty 1) B B3 1Y S A L — A QoS W SR AU AL 4L HE A . AE QoS 414 K
FEGE1) TP 71 4 (best-effort) AL il £ i 41 75 24 . AL 4% 1) 44 1 i P2 5, AL 47 W 80 ST 4 g B B A28 1% 1 1 i
(single path routing, &K SPR)FIZ 42 i tH Pp i (multi path routing,f&iF% MPR). [ # $E ik — 4% 51— (1) Bk A2
JR LB A FER b1 S 8 PR AL 2 4% B AT DUAE R 45, 1 1 5 ff 5 L rh R e Tl AL L QoS TSR I — 5 IEHEBIM |
AT PR 2 2 E QoS RS IR, T 22 Br A s th P10 3L 22 /2 QoS HUEK K.

G QoS 44 i th b X o J5 EL R W J ) & DVMRP(HE £ 0 5t 2145 % th ¥4 1301, MOSPF(IT I il
AR S A HE B PO . CBTORZ M B OMFD PIM(Hp 13000 57 20 6 Up i, A0 35 25 4E A X DM R0 i A58 5,
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SM)!'  DVMRP FI PIM-DM(PIM % 8245 20) K I i [ % 4% 4% &% 352 R (reverse path forwarding, fij#% RPF),ifi % ]
RPF $ A [ % ph B S0 AN Al S 475 T ) 332 52 356 (1) QoS 15 >R (1 LA W SUR P T 3 i 448 ¢ el A 451 201, MOSPF
WURI FH P4 # 1H SVA (Dijkstra) T8 H— 4% AUt 55 76 4855 25 (on-tree-node) BT A B3 17 157 ) 58¢ J 8% 42, 39 1 21
X 4% B AR B B AL L WF SR X R T B AL 3R 6 T best-effort 38 {7 F i Al L (H A 2 T B e 2 1
PREHE ) QoS & Bsf Jo i e A A0 A — s LA A% [0 8 U, LA SRR I8 7 oK 1 i 45 i £

T IRBNH AL QoS T B W YR T LB M, 22 e 4 e p W BRI T k3 A B B AL 2 4k A A SRS
B 5% 6 6 G e g G I 4% R A B B 4 3 Spanning-Join!® 23X Bl 7 S 1 LR AR 2 A% B LA T 5 SR
I 7 3 ORI % 40 5 O H R RPEUSY) % Y join-request 1 32 LL 5 0 78 B4 45 2520 — AN 78 B 05 3% Ui 3
join-request T ST, 5t iR ] — AN W B 5L ack 45 97 1 53K A Hh S99 % ph P D30 02 1) ack A% i 6 A2 B O — 41k
6 R B R AR T R B B ZH R B EL %% 3 I Spanning-Join B i3 7 T E 45 ORE O I SRR 0L Btk Lk
% ,Spanning-Join i U{# F 25 7798 2%, BT A4 S 35 189 0 X 447 55 144 . Qo SMIC & o — AN 51 1 J 1) 22 i 4% i
P IS0, HE A 3 45 A0 1D 980 3Ry A bt 48 3R R 9 22 P AN B P A4 1l AR 48 %2 5 Spanning-Join AH >, 22 5l HU7E 48 2R 11
YO FBIE /N2 A b 48 2% o B K BLE B 5T R, B SO R FH P 98 2R 48 R A T 1l S 3% — 4 M-JOIN R SCE T i
5 7€ 1 BT 5 (designated manager node, i /%X DMN),DMN £ 2 £ 34 i i £ N1 5l 1320 AS 4R 0
245 B Ji 1) FT K B R % BID 4R SC.IX 2% BID 4 SC TS I3 1 B 45 0 b B R 5 eh B I S AR A 3k
1£.QoSMIC [¥1 R {45 ¥ Lt Spanning-Join B ELLF, BRI A& H AN T BLAE BE A W 2002 3 RO, 2 W H AR U2
W e 48 22 AEE G T 3 P DMIN LA K b 0 7 5 1 762 P03 155 B8 98 475 2 — AN ] 200 ) ] 8. QMR PSR 3 —
ANHTHE R QoS 2 1 % b B S, 4 H I 40 5 by N 22 AR K 1h 45 Ol R .QMIRP SE R SPR 48138, fn L 2 JUe, 14
R 1] 3] 2R D 53 0 A YT R TR 22 B AR A R R AE G H QMIRP IS A 28 B e T B B A P R AR,
SR AR TR D 40 e AR LA R R T R IR U 22 5 45 2R R L ) A S AR K AT L, QMRP S I AS e AR U
i SZFFG AEIR X FE F N QoS(additive QoS).

