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Abstract: The study proposes a novel routing architecture, accountability realm based routing architecture (Arbra for short), to sovle
prefix hijacking, routing forgery and source address spoofing. In Arbra, the accountability realm (AR) is an independently administered
network operated by distinct administrative unit and also the basic element of network topology. Because AR should be responsible for the
network actions of users in it, the paper calls it the accountability realm. This paper first designs a mapping method from automous system
to AR, and then proposes a two-level routing architecture based on AR. Further, the study builds a routing design framework, which
mainly includes a hybrid addressing scheme, core routing protocol, identifier mapping protocol, packet transmitting process and public
key management mechanism. Finally, Arbra and other famous routing architecture (such as LISP, AIP, etc) are compared, and the study
analyzes the security, scalability, performance and deployment of Arbra. Analysis and evaluations show that: (1) Arbra can solve prefix
hijacking, route forgery and source address spoofing; (2) the routing table needed by Arbra is smaller, so we can say that Arbra has better
scalability; (3) the performance and deployment cost of Arbra is reasonable. Above all, it is clear that Arbra is a feasible secure routing
architecture.

Key words: prefix hijacking; route forgery; source address spoofing; accountability realm; inter-domain routing
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Internet 4% FH 44 2 [ 2 4> P T I 45 7™ U P Bk ke, = ZERBLAE LR 3 AN J5 T
(1) W EE %R AS(autonomous system, [ 76 5 48) LT AT 3 5 43 o) 38k 0] % BH R G5 35 — A Hiqh 41 218
YA 1P FTEE, LR SO0 5 | X 2t e, E T SR 0 DI A5 5L 9 2 B J 38 48 iR 45 Moo 11 E 19,
(2) M thit % AS T fhi& BGP(border gateway protocol,iZ1 5 5 i) i B A v A P R R A R
g 0 0 Gk R 5 | ) A M, DA O 1) 55 T 6 5 e A ) P 8 2
(3) VS Hb MK Gh: Ay T G S B 0 B 2 A 7 A A o, B O AT P ik Sy A (R 1P T
RS BNRE % 0 Db 28 0I5 R ik 1 B 2 F 9 10 B0 B T T AN S 2 3 R TR IR 245 55 e, 7™ Al 3 1 5 1 Y
LA 1T H I & B R BV 2 A ) 24 T 1 it
() BRI T 2R Bh s i T 306 1 AR s T8y 3 S 30 2 1 I i AR A I — ANBOR I 1P TSR, T
T8 IR Hh e N GE N B ER T A 2T 8 b R A R R AR C Y 1P b bk Sk By 3R MR . E W, LA
ZR B F N T 28 10 0 83 N 2 A o 3 e — e A
(2) N Tt FIBE R r AT R R MO 10 LA R B A R S T 4R B T (e R B K e B i 2ol
B B R Hb Ik 1R 2 20 5 | B AR 9 4% 05 75 mT LK e AT e Rk B L AE (9 B B L X R R A XU =6
B IR DL AT DLSE s ) A Beek a1 25 B B VR R ST R A XA 7 UMW R . T AR 2
[F] P D) 4% 3 15
(3) Ak R =l B VA AR U] e pR T BN S5 A IR T ek ) B R R G S AR IR I IP TSR X S IE K
TR P4 X 4% v B SR F) o i .20 £ OB v A 22382491 4, 1997 4R AST007 BRI 2006 4E Y
AS27506 i 14;
(4) 444 %55 Bt (denial-of-service, i Bk DOS): Y5 Hb dil 1 i & HE 46 45 46 i 45 Bk 1) JE At , SYN. Flood™],
RST Flood!45 4 2 LI th 1l 30 35 Ay 7 50K P04 4 R 55 38 ot 98 btk S0 B 6 22 4 P T % 3 00 S e S
Wi, 11 DNS(domain name system, 5, 42 fift AT 22 ¢ ) I 4% %5 (415 4 JIR 25 2 i 17
(5) S S Mo 5 DL 2 1) 1P il Sy Y il (5 bk 3 B ) 1 PR 8% (LA ) $7 Mol B e AR 45284 H
IP) KRR R 306 1 SR A S0, 2 S H 1 ALl 45 4 [l 52 (RR ARk A ) it 25 T I LA 52 53 555 oA B s 1) 8 4
P AL, AN T 345 B 32 55 5 T 1 19X 4% (4 6 L 2 0 952 . smurf®L DNS - Amiplificationt®4%: #05 2 71) 95t $tb ik Stk
i 440 33 1) 2 S e I S s af LA 41,2006 45, 22 %% & 3l T LL DNS 2 Bk 1) s S Be s, ks o it —
% 5] 5GhpsO A
(6) 59422 A A I BT 1 B8 77 - bl TV b SO e, 40k 23 201 b R e R A PR R 1P L DT, B S BB K
B ONAR 1907 15 e I A A B AR R YR 1P T A Tk 14D L S A YRR A o 3 ) B SE A i LA G A
HAe g B Sl R ), e LA T A T
(7)  THRIAREAE M Re LA ZE 45 . ASPHEBN S 5T SR IE Rt 45 1) S5 AR B U5 1P bk % 8
373 T SR V50 b 1k S B 57 5 T I R R AT R
BT XTI ER B4 1 e LA 3 R I R ik S0 O 1) R, R P AR B A AT TR AR B T AR 2 AR YT %6, A BEAUHE Listen-
Whisper™ PHAS! IRV pGBGPI Ingress  Filtering!*® Egress Filtering!*®! uRPFI7 181 SAVER i #6 K 2% 11y
SAVIPY [H B B} 2% B A K 2% ESP 75 % U pPMPA ICMP  Trackback!?®],CenterTrack!®4, FITE! pjl2¢])
S-BGPP",50-BGPP® SPVIP!, [ [ 457 K 2 19 SE-BGPEY 3% # K 22 1) GesBGPEM fif it % 15 L T 7 K24 10
id?rt®2) 1Psect®3 A1 PassportBH4 ME4F K1 7 ik IO AN [7] 33X 26 5 S AR T LASI 23 by AR (WL 36 1) 58 1 o0 e
S AR00 1RV G S Ik s D [P R R N e ST o v 3 S e 2650 E SN = 3 SR T e LB
Ow 25 Wi B9 & 4B, W Listen-Whisper,PHAS,IRV,PGBGP,Ingress Filtering,Egress Filtering,uRPF,PPM,ICMP
Trackback,CenterTrack,FIT Fl Pi £5; 55 2 24 g 3T i 44 1] (1) it e T 2 (ko AR o dm A ok J7 52), 2 JE s 9 K
T R B AR S R 4 o e B e A R R AT A3 B i, LA G bR il i R 4R Wi S-BGP,So-BGP,SPV, IPsec,
Passport Al AIPWSIA% A5 25 MR s AN [, 28 T LICKE 26 T35 AR I i i vk e ik — BRI A 125 e R
FR R T ZE AR A B R AR R IR SET b ) — il ol ) 8% Bk 3R AT e 4> PR 98, T S-BGP,So-BGP, SPV,SE-BGP,
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GesBGP,idr,IPsec il Passport £5;(2 53 B R ¥ 7 % 0 1 B W ik th 45 i M Sk Brby B R HLH, — 4
TG BN R R O 3 R M B 0 B, AP A
Table 1  Security researches on routing architecture
x1 Bk R Z VIR

Ky BT %
= b s Listen-Whisper, IRV, PGBGP, PHAS, Ingress Filtering,
; o
LRI YOy 5 Egress Filtering, uRPF, PPM, ICMP Trackback, CenterTrack, FIT, Pi
. . BV ES S-BGP, So-BGP, SPV, IPsec, Passport
HOEBORITE g
FE T BB ARG P R R T & Ty & P

