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Abstract: The Internet routing system is facing a serious scaling challenge due to the rapid growth of the global
routing table. For the purpose of reducing routing table size, many studies have developed a lot of new routing
solutions. After the paper introduces the background of the Internet routing system, a classification of new routing
solutions is presented. Then, a typical scalable routing algorithms and architectures become the focus, and their
basic ideas and characteristics are deeply analyzed and compared. Finally, some key issues and ideas }‘Qr future
research are discussed. \ ‘
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routing table) & I5% H AT CL7E 30 J7 LA b, HL4kSE 5 B3R 02 8 KB g K i) % o 2 B 35 180 00 7 B o % 0 3 A7 A0
Aab BEZR TR, S0 A AIE I 1 3 K0 2 pR WSSO 1 11 L.

Sy TR 2 (K B, P 25 S T (Internet service provider, B FR ISP)REL T LA R itz 1) T2 BK rhy o i
fF:2) 4R R AR 45 0;3) I8 1P B4R AR, Tk th 2 AR 4R 5 T ISP I8 AR, B T I 45 (1 AR
Bl ; e L e i B 4 £ 1 6 B 0 77 B 3 0 ) M2 Ol R — A ) JE Y s 4 % o 2 0 0 6 ) & i ko
Z T A T 2% R 28 1P SR8 1P TGO T B Ll AN W] I A i S A Ak B AR A 1
VP2 LKA, 00 T RIS b it g i by 8 1) 00, A 2 28 3 N ) % o 0 4 8 B A 10 % e Dok e 3
SR BT X ELIE Y B TR R AT ARG T AN PO BB ATE 5T AN R A AT TR R PR T IR 2 iR ok
.

LI R TR B FRRIT 9 e A 15 B [ P 2 R TR 0 v A A N TV o e N T S A B S bR IR
(locator/ID split) (7 8 H1 BRI FUEAT T &353R AR AT ) TAR B 5 7 T4 R % el i 0 b (g — 38 4 B W
JE A A 200 K B A R ] B R i R ARk T TR S AL AR SRS LI P T e i p RIS T ) LA AT T
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1S E S B R AR 1 -
TR A& V2 H Y8 & %6 (autonomous  system, fj AS)EH%W@I&E‘.*_I ASTA] BL [ = g 5 A P AT g
PR 1. 00 20028 T N AS P ISR B B 40 TC A, SR 5 i B s AR A /I TR A e B e K B el e
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SRR Ry AT e DR, AR IR e ey SO PRI 5 e £ 9 SR A

£ AS I M — i FHL [ EHW‘D‘(E BGP(border gateway protocol)tpil, 51~ BGP i i 2% 2 15 V& AL =
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76 HUBG MY IR AZ 0 X I, BGP % 1 88 JF AN A7 A B B b, IR Ok DX 3 SR AR O BRI ) DFZ(default-free
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C bt 5 23 4 75 4% vh 8 R B E 67 IRk IETF(Internet Engineering Task Force) 7t 20 {4 90 *rﬁﬁEg\)\ e
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A BT 3 IPv4 128 55 kit S Jon DF Z A 1% £ 26 15 B S LR O 4 K MR T 06 90 4 FY 2% B2 25 (AB) 7
2007 4 4 151 i ] 36 2

(1) gt dgi oy

3 1 ) ST [ T P AR 0 5 S i) (provider-independent, & Fx P, 334 7 Mo 28 5 AL 7 1) 0 LLIBE =5 4
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[

(2 21T

© PEEEESAIITOT

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



2526 Journal of Software 3k 3k \Vol.21, No.10, October 2010

% 11 3= (multi-homing) A& Fi§ — A3l s 2 AP R AR T 3RAG MR 55 2 15 B4 20 2 M R AT T4 T
2% FH I £, BRI 14 I e 2 3 FLE ) 10 m SR M — AN 22 4 2k sin] DU R PI Hb ik BR PA(provider-aggregatable) 1
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BB 0 F5 B AL 5 P00 0%t A 45 o 7 I 8, LA SR DR AT SR 804 BRI Bl RN 22 4 5 SR 46 75 BGP 2%, 4 SR ZE 56 By
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F, BT 1PV6 fig iR At 8 K 1t ik 2 1), 7T A S 501 ey 2 30085 L S e g 3 3 s K30 0 DA A R 2 4 5
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TR R 20 T, 0 % A R B T R % [ 7 IR SR T R S AR ﬂ%%ﬂﬁiﬂfﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁiﬂ%?ﬁﬂ%?
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(3) TP B ph Sk
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HE RS d . MBS H . % d . DHT(distributed hash table) i H1 2525 3% 16 [ iy 540900 (1) o T 056
P4 6 1 ZR G BT 4 52, U R TR AR RS IR A R S 2 IR A BR AR SR R 1 b, B O AR SR IR LIRS 1 ik
R R B

Rekhter 15— 4 & “ 4 g bk I A F 40, B2 4 30 IR A g bk, — 35 046 )& 3 — (addressing can follow topology
or topology can follow addressing, choose one)”,iX 41 % 4 i 8 M 11 3 AR WA RK ) Rekhter 2 £ 41 % Ik
I 4 ] 7 R i e T 5 R A A R B I D B v R ] G 12 A B FoR

3 A REHMRBRIH

3.1 A REEEZE

A1 45 1) g S 10 A0 1% o 0k, QP T R IR R R A ) B VR AR RN T L R B T A A
5 {5 B, TR b 5 P 28 TR0 (n), e n 4 A B e e e 3 oy B A A A i o 2R s T Y B A 8%
TR AT, D e R PEASF T 7 i 2% £h 500 15 7 B AR I e 2 10 P A7 T B R 4 il v Elﬂ:gi?\%’ﬁ\ﬁ}l
G EN M2 MT g R e b SV T AT LEROR 43 AT
311 T4 E IR AL S B 3

B T4 X 0 J2 Ak % i (area hierarchical routing) f 2k s FEUAR 2 hf i £ ﬁiﬁi’y [ﬂz;;cgarfgma[iw
P40 BT, A AN T R A A A DK ISP T A 5 £ R T Al A e DX U B T S S e 15 R T X 2 K
ki i i Kleinrock AT Kamount™ 5 548 R F), T Bk ot 4% ) )2 R AL % i (cluster hierarchical routing).