Bk Y2 AR T VR 2 S AR s Pl STVR AR SO QoS HRRIEBE I A L A NN I 1) S5 T THI A
A AR R (42 SR SC 25 A KI5 TF RS G SR B 4k B A 80 vk B AT X R 8, 22 B A0 B o DU o A T a1
DML 2 2 T S RIS A0 BT, 0T 17 1 R R 22 B A e vh P s,

2 ETZIRIZERYEER B Y

T D 2 B A B (1 5 T [ I B AL A (D T P R A P, B AT 5 AL B o i A il L LA i I
5 J24 40 J S S0 T IS PR BE % QoS IR AR B IX A7 ik 45 #7E D. Ghosh 45 A H I QoS 4% i thy SLVL I rh 43
BT AT ROV RE IR D> % e % (47 0 B A Gk £ S PR AR A R T RIS R R U — A R R
LA (10 A S A A R R I A P T A S AR A I N ORI 47 T4 S SR R T AR A R IR LA A R B R AR
LR b ATV 1> LS BRIZ R B A 1200 1) 201 498 0 A 3 L.
2.1 MLRIEE

AR LR WA N TE A G=(V,E),V 27 (% a8 & E RN BE )R A .G I — & Bk nT Ron
A ICH(vu), o viue Vg M R IR TR IE N AR M R v B — A A AEAR SO SR th A%
BAAH R

P CEE T e

© W& AR AR ) AR e S R R SO e

@ AN ABTEA S QoS IR, WHRTEA e o um LI GEAE K/ TR 58 . BERK 1) IR 57,

@ AN AR IR T — P A B R SR L AR Y RS e IT B B R IR AR R QoS A5 B BRI AN A
R ML L P )2 QoS ARES 5 Wk MEAF B2, AR IR S i 3

@ ANTEW T 38 T NI IR 213 A 51 QoS JE M, m_QoS R, EAAFRETY s B A i) Rk
R m_QoS.delay, UL S P51 55 B AT s B A2 1 58 m_QoS.band (R 43 L 45 % 41 1) iy 52).
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22 ATEZBRERENMEQSKELRE

H T ST PN AR R il A BT — N2 (two-level) 7 R 3,2 — G B th s H B — AN ER IR 3L
(Join_Probe) i, & 5 ) FH 3X AN 4 S 32 T i HH A 2

FHIEAT R A v N )RR v AR JE AT AL E (V)RR ER: v A N (v) 17 £UIIBE R BN ()R 7R N (0) 48
Ja 5 SR EP (0 FRIEBE N (v) R N (v) I BE % 4.

v MEEREEAST E'WA B0 QoS IREE LM N T E'WNEI LS 1 2RI
(the-first-level-entry), i ic 4 R! PR N T EX(v)BE 30k 45 2 |2 2 Wi (the-second-level-entry), fiff it b R W v [¥1 P4
JERRFBWE 1 PR,

Link Node Available QoS Attribute
L v By, Dy *
Ly Va By, Dy ¢
Ly Va B,, D, gAddr
(L1,h) U Min(B,,b,), D, +d, *
(Lol u Min(B,by), Di+d; gdddr
(Lislm) U Min(B,,by), Dy+dpn *