BRI EEE Y 1238 AS GARIME B Bl AR I UE 7R R R o A s BN A RS =
AT (ol BEL ) RSB B RE B vh Oy i s bl 4k 9 481
(1) Listen-Whisper 7t i r i &L o B4R 6L, LA ok B 86 245 1) 74
(2) IRV H I 7 050 UE M 554, A0 B i vh 5 1 U P BB
(3) PGBGP il 4. #2418 i s ¥ AS 4 15 JS AR I 1 25 B e B 6 & 2k
(4) Ingress Filtering il Egress Filtering 34775 22 A Ay B 1 2 i b 2% b 22 258 10 800, AT 3 31056 1 N ik
it HH P 4% 1) 2 LR AT U Bk g

(5) URPF {5 1% 4 rh #% P OE AR R 45 i 1P Btk ¥ I 48 42 10 5% 1P Ml Jk 3% 1) 4 LR O\ 8 £ 2% 10 I 28 2 O
FHIE], 240 HAE N URPF [ H 35 10 P 4% 42 1 15 8 R 3 v iz 4y 20 U b 1l 00 f 3 114 2 e 30 T BT 41 3 114 0
S5 A TR 5 PR A DA A R 28 7 sl )6 46 O 3 17 204 1 3 9 050 b - 20

(6) PPM,ICMP Trackback,CenterTrack 1&g 75 43 £H H i 45 &, o DATE — & A2 B E ORIE-J k- (19 B 52 1k

BARBEPR R T EEAEAE S WS SN S R T e T — B Ar A8 AR QXK &
(1 2 A VR AR AR OB T D7 S B0 1R S L I8 78 N A B S E R TR ERE T2 K 2. ME TSR
A 5 FH SRS AR, AT REA AR B R R, @) i R AR X 07 % — M L REAS DI o ol R SR R v T &,
TV i 3 S Bk 1 R A TR, AR ST SR i U 5 T 8 A A o 1 il ol .

FE B AR T e R A T SR CA AT B8 = MR AT AR ST IP AU AS 55 4 B AN H IR ORI,
NI 3 G FT S5 0 45 B8 D e e 3R e B85k 28 0y G A A DA THAR TS i R v SO UE R B A BT {5 30 =
T2 A HEAT SR R, T Esh 34t M th &5 05 B P 1P ATZER as_path J& 1k i 202k, 543 20 48 v 9 b ok 100 ) 2
S A

(1) £ S-BGP H1,AS [n] 4} H IP AT AT 5 25750 U450 1P T 4-HE i A8 R Y& X R I

FHEA@ AS A A COHAE MR A N ZSE HESHENE TS ARSI R EEHESHEZ
RS AS # T AL 4% A AN M as_path B4 I8 25 B E S HE —RER;

(2) SOBGP,SPV & S-BGP [y stidl /i 58, W & HLAH AT S B e ik AL B S5 S-BGP IR, M2 T S-BGP
W as_path ZFRSE 44 K 85 4% B0IF 1L TR A0 F S R0 A74 A Rk

(3) IPsec NI Lfif: v ifsi btk S o 0o e SR TR S A AR R0 3 F H0 T 0E T B R YGIE AL, 3 R O T
E T A AAE 7 238 T MRS ) 2 2% 190 448 A B (HLJE: 75 B AT {5 28 = 05 {5 AR 37 1P Mk R 285t
NHAZ W ——X KR,

(4) Passport $2 it AS JZ WK I V5 M hE G ThRE. & 8 FH A 2 1Y BGP 97 & J& 1 #4117 DH(diffie-Hellman) 24,
DLV AT AN AS 1] 0] R 35 4. A 43 21 5 FF AT YR AS 15, BGP 18 Hy 3% {8 i 0] B/ 25 A 44k 1] 4y 43 284
BT (AR AS AR RGIZ 2 2H B AE ELCRLFE U 1P TR IR 222 A8, HiAth AS 3 I B 30F 1% 2% S A8 At 7T LA K
Wr o3 298 1P T B sz vk 1 Passport H DH %8 8 W i ik R 1 22 AR T BGP Wil i1 22 4, A
PEFEA T B AR — R L T E 28 = I R R T 4.

B 5 B A 1) e B TR R T SR AT AR — S R ), G Xy AR e A T A A
BRI A IERR I, B 15 RS FLIC ) B BEA 2 4 DRI o LA SR A5 SE R B T @) 3K 2 B8 T IR R I U B BE U,
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TR ER A AL B A A, K T L IDE Y SR ), I R AR A L B BRI B 0 IR S R S S AL
(AR LR 5 58, b7 58 FU A 0 — Tl s A e AT MR AR L TSR B R« % e O 3 AR R O R AT 1
PR G AR S AR SR AN I — HER B 2k

LTS 00 o 1) o T T SR SR B R v FLIBC I B R A A AN Sk B RO HLA, O B L AR R ok
TUZEENRE . s e O 3 R b i 0 Bl 1) R AP i 3 A3 AR B ke v (1 S8 7 52 DA X A 1) A ) g i, AN X
SEREM Y R T RIS ENRE S B ER O AR b B g 5 e, B AR 1) 2 A Pk T ELRE AT AR R LR AH
AIP HAFLE B m AT R 22 45 ™ B 2 1 58, AP [RER AR AR5 8K, B R B (L) AT 58 o 1P Pl
S T 2% R B USORUISE P B8 E 0 (2) FEB 20 G SEL, TS i ML AR RGIAS T AT RR IS SCRE AIP AR K 3t
HEZ5#;,(3) TH A N R P DAAE IS 7 AIP Ml £5440;(4) 97 & DNS JIR 25 35 (1 D e 3L IR AIP IE A7 7E T 3 Jj
P 22 P e B i SCER[3B] AW A5 Ak v, 55 1P B BUAH LU, AIP 4% RIB(routing information base, % i {5 5 22) B i (1 Y
TR T 3 1%

2 B H TR £ AR SRS K QR R IT I T 5 AR SCIESE T AIP (R 98 LS (FL A SO0 s AR
AIP 1770 1535 72 5l AN JE 00 AIP [ 17 B2 S0 AR SCHE 26 3 71 PRI LU 17 3 T ST 38 19 % 4= B HH A& R (accountability
realm based secure routing architecture, fij #X Arbra) Al AIP &S HLFI ) g b 10 25500, FF 4> BIAE 6 5 9 ~28 7 Fixt Ee
T Arbra 1 AIP AT L. JBASMERERIEE 1. 5 AIP A LG, Arbra AN AT B B3R BN . T8 A5 SE IR A%

1 RESMAREAEN

Arbra $ LI R L Bl A B A Y X 4% 24 1 BT 4K (accountability realm, i #x AR).IX A%, 7 Arbra H, I
IR ) R T A “ A 22 TEAT IR IR I 67 AN BT AT S0 2 LA 06 I b 1) e 2 T 3K, 9T A, i DK B 056 D R — AN
6] Bl G=(V,E), I T fi4E V RN AT IAE & 4k E SRR TUT I M 8 42 &

TURMLE A LU R R AL ST SR A5 T30 5 B AR 1Rk JE P4 350 15 4% (B R 25 B 28 i ) 1) 19 4% 47 D1 471
T4 IT I MIATEAE ARG R (2)  DTATA IR L P 2 ] 78 117 G 148 19 48 R AT ] L % s — . S 8 B 44 1 Y
28 R 0T LA R I AT, 8 4 ] P (ol X sl el )« R8I CKZE S R R E ). HASIRER LUK A
8 AR G0 S AT W] REARE M O S 1 ST S AR S i R O 3w X E VA R G BN ST B O R (W 1 R):

FE X 1. h:AS>AR, fii £

(1) PoP(Point-of-Presence, A\ W i) o )12 S % rh 2% FH 482 A\ % PoP (¥ FH P 9 28— 2 i o — A SEAT K

(2)  AS {1 H AR 43 A — A ST, AL AS B T A% 0 B #5 F1 NoC(network operation center,

D 2643 75 L) H [ 4 M 5 4 K 6 2 462 1 VA R 0 T B IR IO % 128 IR 25 (1 9 4858 4

Providers and peers

.........