TH&W@E’J%H&&W&%@@Zﬁ Kt HE e R R B K R4 B IR T T A A

Ki1shT—1EA3 ﬁﬁ’])?(/\@cﬂ% 78 T AR — A 4 2% 1) 43 22 G XAl i 0 4 11 T ) R S R 4
H1,2331X3 /\Eiﬁ/ﬁ(% 1 Jﬁ),?f&f:ﬁl:iﬁ 1,2, 39K EE %05 T I (ER 2 20), 85 X 43 31 3 2 DX, 31X B gl 2 19 JRAS
5.— )ﬁfﬁ*?ﬁ@?ﬁﬂﬁ? AN DR R T REAN T R AR T ) DA 2 A R g A 1A B
Xﬁﬂﬁ)ﬁﬁﬁ)ﬁﬁ’ﬂ% 1R IX I AR IR, 58 2 ANFBO BT mUT I IR 58 2 9 DX 3R b 1, B A

Fig.1 A 3-level area-hierarchy network
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G DI A AN TT S AR R TS v TR AR k=2 S I S (R AN S 56 DX by I DAk 2, 1 3
LI CLE L 2 Ak 2 g i, 3.2.1 T e L 2 1 9 2 R RN 8 R K B 2 BT 3.2
{1 % P R T S 6 T(iT G SRS R 4 X, T 24 T A5 T R 41 A 2.

R RR U R 2 B AR B R A RS E bR ik B KA AL BT 2R, % 3R T R A AR
EAR SRy 8l (P 2 A A S BT A INEARe 11 I Nl 152 - S S N U8 = I N R = = | RS S e Be = W R s =SB SN
Bl 2 B, AT A 3.2.1 Bl — ANV R B AR 1.2 A A 3.2.1-3.1.1-1.3.2-1.3.1-1.3.3-1.2.1, Bk i 55 T 5.
TR AR A S R R A, RO AETE BB T 2 IR 4% 3.2.1-2.2.2-1.2.1.

e Detination Next  Hop
° noder number
1 311 2
2 2.2.2 1
31 311 1
@» 321 321 - | 0
A 322322 1
323|323 1

3.2.2 3.23 . \ \

Fig.2 View and routing table entries of node 3:2.1 i s
K2 Hims.21 %ﬂﬁ%%é@%ﬂ@\%ﬂ&ﬁﬂa%lﬁ -

) U B S T A X E R AL R T E S B AR B 1 b AT AN Y s B H AR st I B4R I A
(stretch) 4 2 Sk %M AR 1K 5 s 3 t (0 Sk M 10 B R LU A8, 8 2 2 KT % 1 1% iR 33140 IX 1 2 7K
itk £ A7 A5 32 5728 (boundary e ffeet)——— &I A 1 AN s i SR 23 AN (7] (1 X 48, % ey g e A P AR G 1)
B 120 DR e 7 M 0 0 2% e AN A Ao 35 T 1L PR 5 B 5 50 1) B A 2 T 3k 5 O(n), H:H,n & W
24 (7745 MR !

T4 DR J2 VA 8 R SEVAELE T IE I A5 0 T M ORI S P8 B - T IR B R 3k R T 1 1 98 R
(AS), i F 42k 7] - 138 P4 799 2% 1) %% 1 495 095 9 ELAE 80 P ,OSPF R ISIS Bibisl 2 23 X 114D A ol s ) i ey, — S6 T 5 L 4%
T4 DR 2 VR Ak 1 kg 1228 LA py 2B 7 5 3.2 T A AY 4.

3.1.2 JEFHhbRIE WAL th

T HubR 10 )2 Uk 4k 4 1 (landmark hierarchical routing) 2 % 5& T 20 X 192 WAL 6 A e, LA J2 vk 45 7 o
Sy TN B f Ll Tsuchiyal™ 3 Hi ok iy, L A JEARUE 16 AQ bk 56 199 2% ry (1004 0500 A s O 0 3 J2 e 4%
*’Q,/I\”ﬁ)ﬁﬁ’dﬁ%EEﬁﬂﬁﬁkéﬂﬁi@*ﬁ)ﬁ%ﬂ%?ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%EE%E":E%EEDﬂ“%]‘H*ﬁﬁﬁ:ﬁ%ﬂaiﬂ#‘_ﬁ@‘?ﬁﬁ@%ﬁﬁ
g PR HB AR 2, B IR HOAR J5 H HAR % R 45 B AR AL R I A S R AR T \ A @

E%E%EEE’J*’l\ﬁﬁiﬁfﬁﬁﬁtiﬂﬁﬁf/ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%})\IW?%EPiﬁ%%ﬁ‘]*’l“ﬁ)ﬁ»ﬁ&iﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬂﬁ%% r, 54w L
¥E5emESEABEL r E‘J%B%*ﬁ)ﬁE‘J%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%”@ﬂﬁ@ﬂiﬂi,@ﬂiﬁqﬂﬂ@/l\%ﬁ%&?éﬁ?ﬁéﬂL'Zﬂﬁﬁﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁa%ﬁ'\.
(B A3 T IR M bR TT DAAS 75 B2 4 47 21 4T 3ak b 15 05 1 Bt B \ o "

BRI 2 R AL 25 R 42 00 T AR g5 L i[iqg4ﬁ§47[\% IR, id B R RR L RIS R T B A AT L
F ST 0 bR, A 0 bR i) 4 ro%ﬁﬁﬁ LA i+ AR B T AR bR IR B i1 AR
AR Fag IR T 1y, DUER TR R LMGLIA]AE TR0 ry R TRl P 25 /0 A7 70— AN 5 i+1 G bk 35 T M b () 2 4 04
Zb'ihlﬁ]%ji,LJE%J‘F)VQ%,@%B%EI%E‘J,EBﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ,ﬁﬁ“ﬁgé{'ﬁ?ﬁéﬂﬁ%lﬂﬁéﬂimﬁ%ﬁ%EE%E".4‘%)?59?%332‘29'{
é’E}F‘@JEEIJWLE‘JﬁM%D’JE%Elﬂﬁ,%,{ﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁmﬂ‘?&%? LM;[id], 2 5B — AN 508 LM[id] Bk EOARBaL r A54 4
VT B P 2 — 4 B LM B 1 L

R k FHbr R 2 RAL W4 b A A R bk i — R V) AR bR A G, R 7R A (LM (idg_q), ...,
LMo(ido)), Hhu ik H REAS B 0 S0 7 I b — bR I AR Ve N B 3 JROR T — N THUAR 1 3 402 IRk
2%, FF2h T AN AU L. DAY A g S RS2 e 1 B iR I H T ro=2, BT LSS 0 gtk f ke 43 7E B i
F 4 — I B, 2R L bR 0 RIS 2 bR d A 0AE B AR R A R0 R g R R B LS
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5 Tii.