Fig.1 Two_Level forwarding table of node v
K1 v MR R K

FEE 1, LieE (v, e EX(v); AN R TR A 6L (L L) R — ST S BEE T N 0) g T N2 (), Ul e
SUHVBLAE R Vi=1,2,3,.n, B R 55 1 J2 4B JE 35 2B VieN' (V)u5=1,2,3,..om, R oR 5 2 J2 48 Ja 4 1, B
w,eN°(v).B; F1 D, 5% E'(v)[¥)n] A 58 5 138 b, B d, 52 1,e E*(v) I ] A1 58 A E IR . Min(B,,b) 3 /s HL B, 1 b, 1) 45
/N D S AR (L4 ) B TR WV RS B L R0 L R RE IR 2 Rl g Addr 2 AR, 715 K v 5w A2 5T SRR R T
(on-tree-node) I, 7 1) J& 11k S8 N 12 41 Ml
23 HiR%EHM

0K F B BT 8l 4

@ Join_Probe(iI AFR M 30)

Join_Probe & —/N7NJG4L(G_Addr,Req Band,Req DelayC,Call ID,CurNToDestCacD,Eligible paths), H:
G_Addr JEA R, LT 2B W Join_Probe EEMAWEANBE 4L ;Req_Band & S ER I 1 3= ML 2% Hi 4% 115 =Kk 1 7y
% ,Req_DelayC & KRN K] T HLEE i 2535 5K A 8 38 BRI F, — 25 44 OB A 52755 /UK QoS ¥ 3K, e AT vk
R H AT 048 R R AT T T S K Call_ID & PR AR TR (T 24 A AR 2RI A 119 1P Hhhk), B AR5 2
DX 43 RN IR 5, R — N5 i) B4 B 22 AN NN () — TR AH 1 S ) R 0 S, TR e A7 0 B2 IR D310 % A A 4
Join_Probe #} 3;CurNToDestCacD 745 WCAR IR ST 24 1119 5 B AR BRI 10719 1) R S8 IR s Eligible_paths 7t
PIJZ3E B A Join_Probe Fi SCAL i ¥ nf F B ik w42, vl A OIS 2.4 7R3 1.

@ Ack_For Probe(H & N Z&H 30)

Ack_For Probe & —N=JC4(G_Addr,Call ID,m_Qo0S8), 3 G_Addr I Miht,Call ID WM R IRET, e AT
FI1ER 5 Join_Probe R 3CH MZA;m_QoS & MALFE IR 2] 71 &% Ack _For Probe i 3C 11 mi MBS 421 QoS
JEEE, R B AR 58 m_QoS.band F1 RTINS m_QoS.delay, 23— s _EUF U3 £ 4 Ack _For Probe
SCIN, & B FEAR IX LA S m_ QoS Y2 MR et

(® Nack_For_Probe(7 & W 24 30)
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Nack_For_Probe f&— " JG41(G_Addr,Call_ID), i G_Addr }EAHubE,Call ID F& PN FR AT s
W) — A E AR5 SR 1) Nack_For_Probe I, 87 it 23 423K 4% B i Hlk Bk 7 36 B8 [ 2 b

@ Prune( By H 4R 30)

Prune & — " 04 (Call_ID,G_Addr), . Call_ID RWFIFRIRTT,G_Addr 24 k.

AN RAE P AE DL R 2 ) HALHY SR IE Prune #ROC:— MR T SR AT A 0 EHL S L AHIE RN,
A 1) FEACHY RTURIE Prune R SCHTFR 55 SN RURIEERE Iy — Bl — AN RAERWCE] > Ack_For_Probe i SCIY,
WHRZNHOEE T —&ELHM QoS M2, it &% Prune X E| Ack For Probe f%3% KA i, & 4
B75% 4 Ack For Probe it 3% [F) 45
2.4 HERRFNIRIZEYATAM

TEPIEE B a0 R v B v, EERR 1 (v,vi) i 2 DUT 45

B>Req Band (@8]
Di+CurNToDestCacD<Req DelayC 2)
MFRBE R L:(v,v) 22T I
W v 3w IR (L L):(v,viu) 85 2 BLF 45
Min(Bi,bj)ZReq_Band 3)
Di+d+CurNToDestCacD<R_DelayC 4)
WRRBEAR (L Ly): (v, Vi) 2 AT ).
IR A E SO T A B AR AR S i AR