Access network ® N ey

Fig.1 AS-to-AR mapping
Bl 1 AR RGBT S

H AT, P P AR KT 4 J1AS AS, AN AS #PTH KSR PoP(ILR 2),1X 2 7F Arbra 1 EURE A2 1)
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TS O TR | ™ AT R IR A, A SCSR FH PR % e A R 1 — 5 B AT S R 43 Ok I T A 38 (stub
accountability realm, @ #8 SAR)FI4% i 57 /T 45 (transit accountability realm, @ #xX TAR):
EX 2(im =), ARG T PoP B4 Sk B A5 FH 4 N 1% PoP (1 H 7 ) 4% e S 1) 53 AR 3k
TE N 3(FEETRAEE). h F VA FR G0 A 90 £ 58 43 Bl S e 1) 53 AT 438
EX 4. g:G—>(Gy,Gs), fH13(G,Gs) I G 4, 3 H. G=(Vy,EY),Gs=(Vs,Eq), 3L 1, T £14E V IR THT AR
A Vs FRon i o3 AT SR B 1B By 3R AN A5 BT I I (13 12 4R A B 38 7 iy Bt AT 38R0 4% 126 5 AT 382 ) DA K% iy B¢
AT i T AT A R IE AR
A 1 G AN G B Ry #% 40> M (core network, fid B CN) A2 2k ¥ (edge network, fii #% EN).7F Arbra 1 ,CN F
EN 2373 5% FH B 3 (1 3% B 22 ), DA 30 % A 46 1D 5 E 9 9 A 25 5 ) 1A% 0 0 L Ak
(1) 0B AT R0 B AR BT b — b B A% ) S B TR P TTZRRT AS 5 R 4 O A5 K T AR bR
240, oAb [7] BGP AHALL;
(2) UL WIBAT bR A WS Bl IS0 T A A B sy T A SRR A% 38 T AT 4 TA) [0 R IR O BR TR 4 DR R i 9 AT 38R
ESEEIReN
Table 2 Amount of PoPs in ASE"!
w2 HIARG P PoP (3P

AS 5 | 1221 1239 1755 2914 3257 3356 3967 4755 6461 7018
PoP % 61 43 25 121 50 52 23 10 21 108

245 T Arbra P2 4 AL S R I 4 A

e e B
%E‘;\I';*J TAR é«---»ﬁ TAR é«---»é TAR 3

SR SAR SAR SAR
>< P L 5 2 g T > < R T
> T > RSN

Fig.2 Arbra two-level routing architecture
K2 Arbra %2 B 451

(1) L%k k% (edge router, fRiFK ER):H BTAT RN F1/H 113 e 8%, T 455 T AT 8 R 4532 TAT 358, 1
Uiy D3 AT AR i T AT 8 1) 1) 0 1P

(2) I50H) B B %% (inter-AR router, f&] B} IRR):AL 3% D AT 48k 12 AT 1200 B H B30 B bR 245 B AT 36 3 AR 1800
] LA — AN 2 AN ) % i 2%, [ — THT I £ 4 IRR 2 [l i % b S i 2% (route reflector, {8 #i¢
RR) A 3718 #2, DLORIE S P % e 10 ) 280 R AT 47 e 12k ;

(3) A H A= (tunnel router, & FR TR): 3 o ATl A AL 16 93 A3 I BN 5, I TORFRE 1L D AR S B 10
% P v 5 AT B IR AT A PE TR W] LA SR 18 %0 99 B30 25 Y 1) 43 21 %15 B A% O RO 1 43 4L TR
PUAT AR J BEHR AR T T30 A2 40 AL 1K) R o0 4 4 % S 810 AH N i o 380, 0 T ok B S 2 M 11 4 41,
TR EEIRG 50 4 B I DR O TR ML SR 5 AT 3 28045 05 Jm 56 T 20 240 = 30 16 H 3
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T 1) A% /00 P 86 2 53 21
(4) WG S 2% (mapping server, fGiFR MS): A% 1% ST AT 35 H 32 A7 b 25 W S IS 0 R 45, i o 303 AT 35
A% T AT IR WS 56 R B0 22 A MS BB OR AT T — 3 52 35 10 W S 56 22 20405 2 B AR
AR, IR g 58 X1 AsE X3, T LA /B Bl 4 RO
T 1. Internet Y1 1¥) I8 RS Arbra P (R 45 1% AT 35— — X .
Ry sE B 1,57 LA N1 52 B T
EIE 2. Arbra 1 IRZ O B HE P AT Internet i) AS 23 4 RIS,
2 FEEHIRRERIZITIESR
AT Arbra WG 0k B B RORTA B BALE A G0 A% O % B ISR s 255 SR 80T 2 3
AT T ST 3R] (19 % HH B30, AR ST A 2 H 3k 8 % FR IS (H R 20 2.1 IR A S kT £ 41143 OSPFv6(OSPF for
IPv6)® RIPng(RIPNg for 1Pv6)E5 sk Py 2ty ip i B % N F 31 S AT 35 P9 3 38 0 T Arbra (19 R 35 1
21 RESUAE
Arbra SR A T30k 5 58, 4N P 45 432 11 i M ik 0 F P T 465 44 B T AT 38R 28 d R 2 IR S5 R R bR 28 F IR
B AE df, AR Arbra Huhik.d 84 G Y ME— ROR ST I G 00, F E DT PN M — 8 7% 19X 4% 42 11 1) Mtk
(i 3 fiR).

le— 88-bit —>le8-bit>le 32-bit —»|
d R Bk f

Fig.3 Arbra addressing
K3 Arbra Hshl

TEX 5. d B BT A YA B, 2 88-bit AR .4 D Ron ST br % 25 1], 047 D={1,...,2%%}.
d AR T V2
di=prfi(pki) (1)
pki RN DT i B T A A 8,6 R FABHEAE pri;prfi(-) R s ST i BRI AR AL
55 At 2N )85 A4 )RR EL AR I H 2 2 471444 (elliptic curve cryptography, fii#% ECC)H. #% 5 i i Lb s 22 4
58 o7 1400 BT LA S R A MO I3 b 2 A AR I G ST . R, LU A B 725 % . BT S A e R A
TEMITEEE . AERG AN 55 T4, B AA Kb, 2516 S04 Jil ECDSA(elliptic curve digital signature algorithm, # [5 i £k %+
B SR R e I STAT A BT A A, AT IR B NISTs B-163M1 28 . FAHIK 2 43 51y 326-bit A0
163-bit(+5 1024-bit H K FE ) RSA 24P F).
AU ST 43 20 3555 A o) AES, LLARUE J7 5 ISO/IEC 10118-2124 4 prei(-)
H; = prf;(x;) = g(AES, (%) @ X;) 2
o g RBREAL AL x A5 A 88 LR K 7R AES 254,76 W45 b 28 JF BRI H; (1 4E e S 30 @ 3K 7R ek
AXQEAW T M

(1) 45 priq) R H 383 x M8 pre)=H, 2355 E AR AT @®)
@) HeF x5 prix)=H, 7 75 AR ATAT, @)

KA 2 (3) A3 (4), 97 ART AR 2K 5 B

EIE 3. TATIAR S5 T AT A B R AR L — 6 B G R BT 35 A AH AT pric(pky)=d,,dyeD,dizda, B4 A FHIF
Pk A& BT AEIRARRE o L K 2 8. K 53 AR SR 25 1R X e P JBTRR A B A TIERF PE.