B B Se A A B AR HbE (LM (idy1), -, LMo(ido)), 75 25 28 i B SRR R A & 78 H btk o H 200 35 AR 11 b
B, 8 J5 1) 12 MR 2 3 S S SR B BA T H BRI AN HBR, W LMD, R LG [id] i eh 3R 25 2
A ] LM, g (idig) 1 8% HAE ST L LM[Id]— & e 840 0 B e R 40 2 H b S0 (9 Bl b T4 25, 0 BRI
LR B H 13t DL 3 H 1 48 S 0 (BT A5 1 A A 5 O b, I WA SR 25 I Y A2 28 1 b, i 3 AN 3R
2 BT 2 5 2 PR . ro=2;r,=4;1,=8), 7% [E T 21 g R IE— 11 B BT 8 40 FH B 4% g-f-e-d-u-t, Bk LSS

T 5 LA AR B AR, D g Bt (R R AR S g-k-i-u-t.
ddf

g 4
Fig.3 A 3-level landmark-hierarchy network
K3 BT HiIbRI 3 )= Ak M 2%

+
g !

T B D2 VA B bt T LK F3E M R 5 A5 P B b, R 0 T LA A OV ) B T i R 0 S R
A % b T LR RS T3 DX J2E AN B R A T TR 30 S A ) R AT s R B AR R B T e s TR
AT TR B A5 A B 1 R T R 10 J22 IR A B8 oy LRI T T — S 9 A AR A e D 10 19 4% Tn DG 8 1 20 2 0 2% e
RUR, BTV 2 R A A 0 b K, Hbs 19 50T RE R 19 4 TR RS, HL A J23 2 v 25 ) B A R 5
3.1.3  HETHRMLRT I E ALK

T AL R 0 2 YAk %t (provider hierarchical routing) & B §i I W4 35 7] il — {3 F 180 7] 3@ s b AL A,
CmR%ﬂﬁ%%%%&&ﬁ&%%%%%%%ﬁﬁ%%W&%ﬁ%%AE@EM%%W?@%i&W%
F (provider-customen) 2 U 45 1 41 2 /1 1% 4) LT AR AL BB 401 1P S, ) PA Sl o

Bl 4 JEoR T B 600 35 1 B A 1 (0 23 TR 465 4 (s i Sk 11 Sl 2R 4R gﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%)
Stub 550 20 4 21— AN SR A 1 WK SR K (transit) IR 45, i A< b 2 sl 1l DX 9 38 i o 290 32 22 30 1 B 1k i ok
SR I 2 M 25 IR 1Y [ 25 TR 45 ) AN R AR IR () — AN R DA 32 31 22 AN 2 (3t 7 X P 1% DBk O 22 1 2. 9 L
ANk 2 TR) 3 W] DL 37 6 4 (peer-peer) R &, LA AR 5 R 55, Regional 2 Al Regional 3.— /ML &7 L H
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%&ﬁm&miﬁﬂlﬂ%,%ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁ&Kﬁ%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬂm%%m%”¢
B A 4% 8O3 T TR B IS 4 B 4 B BT AR A T 0 L R4 1P M Bl S BTG e AR O T S

M%i%%%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁwmﬂﬁ%Mﬂmﬂ%mﬁ%ﬁi&ﬁﬂﬂ%WﬁEIﬁ%Wﬁﬁﬁgﬁ
I 25 AT AR T8 FE) PL MBI, T A £ PA M 06 (750 T 17 0 2 U 8 o 7 BB I 2k e, M TG 5 35
% R M. — i ke 7 2 A2 4 1P bl [R) A 403 95 1 7 B8 9 BB TR ARF A €000 8 56 250 7 I 4% 43 T P il SR b 1R
Py AR PA HHERFR IR B AT ZE GRS, IF H R 2 0 TR S TR X TR AL 3.2 b4
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---------- Peer-Peer
Backbone 1 fe-eeeee- Backbone 2

— Customer-Provider
Regional 1 Regional 2 l Regional 3

Fig.4 Hierarchical structure of the Internet
4 HIRMKJRIRE

3.1.4 DHT %ih

DHT HiARTEM & i T —Fhit 18 (key-value) 2r ) IR 45, 17 s5 Al 36 A — Mg o H'H‘Tl,[l > [ B BT Y,
E‘]fﬂﬁﬁﬁlﬁﬁiﬂ%%*ﬂ%ﬁﬁ*ﬂﬁE‘Jﬂﬁ)ﬁj:,}}\ﬁ/l“ﬁﬁk*ﬁﬂﬁ%’@ﬁﬁéﬁﬂ’]ﬁ&%Iﬁﬂ“i)\liuﬁnﬂi‘ﬂﬁ i H B
RO EG EHERE B H Ao 18 DHT FEH TAEM 4 2 2 by 2 45 I 4%, ﬁﬁ‘fé = ﬁﬁw%ﬁ%ﬁﬂw M IK ol
D 5% 2 A 40 1 e R URE e T A K 4D, T s 2 T 3 e P 2 TR pHE AR P b T T ke R ASK W B
193 S R 2 B RT3 e 2 (1 40 Mfﬁiﬁﬁaﬁﬁ (355 5. DHT 4 26 3 5 H AT EL RO I ) 90 0 444,
B2 NN 7PN