2.5 #ERRMINEER

PSS AT HRORs H P R 48 2R B (search tree) 12 3% 4 (multicast tree).
R AN SR R R RA R.R (N — AR LR
R{G_Addr, In_Interface, Out_Interface(0,,0,,...,0;), Call_ID, Status(0,,0,,...,0,)},

o G_Addr ARk, In_Interface j& Join_Probe R 34 N3 [1,0ut_Interface(0,,0,,...,0;)7& Join_Probe i 3 4
HH S 1A A9 A I A, 4 B B 0 1A A% 58 U 170 55 Join__probe [¥1 % A B 7 1) 1E 44 . Call_TD 2 Y 4 Jrjdk—
FRIRAT Status A& /KT Call_ID WY PR FRIC, 29797 s 2R 4> ACK RS E ACK A& R 45 ) 1]
RS, Y AU AR I AP Call_ID TEZY AU 4 A% H 3 14 Fixed.

SRR BT SR A 2L 3R R R i AN SRR B (01 A R — N R R R R R L e R R
R LARIUN IRA VAT KA M, A M RI]RIR N

M{G_Addr, In_Interface, Out_Interface(0,,0,,...,0))},

HA G Addr ek In Interface 7 H#EEAE A M AN o L, k2 R R 19 2 AN far H o 10 A 1) £ 1
& ,Out_Interface(0y,0,,...,0;) 2 2 FEE 04 A i i 11, BP Join_Probe R SC (1% A o 1.
2.6 HIEWIEEE

(1) Join_Probe #} 3 &b B 595

5 A v BRI S Join_Probe N, 8 8 56K B4R SCIN Eligible_paths 546 5215 49 75, 01 A&
e, LI v Ho N PIE R R AR 0 b (8] 75 R, R e R R 16 54 Eligible_paths YT 48 W1 AR 4% R
Join_Probe BIAJ 244K #2485 K 2 Wi v IE N iE 4% Eligible_paths,[R) 76 H: R 6 FPAEAK %R SCIW Call ID. R SCH 3
Nty 1 (In_Interface)~ % %t 1 (Out_Interface.O0,,0ut_Interface.Os,.. )FIZLMt(G _Addr). W Eligible_paths }
L ARIATT SO T AR 2 B R E RS OL R IR v AR LS S FI m_QoS.delay+
Join_Probe.CurNToDestCacD<R_DelayC J2& 15 B, WS BA7, B B AE B 19 503 A2 IS =K QoS, T A& i [l —
ACK R v AN A0 TT A, B U A L9 J2 5 R 3, W AR v B B A A R R T R B E TS ALy i A

S dpe R T B K B4 12, 9648 Join_Probe (¥ CurNToDestCacD 15 M0y 24 i H 5 f5 A4 B i ol MR A2 I IR 2 1,
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SR 5K Join_Probe %% ¢ I AL IEIR T s SRR 1 20 RN v A7 0 124 S0 Call_IDARSC W5 N3 F1 (In_Interface)
% H 9 1 (Out_Interface) 532 FVZH H bk ) SR AT PR )2 175 28 b AN Q0 2 AR AT AL 3 V15 R BRAE AR 1Y Ry 2 T
SRR R R E A RN 2 )2 A8 AT H 4% Eligible_paths, 3% Join_Probe 1] CurNToDestCacD 1F1&
BUG IR AT B AR R AR 56 2 )27 R v 2R 2 J2 T A0 s 1 U B Join_Probe LAJS, RIJF 4R — 40 4R 5
5 iR #E, 5 B Join_Probe # 41 #5515 sl AR T sS4 O 1.7 8 v XTI AN ER AR SC Join_Probe (4 4k 2 4k

-7

B3 1L AR L Join_Probe b H AT
INPUT: Join _Probe

1
2
3
4.
5.
6
7
8
9

10.
I1.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

21

22.
23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
34.
35.