AR £ o 32-bit IAL AL, 5R T CIDR B IK 2 I 4 4, SCRE T M RI 20 RTS8 & AE ST A T 36 T &
1 (00 50 A5 25 4 005 40 T P9 3V 00 5 % P 2 A 100 8 P e A 0 ity 5 LA T 48 4% 4% 18 2 4 L RL B Ao 40 B 4
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BImh e A4 E K Arbra ik FL A A8 SOk AT 9Y HISIET ik 8 3 A DU 5
(1) RartSHE#H:
@ 1EFEMIKEE DH £ (gap Diffie-Hellman group)G,G HIF b K2 #1,G [R] I e — M IVEE R HE, G H 2L 1
JCA P;
@ WEPEFIEIEIARE Gr;
@ HEFM LMWL e:GxG—Gr,e W & T F1I 4 A

WL 7% QReG H a,bez/IZ 4 e(aQ,bR)=e(Q,R)*® (5)
Bk 77 4E Q,ReG, i & e(Q,R)=1 (6)
THEA R ST & QReGATETH e(QR)WITE S H 1L (7

@ HEBEMADIERE Hi{0,1Y xG—(Z12)" M1 Hp:{0,1}Y 5G" & X RS A LB H N 7=(G,G1,1,P.e,Hy,
Ha), 7% 2k ELICI A (0 7 A ST 4k gL

(2) B E EAERIA EE AN A LS HCR TAER d, 8088 A S RPLIE R F % sieZIZ; 314
Ri=siP, sk 4 A 3 S8 m={Ri}.si IR 45 € 1302 E N DUR AT, m 78 STAT IR 3L

(3) B UTATIRE > KA AEAT R oy P Mkl dicf; 0 1 46 ) DU I 8 28 7 5 M IR T B3 A 3R A5 FA A
si,j=siHa(dicfy) AN A B4 Ho(dif), R A Ho(dicf) 18] dicfy — %8 3, B BLA AT BABEA B2 dic;

N T HE 5 3% L — 3R 45 Y H 544 S R385 40 0 AIE STV,

(4) ZBALENE M IR 28 B8 AL s, L FEBEHLEL reZNZ, W4 th R 272844 0

6;=(U,V)=(rP,rHy(di:f;) +H1(M; ;,rP)s; ) (©)
(5) ZEAAE:ZE K B dirfy BV E My BB 25 44 03=(U, V), 1024 2 2 (9) 1 o7 I B 548 44 1E if.
e(Hy(di:fj), U+H.(M; j,U)R))==¢e(P,V) 9)

AU WL e 3R Y H Sk e 0 DG B, — R A IR M 2 E 15 Weil Pairing BY Tate Pairing 141
e.[x 4 Tate Pairing A4 1EA 3 BUAT BRIK 177 F BROHE B0, i LLAS SCH i 07 2B S G Gy BB e
(1) EFABRIE GFEY) M R T +2+2;
(2) X GFE) ERIME M2k E:Y2=XP-X+1(Z 4R 1 024 LRI RSA HHIA);
(3) MR ICHA[44]H T, B GFRY) M E A G Gr MWLy e.
2.2 #ZO B
A0 5 1 B D300 2 ML 4 R Ao IR F AT B — B AR 1) R B L B TR IP RTARRT AS SR ol R 3% T
T4 AR 240, HoAth 5 BGP AL AZ 00 H tp i3 [ B . #5 OPEN, Update, Notification,Keepalive %5 A F1 ORIGIN,
Path, NEXT_HOP,LOCAL_PREF %%J&:(AGGREGATOR J&VEFRAN, BRI 4 400 IRt T DR 4 A% 2% St AT ek bR 2 41
UK 2, BT DAAS SRR B 1 A (B0 38 45 BT AAS 75 32 AGGREGATOR J& ). ALtk — 8851 %) BGP HiAth 7 i £ sk
AR AT L3S 3T 21 Arbra #% 0 38 B i k.
AR K A% O B R PR ISR (B p v T R ke SO 2 3K (10).
ri=(di,pi) (10)
Forpdy o H DT AR08 28 pa s BR AR B L. 23 X (A1) i 1 1 8 A28 ) A% 328 DR AT S8R 25 W 20 1. i 4 i o R 565
1A ST bR 2.
pi=[d;,...,di] (11)
B 4 4 T R0 6 E B IS0 B P RS SR R 1 R B A% 0 B FR PR ORI BGP B AE 3 A 3 1 X 1
(1) BGP ¥l i H M4 Internet FIAZk &%, UL IP RTZ% 3R s 4% 0 % FH YR SURI 00 % M 45, E 1
(1 9 48 2 A% 326 ST, H 10 190 48 LU 326 ST AT SAR 25 o
(2) 7 BGP 1, HIWHT LA 2 A5 M, H ) A 2R 40 T LR J2 U0 I AU 5 22 A H (6T 4628 5 ik
B 1) B 5 T 4 AR A% O B R SRR O D0 % 5 L AT S THT 45 A AT AT ) S AT K T VR X e T
RAEBAE;
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B G AT IR A & -

(3) BGP L AS 53R AR ARG I AS 5 HUATE A i 0 0 Bk e 0 D3UASE P A 38 S AR b 25
feg IR

® IRR - griE e O s

PathJm %: 1

2 3 4
[ di ] dud, | didads F{did205dd

Fig.4 Routing protocol in core network

Kl 4 iz

DU AN AZ o WY FR IR B P 2 DA 28 TEAT 3 b 285 o A A 21 43 38 1) B v 3 (R e 3R). IR b AT 3k b 25 EL A5 1
SENA BT CAAE S5 R 4 2L I I b s T D4R 57 o AT 48 DG TC 592, 2 Y A P A 5 3 R A 2 I 45 s Mtk i) % b £ L
2.3 FREEBRET MY

Ha 5 B B pH 2 AEAT 026 ST A (1 bl R AE i B A 358 (04 B A 25 v 2250 WL S L 3 ot A S (g S A
7 BRSSO 2R TR 2 S L) % A ) ROk
2,31 A SR Y L G &R

TEX 6(— AL IE R B BR ST OC FR). N T 0 5 AR 3 dly, 1 1 L B P A 26 0 R Rk Sy o yf,, TR SR DG R N

MO=(d,,dy:f, ts),

o ts o MO [ 2E i ),
EX T(ZTEFERBME KR, X T v 8 dy, 15 3 BIE R e 2 th b G doofy,dotfy, . difiy.
dn:fa,neR, N =2, UK B FRTBIRSS OC 2R H
M™=(dy,dy:f1, 5y 1, Wy 1)y, 0,1y 2, Wy 20U .. Oy, i Fi tSy i, Wy DU .. Dy, O, ES5 s Wik )
o tsy;,32 LUARE, 7R AL N ) 5wy, 16 LEARR, A7 AU AR B, W6 A2 251 Wi i>0, H Wy 1t Wy o+ Wy =1, 22 1 A B 9T
A8 IS B8 Wy S IR\ T 4 A
R HTLAE B B b k4 B R

Bob

0‘0 Fasr—spoar

Peer —> Peer

Fig.5 Identifier mapping relations

KI5 BREEWUR R

BB DT AR di,ie[1, 101 FR2E N di.oi o3 AR I8 d A1 dyo OAHAT AN IR 55 S £4E 78 , X1 0bb 190 2 X 2 [ TR A0 G 3R 5
) 24 (de,d:ifs,tse) FH(d10,ds:fs, t0);07,0lg FH dg 2245, W] IF 5 22 AN IR 55 4 A3k 5 A 2, DT b e A7 58 T2 ) W O 3R 0 il Ay
(7,d3:f3,tS7,3,W7 3) X dy7,ds:fa,1S7,4,W7 4);(dg, 03 F3, 1S5 3,Wg 33\ (ds,d5:f5,tSg 5,Wg 5);(do,da:fa, 1S9 4,Wg 4) (g, ds5f5,tSg 5,Wg 5)-
SRy SCRRRTN L L, 0 5 de A T A A N R ER A I dg BIIA, U 1 0E W 3=1,Wg s=0; U1 R dg A%
EEE N S I, U B K TE W 3=0.5,Wg 5=0.5. 15 [H] 2244 ts W AR by SR 56 2R (R )% AR dy "HAFTE dyo 10—
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I 9K FR(d 1o, ds:fs, =200, 33K I ol HH B S e 45 38 2 AT 380 T 1) BRSSO 2R (0,0, t7=300), IK A ts">ts, it LA S5 AR 45
8N (o, Oy ts”) A2 J50HT IR W S 5G 3R, DR L AT FH (o, O i £ ) 425 00 i A7 ik 45 11 11 (1,053, tS).
232 WRHFCRAIESE