Caesar % )\[m%f‘ETf%ﬂl—Jiﬁ_tE% dt DHT 2 7 — b U % 11 (virtual ring routing, ffi#% VRR)
J7%E VRR AL LuXE’JF?ﬁlEE%EE AR AIF A TR — R AT 35 A AR W 4 R B e AT A iR
KNI T»?ﬁé}j\ﬁk /\Jﬁ‘fuﬁf e AR R A140,1,2, ... n—13 P AT I T FERE R R S R I A R
1) BARiREF il Fi+1 )ﬁEI’J:‘E%EEHEL,I_]EB#/JJBZF%M%:Z) Y HLAR 1) B A E3) B P A — X AR IR
AHAR 5 s 2 ) R g B A, W 23R P W o 1 IS A AF TR PR A g s PR B e A S B e B, T A B e
TP IEBERR RS B FRAR R T T 5 A L VRR AR IE AR AT = — X 8 A7 2 1) s 2 IR 1T B
RIUH—RRAE O(nY2), b n & % 11715 SR BB & VRR S REARIE R 2R 5010 K/ B N S R B & 0]
fE1% F] O(n).VRR B 1 J7 V78 2 Rl e W 2% b (¢ 1 PR3 31 7 BF9T, 002k 1 4120 R0 46 0700 Al ) dsk 1o 81 A
Tk g 1190

ROFL (routing on flat labels)™* & — i T VRR ()1 i) I 99 () A 47 Fi& i 1 530 ROFL 76 ) 4§ /22 z:\ﬁ BT r

BT, 760 5 08 TE bR AT B 1?}3/29%7}?(Tﬁ%ﬁ/ﬁb\f%}ékkﬂlﬁlﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁ)ﬁ,ﬁﬂ Bahk
21 2 FAR TR 8 5 (EE AN T B2 5 ) N IR R 4, G i R % 1 Ak 75 5l 7 PR ,ROFL %Arﬂ;‘a TH?%J“HI
MLAN B B 28 bR IR AL 2R 2 AR 1) DHT, %BEH%ZIKH’JWIE?E%HEEW% {{

ROFL RS I B Hh 26 3 i ph =R R 45 BL &5 AR 0 7 LA 6><108 S 5H’JI—JQ%FP SRS LT B R
FEAL A 10 (% B2 AH 2 ROFL i FH ) i 4% %Eﬁ@ﬁ%\ﬁ‘ﬁ LB, I P 1525 08 1, 26 W 70 4 0 D R K FEARL
315 HKEHEKH X

% % % i (compact routmg)ze* RAe S BRI [R] I B A 0 /0N % 2R RN A A AR B A i e 9 R i v
i BEA Y 'EH’JE%EEE?%ME‘UQ O(n), RIBf 17 s 2 n 272 PR3 DR M ARAIE T 3% 3R I el 7 e M e I 2 A AR
7z, F@IE%HH%NJ\%UE%&&FE SRV B A % A2 A AR 240 sk 5 PH 2R

'%(%E%E!ﬂﬁ&*ﬁ% 15 A5 P b hE s 4 AT DG R A 0 D TG 5% (1T 4 A iy 44 240 R 1) (name-dependent) il iy £
JlST ¥ (name-independent) 19 25 R 4 194 2% 1 b 28 B R A B 1R 38 J2 5 5 19, T LA 23 2k 38 H 1) (universal ) F14 HT )
(specialized) 5 25 . fir 44 20 W 10 S0 0) 5 S5 40 T 25 0 4015 B I M ik AR % THEH Cowen & y:PY, TZ 8
PN Cowen B A 1 AN ORRAP AR 3 FLEK 2 K/ g O(n) IR FH % i S50k, 5 A 49 2 10 B o e /b
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5% O(n'?) HuA (O(F (n)) & O(f(n)log®n) (K145 5, 2 ¢ BUH $0). TZ 5102 & Cowen 553 (1 B0k 76 ot KA J&
AL 3 A LR 4% h 2 KNS I O(n'2) Ll iy 48 BT (0 595 Se v 3 A A AT B 10 46 7 % o, Ll iy 48 400
(1 S M T 5 0 2 2% AR R TA/EAT Avrias 25 A3 H 10 5535122000 Abraham 26 A\ 32t (10 553230 Arias S92 1) 586 K 4
M RE 25T 5, 0% th 36 KN T O(nY'2) B Abraham 530 5 TZ Sk i it B M1 th 26 K N7 T B 73 T — 5%
(B0 5 BRIV e B 0 % b 32 /N 1 BR 4 Bl A 3 T O(n'?) LuRE. Gavoille F1 Gengler*HiF B A {2 76 38 JF 1%
SR B AR BE /N T 3 HARAN T s % tH R KN 2 O(n). IA U, TZ 55341 Abraham ST 4R KA BE b #8J2 B ).

HEN 21 AL LI, P 0 0% 3 vh 5V B FF 5T R B SEE P 9 8 1 1 S IR 52 100 9 1 65 AR AIE .
M AS Z i 4 BT T am AP AR A PR A 0 B i POV S R I IR, U £
6 ER IR S I 48 T AN S S DI (A N B PR R 5 4 A 1D T SRS A B S 1 I 4%, i AL P (random
graph). Ff: & (power-law graph). K 5% i ) &l (growth-bounded graph). “Fi K. UDG K (unit disk graph)Zs.
KT IX e P L ) % s el T S SCRR [30-37] 4%

$5 B s T T TELIDE Y (A BE AR T Krioukov 25 ABY Krioukov 45 N AE A TZ 57 ik 76 ok Ao 1) A0 8L S5 ) T 3k
W AS [ EHEAT T 475 R B, 4 10 % e R SRR /N TP 3 A B 2 0 1L ) 28 LI kg %\F@ I )
B 6 h T 4573 31 3 % 5533 Brady Al CowenPH4 T*%*Eﬂ%‘i%@fiﬁkﬁ?i&(l‘d) {1y Ve i il i (T #k BC
B03E), B /N AT O(elog?n) He L B 07 ZLAF I, 16 T6 b B2 0 6 o il e 4wl 50 A e, P-4
W RE BASE ) TZ S0 R AR SCHR[32] 1R] 1 1 A T%@’ﬁﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁ%’é%ﬁﬁ,%%ﬁﬁ?ﬁmEiﬂ[ﬂ\ﬁ?ﬁ tt BC i
SEAIL A1~ 259 % e 2 . AN S 36 A 58 2 A R R 4 K i o P "%fﬁlI1’E'@ﬁ‘)‘C#ﬂi[33,34]‘—f—§.ﬁiﬁﬂ"] T {83
M 1T T BEALE R L L 0756 e e T L L BT 1 00 0 . SCHR[AO) A 58 B ety I T BB ) -
RN FH ) REEAT T 2R, g