Switch (Join_Probe.Eligible paths)
Case Join_probe.Eligible_paths#NULL // A7y g A 8] 5 55

R.in=In_Interface; [/ In_Interface & Join_probe [1%i1 A ity ']
R.out=Join_Probe.Eligible paths;
R.Call_ID=Join_Probe.Call_ID;
R.G_Addr=Join_Probe.G_Addr;
Join_Probe.Eligible_paths=""; /| &7 W2 W0 HigER

Forward Join_Probe to R.out;

Case Join_Probe.path=NULL

If (AR R YT e sAE R 1 1)

if (m_QoS.delay+Join_Probe.CurNToDestCacD#Join_Probe.Req DelayC)
M.G_Addr=Join_Probe.G_Addr;

M.out=M.out+In_Interface;

M.G_Addr=Join_Probe.G_Addr;

Send ACK to In_Interface;

Return;

else

Send NACK to In_Interface;

Return;

endif

U (AR 1R P9 S22 e S v 5 A T e A 1 1)
Join_Probe.Eligible_paths="F 5. 1] F 5 % 84 1%
if (Join_Probe.Eligible paths#NULL)
Forward Join Probe to J5 77 f BAERS T £ ;
R.in=In_Interface;
R.out=Join_Probe.Eligible paths;
R.Call_ID=Join_Probe.Call _ID;
R.G_Addr=Join_Probe.G _Addr;

else
Send NACK to /n_Interface;

endif

else
Join_Probe.Eligible_paths=1t .25 2 J2 77 s B4 56 0] H B 4%
if (Join_Probe.path#=NULL)
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36. Forward Join_Probe according to Join _Probe.Eligible paths;
37. R.in=In_Interface;

38. R.out=R.out+Join_Probe.path;
39. R.Call_ID=Join_Probe.Call _ID;
40. R.G_Addr=Join_Probe.G_Addr;
41. Return;

42. else

43. Send NACK to In_Interface;
44, Return;

45. endif

46. endif

47. Endif

48. EndSwitch

(2) ACK ] SCAbFRET I

Ay B = ACK RICH, ¥ ACK.m_QoS {8, WHRTEIX 2 1l A& A — & B i A B A 4T
QoS J& T:,v ¥ 1 ACK ke iy sy [ 1% BY B R 3C prune. WA AAETE — 4 TR R AR BUE ACK.m_QoS H
B35 R v SR AR SRR (i 1 4 B A 3 1, JFK Join_Probe i SCIHIE i1 N Jrid S AE R £rh R
TbRAc H fixed, 7 i BARB A I AT B f e A I I S8 e (R AL 43 % o 2 B 90 AT ML.G_Addr«<—R.G_Addr,
M.In_Interface<—R.Out_Interface,M.Out Interface<—R.In_Interface. W FARTT & v /& AL HI B =L o 4%, 0000
NE & B AR v AN S5 W0 R DN A2 2, 0 v 4 1) Join_Probe 32 3R 13 11 4k 48 1% ACK 4R 30, AN ik ik &
LI ACK R SCH m_QoS E N ET v [#1 QoS JE T AH.

(3) NACK 4R SCAb #R5T 3

279 v BECE] A NACK R SCIN, 8 1 56 20 e R Bl PR AR B C AR, BRI BR NACK # SO I 1520 4
XIRT Call_ID W R.out 78 7% (M A AT ERAR IS, v K MBR Call ID WIATBRDL AR v A2 R B,
B WA ZHCHS NACK #5304k 5 32 31 e R 715 5.

(4) prune R SCAL IR BV

745 A v BB A prune SCIN,EE SSTE B MR IR K2 M IMER prune HR I ZE K 1) 35 E S, 40 A
Xt Call_ID [ M.out 375 ,v KR M 2% Call_ID 235, 3% 11 v (1952 5 a5 (B 26 $50 308 4 iy A2 K 1035 1)
k232 3% BY K R S prune.

BE R AEIE R —/MEZ W RUREN, R Z2 BRI 4 A 5

3 BB RESH

BATESRNEM B — FEERRE AL i T 5 T ARG I 2 40 1k PR 5 BT QoS 15 B, BRI, 48
B EA RN B ER A AR i (1 MOSPE,DVMRP,PIM 25, HLA7 A 45 R K BAAG, IR T A 50 2 A
41k (scalability). F UK H P Z 2 3R AR, — J7 W A6 T BRI SC 156 %, IR I SCn] e 5 B 2 88 51 A4
W IFEY. 2 A BT BRI — A
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Fig.2 Two_Level forwarding table can void blindly flooding
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