A Arbra H B R 45 9 0 T Al B 403 5 B 1 RS B E R AR, DA AL B I R A 1 A (0 T AT
7R W G R T b 2 e AN A R G A7 TP R AT e A A P P (e DA A7 R ) IS

IR g (o AT 3 A7 B B 288 ) W B AN 5 T s o7 AT 358 5 4326 T AT 38 2 W) ) Customer-Provider Mk 5% &, 10 2%
FH A% 5 2 6 P 4 2 T ) 6 5 AN 2 S X R R Ml S R BT AAE. Arbra H AT 2 AT 3R D) 95 iR 45 B 1AL 7
A B ) 24 B N R LR 00 R A4 R AR AR By X T BN (i DT AT AT B AR ) (AR A AR SR 45 T (R IR T 45
B I AT I B R AL O B B BB T B R G R AR SR ML 1 G L

(1) AW RS 2 #B AT Arbra %0 B AR R I RIS T 57 AT 350 () 3ak 1) 65 by 2 2 V70 S5 AR G R

(2) WS IR 45 3 4 WIS OC R 3 2 AR IR 1¥) BGP i Mk (B A Bl S8 Ja ), 4 300 e 3 ) i 44 4L £ 2 o1 7 T

H BT 75 1) LAt 1) 4% 36 T AT 3L
(3) Xt dakn) 5 e A, W S o ek i T o A R U Sk ] 5 AN 0 SRR 1, L A B 1) S

A 0 SR T 5 8 £ 4
(4) RIS 55 s — ML OR FF A BRIR A, ISl 1) 8 oy 5% 42 ATt e A5 5 (H B 17 R A R A1 22 A AN 1) Sk 1) 8
8 SR AEAT HAlAE R

6 2 1 T RN A% SR BT R S 451, e U IR 45 4% MSy ISR [F] 2 1 4% CRy AL 1A% 318 DAL dly; WA e 45 4%
MS, Rk 1] # H 3% CR, &b T8 DT AT 10 dy. WL OC &R MO9=(d,, dy:fy ts,wy. EL AR RE My

(1)  MSy i 56K MO SRR WS M AR my), Bt Q181 7 s 285 1) CRy AR 45417 i WU Ja8 7 1 1%
FH TR ST ug;

(2) P CRy A& 3 ARk o) e v 45, AN RE VU] HE ISR Jog 0 o 45 5 N 28, T DA A4k my I I s Mz,
P my 2 AR SR CRy 17 & B4R s e R i eh BT SC ug;

(3)  CRy [AIFEAIIAEAT AL BEHLRS uy e K45 MS,.

T 1R A T MO SR8 B T iy Y A IR 55 i

MS, CR, CR, MS,

Fig.6 Mapping transmission

6 WU O AR M A% 4k

BGP attribute header | Flag IR PSS £ 5 ek

Fig.7 Mapping attribute
K7 s
24 HHEBERTE
W& 8 o, AT LSz )5 2 M iR Arbra H ) 0 2H 5 S TR AR B R 48 h A A
(1) fEIEFTTIL TAR., TAR,, TARs Flifi 54T 4k SAR,, SARs, & 111K 57 T4k b5 25 43 5114 dy,da,d3,d4,ds;
(2) iﬂ‘ﬁﬁ%t{:‘%‘% TR4,TR5,TR&?§‘§#& Elz,Elg,‘E:’ﬂ] E,:] Arbra ,Hi],l ﬁ\%uj{] dl:f4,dz:fs,d3:f6,d4:f12,ds:f13;
(3) W IE AR My=(dy,dy:fs,tse) F1 Ms=(ds,d,:fs,tSs 2,Ws 20\ X0, d3:fe, S5 3,Ws 3).
4 Epp tH R Eqq 45, AT
IR 1. Epp KIESYL PP BIUEHLALY dyifio, H BIHBHEY doifie. T P A H B HUEASTE 35 934138 SAR, W, 1A
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BTT F—AAT ek AR aR A 1283

I Pl 7 e B30 2 % FH 3% BR1o.BRyo £ 25 73 41 H (Wil 5 4 P 4k 854 S 31 45 L B 4 A1 1% 1) ke i
HH#% TRy,

YR 2. TR, HC B2k B SAR, 4321 P, KA P i) H M ANTE TR, BT A I AL 16 53 AR 38 TAR, 9, RLIE TR,
A5 P B Rk ds:fys AW ARG AR, LUK B 1 5T AR38 ds 1467 B FR 25

DU 2.1 WERGAT PAAFAE ds IR Ms, IBAT 2 3% 3;

AR 2.2 WURGATPAFAE ds BTG &R Mg, WHAAT 2D B8 5;

YR 3. TR, In] TARy HP 1 L5 Al 45 2% MS7 153K ds R BARF 5C 3R Ms;

H IR 4. MS; B UL IR M3 5, MS7 44 Ms [BI3% 25 TR, IR Ms 5, TR, TUAT 2247 8 BRI, 1 S5 Mg
AGEA A7

AR5, TRy M Ms FFIE PG 2 AL B ARZE AR BE W 2=1,Ws =0, 4% IR EF 2.3 50 w K15 S, TRy ML F% dyifs
1Eh ds BN EAREE R, TRy 43 9 BA dyify R doifs D U5 AN E 1 M T 0BT 1 B 30, 8 2 7 J5U AR o
P T, NI B 1 4 P s 5 TRy I i 0 W56 P,

HIR 6. PEIZLMEE TRs J5,TRs B 56 45 TR, B AN 2 188 45 B 46 7041 PR 5 A4 P 1Y H 13
Bl d:fos B WA HILES 2 305 5 3% MR L IR % R 2% B 3 PR IE B 5 3 1 2 AH T2 19 10 2% % F 28 BRuy;

ST, KA B bt dsifis 55 BRy —FF, #BAE i 74133k SARs N, BT LA4Z I 2 P J5,BRyy 5 P 1) SARs W3 %
P i 4 B3k 4 iy Eqa.

i i1

%o M
pukZ 30

Fig.8 Packet forwarding in Arbra
&8 Arbra 5> 4% KA

B9 gy 1 i B A B v 3 ALAE 25N B B 2 s o
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Payload
Payload da:fio—>ds:fis Payload
dy:fi—>dsifis di:f,—>dyifs dy:fo—>dsifia
AR €29 e, @ R € )
[ —r—

Fig.9 Logic format of a packet
9 A MIZ R
2.5 AAETEHH

Arbra 4,8 — N 8 (0 4 b 2 7E IF A 9 0 (public shared registry, @ #7 PSR), fi Beid: It 4% 48 BT I
TAFSR A PRI A 28 S5 S50 T S R Do bR 2 . AR A L S BN ShAS TR NONTE Arbra Hh SAF S FRZS
E AR A IR R M —— X R (G2 2 3), 7 LA PSR #1 PKI(public key infrastructure, 2 £ 5L Al ¥ i) (9 IF H 0
(certificate authority, {5k CA)ZEAF AN f,PSR AN ZLAE 2 =7 i S r R P AR P b2
) B2 o 50 2R A0 TR UG, CA(BRZ A CA BRI R R) & — A8 5 4 W S I BUB LAY, I PSR JU& — ANt ik
MUK, BT A ST PSR AN 43 51 A B W 87 B 2 4 PSR ¥ T A U U R B ik :