SR, A T DRALE B85 2 RS R L I B, B B o B0 7 5 M D 3 520 A A0 R A 3 B el
R EREA T il R He B 45 A A b AR B T T A
316 JhIHEHE

b # % 111 (geographical routing) /2 5 3L -1 s (16 1y AL E AL S0 B e AT R R e E O
A0 Je ) b AN e I PR AE M A 2 BT s e 1 AR AR A VBT — Bk M B b A AT RE BN RS
e/l s (local minimum), B R AS B LG 5 S B H 01 05 53T (R 40 F5  DRT G 2o 65 Eh KR 2R 2880 MR w12 I 01 5 PR g
S AP T4 A IR A B rh g, i B T S B o 3 B SR R /0 A P AR T ok Bk
JRF B /S AR R B B0 B .

b R LR AR AT A A AR /N PR 6 E R (T SR A L), JLT AN T LR B I 4 (0 3 M R B o L
oy BAR R AT B R 1 b BE B B L Finn ?;Eéﬂj[m,ﬁﬂﬁ%@%ﬂ%‘éﬁW%"%}ﬁiﬂiﬁlﬁﬁﬁTFL??E)?%. S HR[A3] i
A5 HH T IR D T A3 O 0077 8, 5 R 0 7 A o T 8 AT b B Sk 441
Xt 1PV 2 Tﬁ)ﬂ%?ﬂﬁfiﬁﬁH‘J%ﬁkh‘%;if‘%ﬂi[%]ﬂﬂ%f&Tﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁcﬁ\%%@ﬁ 5 S 8 K 0 B

O T RAIE A R ) B T Ry R R IR A 5, By TSR ) % R R T A R B R PR S 1Y
ﬁ)ﬁ(ﬁ?ﬁ?l‘i&%@ﬁiﬁﬂ@E&ﬁ?%é%ﬁﬁﬂ‘].%ﬁ'ﬁ,ﬁ%W%_F‘Jﬁ'é%ﬁuiﬁ&iﬁi%ﬁ]ﬂ“l—iﬁ%w}ﬁﬁﬁ,AS Z 1Al
EERREHENZHM ﬁ%*ﬂﬁ%%ﬁ‘],*ﬁifﬂ\zﬂﬁ AS AN A= TLIE . L, G ) i A B
S (policy) R, L, Mo L et P i 0 1240 10 L 9.

3.17 KR AMKEH ’ L

Kk A (graph embedding) (1) 3 A< JE AR of X 44 i fR4E A1 25 43 T R 0L AR e 45 1 0 e S 380 B 400 L ART 4% 1)
Sl 5 P 280 P 0 50, 40,05 5022 0 BB B 0 e 0B o8 B A ) o o, A 5 L
LTI A0 S PR A £ B R SRR R AR P B IR T P AT S A R I A R A ALAH R
i BRI F 7 VAN TR R AU AR R AR T A T B AN YT T A A T R R T R 1 M R (R R IR A R
% 1) LA A JEL) A g 32 33K AP D A DL AV s 0% I P X 4% 1D 26 38 A5 S, A0 408 1 i 1) 280036 3B R 24
248 1A P 0 A SR N A AR — B0, 28 20— 5 e ) R FOL AR At B B 2 BT, TR I A 2 S AN L
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BT BN B0 8 b 35 FH T S T 5 L 6 R 44 TR WP 3K 7 T PRI 5 K 22 A6l 56 I 4% T 48 ST TR [46] 3 HE KE 19X 4%
T AR N B 22 4 WL B 2 [, A5 IR L B A AR b SR A TR AR A B SRR [ 70U T — i 2 AL W 3 2% (i)
(norm space) 4 )52 $ [ ft 4% i) RY Y S AR A b i 1h 3% 775 s 78 W0 4% rP 1) d A Hbobs 10 B 8 BT A . B0 Nt T fi A
T J3 08 $5z /0 a5 i) L 20 TR T D AR AR A 5 D) 4% 328 LA R — B3, B0 B ER T R R U, 3K — i S ABL T L K
TR RAN ) B, SO R 48] HY T S kN (greedy  embedding) M A . B 0 Bk N A2 F AAIE 7E AT B 54 Y A
2 VF) P 000 % 0 RTIA PR RN 50O RN 0 A2 o T 1 — AN AF 0 AR L B RS (1 SCHR [49148 HE 1 S Lo RN 2 MY
26 (10— A A b A 3 — AN X 2 ) R % T A N B 32 X 2 ) v SCRIR[3 74 UDG B A I 1 22 A A gk
TR B B i N 1) 22 2 (1 1f) 2 1), B ER ST AE AR AN Y S 2R O(logPn) bR A % th 28 1 R B0 T 3.5 4B
) AR & A SCER[50].

WG, LRI AS 24 0t A7 76 55 588 ) Jo5 30 28 SRR 1P Krioukov %5 A\ B3I J 3153 2 A 4% 14 Bt ik
JEE 22 ) 1) B0 5% PR A T 8 A R I B i — P AR I 5 ph 7 v SCHR[S3]H HY T I\ — Tl 0 gy 25 i) 46 i 8 B o
PN I TC bR B 19X 485 PR A 2R B35 42 00 2 1) 1 00 B 1 B e BEARL I 1 . SCRIR[54148 T 4 B2 2% M 48 ik A\
B B A ST 00 B R N R ) A BT R B TR R N M oL Bt B s e, \\

318 W #% \ -

%Eﬁ%%m#%%@ﬁ&ﬁmm%%%ﬁﬁ%%w%%—#ﬁﬂ’%mﬁ%%%%r%ﬁTEmm%
Aﬁﬁ\ﬁﬁmm%%ﬂ%@\%m%k$\ﬁ@ﬁwm%%ﬁ@%m%‘ﬁ&