(1) PSR LLEERIEAFEMHTTTIEARE . A A A LS HEE B A TUT IR B #A . PSR H i) —
AR T BRI i, B AL PSR H 776k R I n] LUB b e Ul
T8, ={d;, pk;, K, , 7;, T ;, T, ;. isr;, [Rel, {d;, pk;, Ki,ni,TCvi,T\,vi,isri,[Re]}p,l} (12)
Horpdi,pki,Ki, 7z, Te i, Ty 23 MR R SEATER | A28 A RS, BAALSH. S, B
BOHAEAE B isr Rom TB; AR H 24 0 8 1B Y 3 S A 2 (13):
0, d /IR AL
- {1, o, I
{d;, ki, K, 7, Te Ty oisk [Rel},, e i AHAAE prixt di,pki, K, 7, Te i, Tv,oisri, [Re] 40748 44 [ 14
A [Re] R 7R isri=1 B STAT4k i (K15 bm B0t WY, [ R T A & ;
(2) o RAEA ST R WIE M AT i) PSR, LS B SE B AL STAT IR AE . A8 WA A LS HEE L,
(3)  BEMN:PSR SCIFTTAT Al b 25 (¥ 1 75 50, LAHR A ] i A= 10 %5 61 i B R Ak 1v) L {4 1l Arbra 32 F 3
TE 3 DT AT 1R 25 5 7
@ I SFT AT DAL 0 A I 1) AT R T B, 006 2002 BT ) A TRDBII b8 s g 2 3
SR IFAE PSR R 1 IH AT I TB (gl /24 isry B4 L), 7 W 1 A7 il 4 0
@ I o B AN DA A ATART BT 1) 208 T) LA = 20y 557 A TRA RS R B8 Rk g 2 JE 25 I 1) 58 7 )
T ELAE PSR 1 1k 1H A5 3300, v U 10 2% T3
® 4y HHr.Arbra SLVFSTAT IR A B BT PSR A7 i - 0 b 1) g J@ 2k

BRAAE Arbra 7 A% O R B 57 AT 38bR 28 41 2R i £h 3R R0 J 3%, 100 2% W AR AR TTAT 30bs 50 4 S e 45 8, i LA
2 % A 5 I ST RIS I B T I, R A ST T R I L R R R B O R A TH I T AT b B R 4
(1 ST AT Al bR 2.

W Ab 6 0T 8 R AR 9 7 AT S 28 Al 43 i) S8

—J7 T, H A7 BB rh AEE WG 4 A AS R RS AS P41 100 A PoP B4 H1E XL 1 A %l1, Arbra
SRR R AN 404 A, D={1,...,. 258}k KNk

309 485 009 821 345 068 724 781 056
BT A Arbra i (1 STAT AR AL D PN & AL 1K), SEAT 3R 25 R AR R (R R R AR /D

(13)
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BT AT IR RS >

G377 10 BEAS STAEIEAE 1) PSRV R BN, R LA 56 A6 78 8 3 6 () BT AR bR 285 42 17 [ At S AR sk 5,
BT I DA B NS 2 0 SR SR A SO AR BCR T AT IR G A R — BRI A R
EA T REEOAN RIS R ARG B AL

3 RIMIEHLSIRY LIS
AT NS d 2R AR AREE L SHETT S B PR B L A TR 7 AN L T Arbra,
5 TRE 43 RN S BT Arbra 753 5 77 T R R

Table 3 Comparisons of various routing architectures

R3 AP RS RO T

EELAYES Arbra 1Pv4/v6 LISP AIP

% h 45 i TR, B EREEXN (B4 TOAEBL”

I 2% s 2 [ERINT I T 2% &AS 5 W% &AS 5 ERINNR TS

R WIES W2 CIDR 3t CIDR =, |EYEN

Bt i EAR/CAR 73 & Toor e TG IE%5) B Toor e

HT AR FR&E ESNE ESRIE ] HF AD h%

R R ) Pt K BB R k22 R
LA i = % i

iR i % 7 %

*VE AR R ST (R AIP o1 S ATHUA Arbra o 05T B0AT S,
4 REMSN

AT G Arbra H EIAE TR AR )5 3 TS AT AR KL T AR R AT 2R B FF . 4 ey Db 3 5 b bk i
ij 1) 850 (1) 3 o EL AL o1 AE 9T 48 SR W 1 (1) Arbra HA 40 A =X 15 AR AR 7Y 5 (2) Arbra (P45 AR AR 7R A il pe i 25 B0 K5
% b O 3 R b 1k 3 O I 700 B4 5 T LA
41 {F{E&Es

BAR Arbra 75 ZEAE A A A o0 (HORAEAE AT C R B E TR S 41k 7 ZE R0 A A BRAL A — S T A
T oA A E AR AL Arbra v BEAS D7 AR 30 2 50 P9 ¥4 IR A5 AT B AN AR AT A 2 e AN A “ MU AR B
X — Rl e A A 2 AR AT S5 8 4 )15 U6, Arbra AR AR BEARL KR 3 2 AR AE TR0 (1) STARIR A CORIEH A B T
155(2) TTARIE I H0 LR35 Py 24 S S HUORAIE I N B4 20 B I AT A5 0k BL, S EH I T £ A2 4R

TEX 8(RIMEAR). BB ML Stk AGFREEA Qa) A FRIAT A8 pk, Wi A M 45 Sk B AHAE pk il A A4,
O pk R A pr AUIE Mg A BT I8 AU B M A A pk Bl .

MR Arbra 2 A s UE AR R REATUE .

AN — etk AR B TTATIE dy F1 dp 4 BIAEAE P28 B4 0 AT jidy A dyp IR A FAEXS 43 0 pka/pry B pka/pra,
HAT di=prpkd.ke[1,2]:d; Rl dp 75 PSR A6 T5050 50k TB, ={d,., pky, K, 7y oo, PR Ko7 3o 3
ke[1,2];i F1 j Bkl ai=dy:f F1 ay=d:f. fH 2R 2.1 5] %0, F0j w] LLay 5 N SRAT 38 dy F0 dp (93878 N B0 Ab 3R 15 A
B pripr [ A5 53k pki=dy:fi,pki=daif;.

EIR 4. UL A SRIFEAHK A {E.

E A R TSRS 2 5 DTS A B — — X N CE R 3), BT LLIT AR SR A BT A5 PE AR LR S 0 e B e dy A
PSR 4b3k4% T TB,, TB, ={d,, pk,, K, 7,,...{d, PKy, Ky 7y, 3y 3 A eI I R A0 TR 1T LA SE pke, 17T 5

@© HWrZ A d, = g(AESy, (pk,) @ pk,) - WIERANE, Bt TB, AR I, WSR2, Ui AE Ky FUSE TSR F,d2 5
Pk X6 B AB 52 U, ko S dy I A EH KN, 75 LR ST R 1D TR LT Ko A5 B 5K,

@ MEH pko HUE{d,, pky, Ky, 7y, b, RETTIE do,Dka Ko, 7, ... (K12 44 0 RIS, UL WA TB, (1) 55 (4B 4 A7

Pk X N PR FARH (R 2 d (R L BH), 5 FH AL B A BB 728 44 DR A g, pko, Ko, 7, ... 11 58 2T LA IX T dly
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IR (@) S dp T T TBys(b) TB, & L 3L ;(C) Ky th 2 FLAE ).
L RO, FEO,pky & IE. O
I 5. DUALBGE RN A IS BRI ¥ AT AT .
WEUAE BT R@ W TR 4, 1 DU e TB, ML SEPE BN TB, B 2 AT T L dy Bk 7 7] LA 2
Ko FL52 LAAN 38 W] LA S 5N > 5 S 8y 5545 JE IR B S ERL b, AN 2R 5 R T DA S AR e i A48 dy A dp HBAH
f5:@ pky 2 dy FIAH, m 2 d KRN A IS HG@ pko o d FIA Y, m 2 dy BTIRA A JL 25
I ) jORIE(m,Si(m)),m FKoR o 4L AL ) mosre=d, o, Si(m)=(U;, V) R i 42 A SU8) R m B E AR
G B4 IR 4 Fros B AT LU IE § 1 A58 pki=d o () f5 1
O BFEEHRAT I, IR [E] True B4 B TR 1Al 40m FFRR H T 33 AE5R d, ] 9354 mosre=d.:fi. R4 7E
Arbra H1, B bk [ I 2 A 1R A B BT BLX AN Tm I 2 T T I AP pki=d i
@ AL YR A LIRS IR (0] True, T LA j AHAE AL 7z FCSL A B0 T (B AR 22 10 5202 dy HOSRA 8 3L 5 480),Si(m)
SRR TTAEH pki 0T R FRIFAEH prisst m i ECT 4544 k2 L) ARME T AT musre RFARH T LUK
SR masre=dyf7 R A 1R
@ D YR 2 WAL M dp Ab3RAS m={R.}, R dp AHAE 7 42 dy BV A L2500 HL dyp 2 § BOAS AT 4 0T LA j A
6 m 2 dy A A 3L S5
UL GG R RO BB P ALRIE TS 1IN A R AE . O
Table 4 Validation of the intra-domain public key
x4 NN PIR A RE

ik da:fj JHIE pki=dy:fi IR A5 TR
N :(m,Si(m)), 7=(G,Gr,1,P,e,H1,Hy), Si(m)=(U;,Vy);
i True——npk; £ 52 ;False——pk; FE1IX.
A m PR R R AR mosre=dy:f;
J AN da HERTT dy I A IS B m={R}
j W ni=Hy(m.src), n=U;i+Hy(m,U;)Ry
if e(ny,nz)==e(P,V;) then
return True
else
return False

O~NOO U WN P

end if

42 REHH
AR TR DTS BN RE % eR 04 Je R Hb B 3 1) ) 3 A LA AL LK LA 8 4 HE T Arbra 143 A
G ATAS AL R e AT A B gl 26 Arbra 22 4 1 (1) Jgc Jf UE I
421 FIEHFF
I8 B4R Tt 6 1P IS8 AN LE A P D51 A % e A TP T 488 7 0 5 I 48 A 25 T LA i S8 ) 45 ST
DA e B0t 38 0 200 2% D9 4% o 25 (1 Bl 3 DS A Arbora K5 30 25 D) 8% TS5 A i B AT 4 (b o SC 1 R SC 2 w4, BT A
75 Arbra w1, Fi 48 Bl R K B T 2QAR H Sk Bt 38 00T i B AT 300 28 1 O 3. S IR Ay ity B AT 48A 28 I HE BLLE o 2
SEHEMSCH BT DAAR T 2 S i eSO A 5 ISR 15002k 1 977 4 i 4 B R R 1) .
4211 WRGHIEW]
BV WS 56 R Sl MO=(d, dy sy, b, wiy, DU e S5 1 T AT S p e Xy
mayy=(sx(M?,cx ),y (M®,Cxy)) (14)
Horpsi(m) &R BT8R i AF AR pri( 810 pki, HL di B pkq A2 1) 55 B m K 50728 44 oy A 45 1 300, e MO 11
R E R 0 5 1, HUE ) L2 K (15).
- {0' e (15)
1, MOEpEEIE
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BEs S TR R AR A o

4212 LN

IR MO A AR A WS R 25 25 77 22K MO, mayy AT ey, — 42 520 IR k™ (mayy B oy B2 51 I 7 IO B
) ARG T IR S 2.3 T 4A H AR R 5 ik ) Ak Sk e I
4.2.1.3  WGTIRIF IR

X TATAT— AN WS R 25 4% MSz, 20 B e B e B WL i 5% 8 MO=(dly, dy:fy ts,wy 25 I ¢y, AN BCSHTIE B may, 84
FEHG MO T2 N A 1l B8 2 2 T, T S IR 55 2% I 155G S0IE mayy H IR T 28 44 s((MP,Cyy) T sy(MP,Cyy) S 75 11 A
SN IE i, D) 14 25 3 A O R T I, R i B OC R IEAT S AR AL PR (L) IR oy =1, WA H B
IR P9 25 A MO IR ITE;(2) 4R oy =0, W) T5 ZEPAT I R A 0 ST A M B50H8 E mh 8E 4T oy A0 dlyofy 2 T R IR G
2, 0P MO 25 0 380 A b B S5 500 P 00 A @ SR A b B B R A A O R dlyefy 22 ) TR BRSSO R (g, 0y futs,
wy), I H tsy<ts, T MO B3 b (dy, d iy tsg, wa); @) 75 0], 25 57 MO,
422 Hithis

5 P PR I A T 2 0 R A I P AS S R IE A R A BGP A AS 57 2 AR R G bR, JiT LA Hi £4
3% AT LB MR Bt B o6 B9 R SRR i I 7 Arbra v, B 98 R GERMERE TR R CGE EE 1), 57 L
. Arbra J % R O R BT T AR 45k BUT 0 AR 32 AT 8RR 28 1) D it SR A 4% 326 T AT 1A 28 St LA A%
S RS AR BT AR Y 3 I G e A 0 1 el BRI A e D 3k s 9 E Y.

h T R B R O B, v LUK S-BGPRTSAE B Arbra o B A (1) A% 33 S AT 8 o A ) B S 1) b
W % IR, A A O R (A e 4 1 (0 Arbra HuUkiE )% % B B B AT R S 4 K
% R 24 A A 0 PRl A s R T B A A B B E U R R RO (2) TR AR R % B T R T BN A
DT H 0 % oh 25 0 T A0 P 4% 0 RA B0 24 0 B A% PR 2 44 0K i i ek # i Hh e DU I AR S R 2 15
SR I S T R R R 3% (B) At A% 2 T AT sk A i 5 R AT DR B R AR IR I 3R 1 A
Arbra bk (415 B A2 T T (0 4502 T3 AT S bR 28 R I P 35 P s 280 ), AR T A0 P K 428t b K 7 560 1 AH R 119 20 7 2%
2 n] LA R R A T Hh o I B
4.2.3  JEHuHEIK DR

KA Arbra 543 A 04 AT A IR 2 22 1R AR5 bk 30 B £ 0 S 4 AT LAAE. Arbra 99 2% 7 % %4 A

B 5 76 TEAT I T LU Ingress Filtering™®! SAVE!R® SAV 1120055 42 5 45 fift v 75 % Arbra J22 1R 45 K TR 458
P 250 Ay 3K e A I R 35 B AR B T ).

vk PassportBPUSR it AS 2 YR IR U H kB0 4IE T A8 R S AS FN T AT I R R FLAT b ST 4 TR 4 £ I 4% (ST AT I8
f 11 B 9 [ 1T 5% 5 /N ), 9T LA Passport T LARS 13 Arbra H 3k, 4k, Passport Ff) T4 J5 BEAE T+, 4 ) K 255 A 4
A AL AT RS AS 2E R 4 O EAE S (B HEYR 1P T 1K A4 {8, HoAth AS 3 3 5600 122 2% 45 1wl mT LA
W3 2R 1P IO B g 22 Ay R B 2 Passport € e 78 et b Passport f# 1] Diffie-
Hellman A8 4§ 58 B3 5F 1 15, 10 %5 £7 110 35 3 8 140 2 4 P ARORS -k [P 886 e 11 22 4 1 E 585 4. 2.1 A9 R 28 4.2.2 15 w4,
Arbra JH bR T 24 s B AL K30 25 B A5, DR Al Passport J7 2 11 R 17 T 1 %

5 Wi RMESH

AT DL R B R FR X LE T Arbra, Internet, LISP Al AIP (a4 @28 T 5 Internet il LISP HAF 7] 1L
P AR FTE VI EE Arbra, AIP FR 5 FH 2 MEASE I V5 A5 5 18 2 A s v RN 22 A 3 R LRI IR S LA 9 2% TH - B 4R Arbra R o
VFRT 8 28 & B2 7] Internet, LISP I AIP AT Lt T W 3 BRAK T % 1 22 i 0SS,

IA4E ] 2009 45 1 J1~2010 4F 6 J 1) RouteViews RIBU“SUH 4 52 & 43 #1 Arbra, Internet, LISP F1 AIP (i
R, K455 W2k 5.
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Table 5 List of symbols
5 1E B

s 4 H R BB, S Ly e 4 H R R I

b BRI, A b | o s R0 i ph A 6 A
q HIEM R AS 2L p I R IP AT
[ T A% 4 AS L pe K% AS SHAT I IP RTS8k

R AUAE BGP Bt 4% PE A HH LA AS FRAFSRME ASHRbE AS ZAMILA AS FRAF (&4 AS.