Table 1  Comparison‘of varioustypes of scalable routing algorithms

1 Nﬂ%ﬁﬁf#@&%mﬁ%m Hi

] Preferred : Applicability to
Rou.tlng Basic idea # topological R_outmg t?ble Stretch inter-domain
algorithms & size (entries) -
types routing
Area Dividing network into 1K : .
hierarchical clusters and each cluster ?ﬁggﬁ;’; okr:im;rl] égse O(n)nfecz\:vzrrbklstrary Not so far
routing & | into sub-clusters nestedly P
Landmark Selecting landmarks Typicall Typically better
hierarchical iteratively to build Arbitrary yp 1/2y than area hierarchical Not so far
. - in O(n™) -
routing a landmark hierarchy routing
Provider-Based | Addressing according to the O(k) for any One for tree-like
hierarchical provider-client hierarchical Tree-Like node with networks but O(n) for Yes
routing structure of the Internet degree k arbitrary networks
. . With high O(k) for any Low in average;
Gec:glrjz:ipnhlcal S)re;d);]irslégggd?:;res link node with but routing Not so far
Y geograp density degree k fails sometimes \
Graph . . With O(k) for any Depends on the quality
embedding Sgg?g?’n;?:;'cg?ﬁggggﬁal good node with of embedding; routing ot sO far
based routing 4 locality degree k fails sometimes * "
_OFffi ; <012 N B -
Compact Trqde Offing r_outlng table Arbitrary O(n*'?) for O(1)for arbitrary Not so far
routing size by relaxing stretch arbitrary networks ‘ neLworks
Virtual Routing on flat labels by 0(?) in \ " Typically high compared
ring routing constructing DHT directly Arbitrary I, to other scalable routing Not so far
(VRR) on the network layer - algorithms

\ ¥

ﬂ%ﬁ%%Tﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ#@%ﬁggﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁmﬁ$@%mﬁﬁ¢ﬁ%%
R JSE, O VAP A 5 DL e e R AR AR A 7 0 b DR M 5 — g AT 148 8 R SR /N i ik ) S0 1 Bk T
M A VRR, BT IR i H 7 V0 R S XY Ay AT 199 2 4 41 1 S R A ik e ot 2, [ I 7 )
?%E%%ﬁi@%ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ%ﬂE%ﬁﬂﬂﬁkﬁ%ﬁm
3.2 ERHARM

N T 5 A BAT S5 i o 2R e AN AL AR 2 WIE ST H BT AR SR ) B e AR K S i e AR AR R ARy R 2y
I T LR AR A B2 1% 70 JETF AR R R 20, i e ot QA R RESHEAT 22 Pl LA et T g 1 AN ) 28551
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321 T AS S H

thT AS HATLE 1P Hr g8 S0 K kL B, DA b — Sem S04 H AR IR T AS 51 AN A2 1P ik B th X R i 0
4 R AR IHR 255 T AS IS HL T AS B 5 H AT EL 1P AT 48RS B b — AN B0 0 IR Ik mT LA KR 58 1 45k ¢
HH 28 FIURE X 26 TAE (1 — AR 2 & HLP(hybrid link-state path-vector routing protocol)®*. HLP & F T %1 43 X 3,
{141 93 2 B 1 JELREL M B2 B B - 0 1) J2 Y S 2R 0 38 ) o 5% 1) 43 IR I 45, 6F AN [ £ 1 SR 230 47 W 89, 4 % o o 7
R i SR 1) 7 A bt DX 35 P HILP A FH 7 5% B DR 245 R 6 42 1) e 19 o B R R B8 o BT i e (S0 s AL 35
) ¥ b o1 T 218 RO AR R 1 )2 A6 A BRI, K 40 MR X S/ R o AN BRARL I L HLP %23k
ISP 28 FF e ATT 2 IR R 2 0C 2R X A H T 2 AN K mT AT 119,

Atomized routing®®15| A T —FhFR Jg S5 1 K0 5, BB O AR LE AT AT A AS BRAR IO IP TSR AE e R b
WA LU ORI T AS 5 i 10 57 B e BT T R K5 I g, BRI 45 1 i Tk 2 R 4 AR
P28 R DT b TR TP 48 B P8 ek DT b R R TP RIS A% O B PR R AT B T 4

Nimrod® b, i LAY 1428 % by 284402 5 LN Tl map 43 & WL SR 3 1 7 7 190 4 2 B 44 R £ 6 oh 78
ﬁMLﬂHﬂwﬁ%%H%ﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁ%%m%ﬂﬁﬂuﬁéﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁNdet%ﬁ%@ﬁ
[ = 1K) 865 SRS AT R AR AR LA T R \ .

LT AS 50 A AL 1P TS AS 5 WL 2, 35 0k 7 A TR 7 0 1 e )
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%%%ﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁm%AS%%%%@&%F%@%%%K%E%&J%MF
f¥) 10 000 AN/ A7 K 34 0 £ H i (135 50 000 NTLAS 5 H Al 0L 16 47 12 51 32h7 skt 3, A Bk ikt 2R 1)
WK U DA BT el - A
3.2.2 T ARSI >

X A B2 B T LG 1P ﬁ‘ﬁ%ﬁj{lﬂ% IR Sk e R A SERELRE 43 18 I 4 1) 4 R G A FH RO ZR
B G ok T AR A P i 488, A% 0 I 288 v A P R 0L A 5 B (A R Bt L IX 28 T 54T CRIO(core
router-integrated Qverlay)'lssl,ISLAY(J'"'L,:http://ietfreport.isoc.org/idref/draft-irtf-routing-islay/)[sgl%.

CRIO {FH— i SLRT 0T 1P 1T 84T 3 2 201 PR 5 78 (A5 K 1P T 288 0 5 P e LT 288 002 45 I A1)
FACHEE ARG B A EE RS I A H W44, i BRI 4% R 0 DX SR 5 ER A S0 G, X 2 bR B PR O R S 0 EE
(aggregation proxy). 58 & 1 4840 1A R FUU AT 28 BE 8 3R & IR 2 5K 1 1Pl 4%, i L AT 28 1) 0 I m LA 5 1Y 4% 4 4
T B A AQHR 1) A O % £h 2% AT [ I R LT 4%, 3 91 TR SR )40 P B K e 045 SEBR I 1P R
250 I Y B PR FE T R DX A T e 1 R UL T 4%, R L CRIO 7T LA A% 400 6 1 22 455 /N AN B 4.

>\

Aggregaion

proxy announces

@ short prefixes \ 8
-
. & ) v

QS

4

& IM

Fig.5 Virtual aggregation based architecture
5 TSR
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R £ 00— RS S 2 A A 4 I A JE SR i A2 9T 30 52 B L, W 40 i 48 0 LK 3 4
1)~ 280 5 A0 360 DR 30K BEL A — A0 B L 4, 2 2 AR B0 081 e h 7 749 WA 0 R 4 O
TR ZE U AR 2 Ay A 8% F) L3
323 M GG

Wt 551453 15 (core-edge  separation) f FeH 1 T %0 ) i 4 4 1o 26 (I transit I 248) 5 00 T 10 4110 % 1A
S (M stub 19945) 57 15, B 43 55 AT 6 M Y 5 6. D36 2040 0 2 44 A T I 0 e A AR5 T
o 5 040 0 3¢ 9 24 0 ) A M o 5 T 0 46 U ML SR R 15 2 P I A O R0 R L 5 %
S A N RAFAET T 3 HL RO 2 TR R AE 1P RS b JE R A 4 T AR R LSRR, T 14 2 1) 1P

TR A2 0 B o ST #8249 2 O LA KA SR i B 9 0 00 5 P 4 A0 e o 8 P L2 37
2 I 24300 5 ) 1P T 48, T B BB/ 1200 B o 4, L 18525 90 445 2 1 B o SELRT, k2 B o 53
It DU B B e A P T 4 T4 @it Hidral™)25:,

OFit 206 1P k75 ) 23y T, B 0 ek D k8 8 4 o 5 T 5 0 120 4
G RSB BLAERG 0 B 1 T (EL A R 2R T i . 6 431 T et 4 ﬁ*%ﬁmm%mﬂﬁﬁgﬁﬁ&ﬁw
40 5 0 T2 9 5 030 7 B o ) A 0 080 2 0 WP A R S (T i
SO I L JE B Eh 38 LIS PLARLAR T/ H 00 W5 35 et 9 et i i, 0
BELI 9 45 13046 1 B0, 00 P2;Ale PL AR P2 A1 ¥ 1P CRIUERT 1 bl it 55 P2,P2 X211
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%}ﬂ%nﬁﬁu%ﬁﬁ%%mﬁﬁm%+kwmmmmmA&
E.— e, It i 1 LSS 5 8 i o s e .

Fig.6 Core-Edge separation architectur
6 ol 2 1 5 A e

Hidra 7E 4% .0 9 44 H 4 A ﬁﬂm%m%&@bﬁmJAﬁ@%mﬁﬁmm MR AS 5 LUK B R
HET P48 17 AS 5T %El%HMwEV&?%*ﬁWT%Wu%ﬁﬁm%ﬁthmm AR K FE B
R AZ o % £ 2R RS i85 ST B0 AU Ao S 5 e v TR SROn] i e P D50 HE B8 22 1) e
&u@%k%%%ﬁ*hi%%ﬁm%m SAYFD IRTF $2 58 #7530 7 AN R RS BE 09 B AN [ 09 2, At
1 6 Hh 48 ﬂmuﬁﬁﬁ PLOP B9 55, AN T 5 SRR o 28 300 5 R O 1 B8 b 225 D0, 1T 2 1/ B vy 10 DO 2 0 7 A%
3158 B T S AN 2R G5 4 7 PR 7 3 ) 5 (3 7 2 ) FR IO 3 4 4.
324 BN SRR
{7 B FFIFR R 43 25 (locator/ 1D split) (K& H #0000k LA BLE I 26 th RS M 2= 1 — AN R 22 1P Ml i
3k B, B BE AR 49 007 B 5 SAE i G 0 FRIRAT 4 1P Mkl bR AR 2 5 4 B, e R AR 1SP 2 2 5 440 1 AR 3 $1 45 R
SMC, 5 B0 H HT 56 P R — A 21 B B 06 D AR —— 0 P SR IR S R R R AR RSN B

© PEEEESAIITOT

http:// Www. jos. org. cn



EE FABRRTY RAE 2535

B VRARE P P b 1k 22 TR) 45 e R B R T DA R TR i 2R 10 7 2 1, DR b i El 2 R 08 4 2145 A ds .
1T AR AR VAT ) U FH PO bk, 7 R P2 R i J22 A0 P A A B A YR A AN 75 2 5, L 5 A O R A3
B ALERARRTT B 2 0E B W LR BN )RS SR A T B K SRR ds i JLAE B H (R X 2K % by 42
IR IRTE 32 % 41 LISPEY lvipl®Y TIDR®A TRRPEI APTEA 1Py L X% GSEL®! Six/Onel® Six/One Router(®®,
HIPL® Shim6l™14% Cisco 74 W] B SEBL T LISP [ — AN 1 R 4.

R AT A B URARE 40 35 T A7 X S F T LA 3 D R 1 SR ML« 56T 190 48 1) R 1 S ML+ I 4% (1 3 1 R L
(1977 %€, a1 HIP,Shim6 451X 28 75 % K HI A= WL AT WL 118 4 -2 8] 76 E WL P O M 48 J22 2 B3 n 17 3 b )22, |
FEHLFEEAT 1D/ Locator (1 fg BT Rl e, — MR P b bk 755 1 Ab 78 2038 T WL 5 B 75 BAE S B ML N T 2
AL J2 0 2 ok L TR s O L Pl T R 0 204 PA btk B 22 56k il A 2 A 5 R R R (K SRR T
4511775 %€, GSE,LISP,Ivip, TIDR,TRRP,APT,IPVLX %§.3% 35 J7 ZE % AN T5 BN o508 7 9 49 1 25 % el 4 1
HEAT ID/Locator 4§, — R I e St &b 2% 1y &b ¥ 75 5, LA LISP Sy 49 57 B8 44 4 T 465 300 2% D9 4% % £H 45, 0 b AL 23
c 4 iy st AL % A 50 7 IO 285 A = L 5% AT DA P A DA A 1 2 A O I 4% A iy . B B T N
F1 B b (1 TR) Ik W5 2% 558 A 0 (%007 B4, 985 A0 10O B R0 A A 90 5% vl i ey, 8 g tlj\}l 6t 7%
(ETR), 2R J5 FH# FH H BIFR RS2 i1 TR(ingress tunnel router)fl ETR(egress tunnel router) ] LA BYE 2% 1 /4 4%
P A T LG T 0 20 T 0 0 77 T 0 (L B0 0 2800 98 T PR 52 5 4 o it
28 T A+ 2 1 — AN 2y Six/One.iZ/‘j%JMfﬁ?ImiFﬂMéﬁ% _%E)‘Hﬁ’ ID/Locator AT, He A 2
%iﬂ%ﬂ%%%%ﬁ@ﬁ;‘%ﬂ@ﬁtﬁ,@%m%%ﬁﬁﬂéimﬁWﬁi&%%ﬁ%ﬁ’fﬁm%ﬁk.

&ﬁ%ﬁ/ﬁiﬂ%‘ﬁ%%*@*lfl"J*/l\)r‘Z/lL\%M’qt%\ﬁaﬁl%ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ%%ﬁ%, ¢, AN AR 7 AR WLt R Ge ) vevth Bl
BEAT AR A 110 DX 310 AR 0 I S5 A5 5 1 A 6 R0 0 1) 882X it R 48 mT LA O push B, pull B2 L)L & push+pull Y4
27 push *%ﬂ%?ﬁ’[‘jﬂ%?ﬂ%ﬂﬂ?% ETR AT 1 55 % (1 i 56 3¢, 1D/Locator 51 75 A< Hb 3t 7T LA 5 i, 75 16 15 [
P AERRAS FUAAR K pull” #5578 P st 28 46 ] LA A A7 I TR T8 I Uiy i) e S iR 45 2 45 2 WU (5 B0 F 92 47 B A
H, ITR é&?}ﬂﬁﬂﬁ#&%ﬂﬁ%d\,@%/fsibuﬂi}i.pusmpull TRA BRIP4 7 push BEALFT pull FE78 (¥ £k 2. push
HO f 37 A€ 1 LISP-NERDIY pull K47 fy iU £ 42 445 TRRP.TIDR LL & LISP-DHTI27804% SEF push+pull
TRA R A 65 APT,LISP-CONSI! LISP-ALTI®14% GSE, Six/One, HIP,Shim6 %5 B4 51 A4 i i e 555 22 45, 1M
& BT DNS(domain name system) 2 ¢ 5k S8 i S5 8L A 43 K R 2.

3.25  SCHFURES th M 4E A

XIS EH AR IR R R 2 R T AR iR ER R P e RO [ B SRR P P U ER R PR 2 ik A itk PR AR AR
49 NIRAV®UR1 Pathlet Routing!". Core

NIRA(new Internet routing
architecture) AR #5 HI 7 5 o5 2] B

-
TBk 9 % 00 G 1 tier-1 AS K4 JK)
SO S B 05 1 AT i A R )
Fuk gl — & B A H A 1:1::/32. i égg
Tk fe g 5 33 P g ik 7 SR A T \ .
HEOER B A I NIRA 1% R 14:1:/48 FrFRZa2
1:2:1::/48 2:1:1::/48

IPV6 (), {2 th A Bk oo I T 8 FFFF:1:1::/48
IPvA4. 11 i o — 2 AT % 4 il LU

1:3:1::/48
FFF:2:1::/48

1:2:2::/48
FFFF:1::/32

13 = 1:1:1::1000 101 =]
— & IPv4 f@ﬂt*%ﬁ%ﬁl&1ﬁﬂ% r_l 1:2:1::1000 iéigggg ‘g_
IPv6 Hdil, I 2 MU EHLE]H ¥ A  FFFF1:1:1000 FFF:2:1:2000 B
U440 LUB &A1 Fig.7 Example of the strict provider-rooted hierarchical addressing in NIRA
SR B e U R TN K17 NIRA ™k 05 THR AL R )2 Atk 23 12 5 %6

JURT DR A Rk AT
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Table 2. Comparison of characteristics of routing architectures

U mo B

3

) - IPv4/ | Mapping . Traffic Multi- - -
s
Solution' Basic idea 1PV system Scalability engineering | Homing Mobility | Deployability
. IPv4/ . Yes- Yes-
HLP AS-Based routing 1PVE Yes Medium Limited Limited No Poor
Atomized . IPv4/ .
routing AS-Based routing 1PV6 Yes Medium Yes Yes No Poor
CRIO Virtual aggregation 1Pv4 Yes Good Yes Yes No Medium
Virtual 1Pv4/
ISLAY aggregation 1PV Yes Good Yes Yes Yes Poor
. Core-Edge 1Pv4/
eFit separation 1PV6 Yes Good Yes Yes Yes LGooLd
. Core-Edge 1Pv4/ .
Hidra separation 1PV Yes Good Yes Yes Yes k‘edn}m
. Locator/ID split; No-Using . Yes- Yes- |
Six/One network+host based; IPv6 DNS Medium Limited Limited e g Poor
Six/One Locator/ID SpI'F; IPv6 Yes Good Yes \ Yes™ Yes Good
router network-based; \ -
TIDR Locator/ID Sp"F; Pva/ Yes Good Yes Yes Yes Poor
network-based; IPv6 \ 3
= ¥
LISP Locator/ID Sp"?’ IPva/ S \ Good Yes Yes Yes Good
network-based; IPv6
] Locator/ID split; 1Pv4/ )
Ivip networMbaskd: _IPV6 Yes Good Yes Yes Yes Good
Locator/ID split; 1Pv4/
TRRP networlbald: IPVE Yes Good Yes Yes Yes Good
Locator/ID split; No-Using . Yes- Yes-
3
HIP 8l 7 host-based; IPV6 | " bns Medium | | imited | Limited | Y% Poor
- Locator/ID split; No-Using . Yes- Yes-
Shimé host-based; IPV6 | " bns Medium | | imited | Limited | Y% Poor
Locator/ID split; No-Using .
GSE network-based: IPv6 DNS Medium Yes Yes No Poor
Source-Based 1Pv4/ . Yes- Yes-
NIRA routing 1Pv6 es Medium Limited Limited No Poor
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