T R IR ] WY, AN 2K 4 BV, B B R34S BT RS (Arbra) AD(AIP) AT AS(Internet A1 LISP) (AT — A Jsk ] %
FH 35 KA Arbra, AIP AT LISP (135 5] i B AL AT BGP AHABL, #8 i — Ffr % 4% i) B W3, 7 DA b3k B 45 g v (1) B A
o IV i o5 20T R A B SR NG R 3 WA I T N R AN A A R R — 0 S R IR % 3R T LA
s=(r+2)xbxe (16)
T 53 B RouteViews RIB #4f 45t Arbra, Internet,LISP #1 AIP HY r,b 1 e(ra, i, 1,1 ba,bi,bi,bp; €a.ei.e1.8p)
(R A 1 0
(1) r:HISCHER[46] 7T &0, BT LUE 3 ri=100; K 24 Arbra 3 %0 B 46 bR Internet 1) AS 22 3 40 [F] #4 (5 21
2), 9T LA ra=r=100; [FlK¥:, B SCHER[47] 7] %H,r=ri=100; t SCHR[35] 7 4H,rp=r=100;
(2) b RRIPESIGER, FEAHRIMERZE. F —Bkbl . “BAA R ARG HME Rk
A R R RIS B E R IE4H
b=d+n+kxl| a7
o d R H M BRI B n 5 F — Bkl 194 B2 k SRR B4R 8 M7 21 b e = A4 | RO R AR
FEHRAEAS TC R K. 6 4511 T d,n,| 78 Arbra, Internet, LISP AT AIP H ) B AE 75 .

Table 6 Values of d, n, | in various networks
FT6 FMMLF dn,l FIHE

Hf7(bits)\J7Z%  Arbra Internet LISP  AIP

d 88 64 64 160
n 128 32 32 160
| 88 16 16 160

NTHHES: K {H,k E Arbra,Internet,LISP 1 AIP 43 BIHEAE Ka,ki ki, Kp.

4387 2009 4F 1 ~2010 4 6 1 RouteViews RIB %#ii, 7T LL1S 2 ki (331E E(ki), W& 7.0 7 77 LLG H, A
2009 4F 1 F4~2010 4 6 /3L 18 4~ H I ] P, E (ki) I35 KA R 4.92(2010 41 3 ), 55 /M 3.35(2009 4 4 ),
SFI41E R 4.03. 57 LA, AT L4 E(k;)=4.03.

HH E(ki) iJ A3 3] E(ka) F1 E(kp):

® 4 Arbra H A% L FAR AT Internet WK AS 2045 S FIAA (G BE 2), 5T LA E(k,)=E (k;)=4.03;

@ HI3CHR[35] W] &1,E(Kp)=E(ki)=4.03.

Table 7 Mean of k in the Internet
FTOHIKMH K R
i) 1) E(ki) A i) E(ki) i) ) E(ki) ] E(ki) i) 1) E (ki)
2009.01 4.15 | 2009.05 4.41 || 2009.09 4.86 | 2010.01 3.54 | 2010.05 4.34
2009.02 3.81 | 2009.06 4.27 | 2009.10 3.43 | 2010.02 4.00 | 2010.06 4.02

2009.03 4.70 | 2009.07 3.99 | 2009.11 3.82 | 2010.03 4.92 / /
2009.04 3.35 | 2009.08 3.74 | 2009.12 3.55 | 2010.04 3.59 / /

LISP 11 25 W 28 HE B 2 Sak 10 8% H 2 70 BR 2 LISP 64 i) a0 2 W) 245 11 LAY L i LA AT SR PO 5 0%,
FEHRNE AS I ML S R 2% T ATETHE. E(k) I, R T2 A RouteViews RIB i th B FIZRAE AS A5G
M BRI 5E 8 A T E(k) BB B 7T LA 31 E(k) i B R 4 4.69(2010 4 3 ), ds/ME 4 3.12(2009
A 4 1), SE4E N 3.79. 9T BL, AT BLA E(k)=3.79.
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Table 8 Mean of k in the LISP
F 8 LISP A k y¥Ma

I [ E(k) | W E(k) | W E(k) | W E(k) | R E(ki)
2009.01 3.89 | 2009.05 4.13 | 2009.09 4.61 | 2010.01 3.34 | 2010.05 4.14
2009.02 3.56 | 2009.06 4.04 | 2009.10 3.19 | 2010.02 3.76 | 2010.06 3.79
2009.03  4.45 | 2009.07 3.72 | 2009.11 3.57 | 2010.03 4.69 / /
2009.04 3.12 | 2009.08 3.51 | 2009.12 3.35 | 2010.04 3.35 / /

K, A7) AT LA 505k b 76 Arbra,Internet,LISP F1 AIP 1 [P35 {E (4 %12 E(ba),E(0;),E(b) Al
E(bp), L% 9.
Table 9 Length of the routing table entry
F9 HEAREINKSE

E(ba) E(b) E(by) E(by)
570.64-bit__160.48-bit__156.64-bit _964.8-bit

(3) e:h\ RouteViews RIB %4 1] LL13 2 e,,e,e1,€, [I1H.

© T Arbra /45, B A A% 0 B B P L DA STAT 300 B 1R 245, H R4 15 326 53 AT 380bn 2 41 2R % th 38, P A
8, S TR A TR M Z H . XK 2 Arbra 57 (A% 00 P 41+ R Internet AT AS 25 i 40 R R (e 22 2), 57 LA ea=q. to 3kt
.6 T M P ¥R RSB IT LA M 2009 4F 1 F~2010 4F 6 J 1) RouteViews RIB ##i, vl I3 % e,
Wi ] i) A £ 5 2R, G ] 10 s el 18] 10 AT AL, 2 AR AT 2 95% K e, i B 1] o( 3 7 BE B 2009 4 1 H 1) H 1 4)
A OC R AT LARL G Fe Sk 2

e,(r) = q(r) =3.057"%71°° » 10 (18)

@ XIT Internet,e;=p. 7 #T RouteViews RIB %4, il LL15 £ e; bfi i 8] /¥ A2 0 0C &, Wi 8] 11 . ol WL, M B S

7KV 95% M e Fifl 7 A8 A0 OC F AT LAFEL & g 35 4ok £

e.(r) = p(r) = 2.901e7371° x10° (19)
x10* x10°
3.5 3.35
— WAL — Hik
34 05U i FHHL 3B
SRES S & —~
s 33 . *ILU@L(E. P ;% 3.15
2 32 2 3.05
o
31} # 2.951.
3.0 285"
0 4 8 12 16 0 4 8 12 16
T T
Fig.10 Number of Ases Fig.11 Number of IP prefixes
K10 AfARSHEE K11 1P AT A

@ T LISPe=p, Hl e 55T &40 A ¥ R GLHIA [ 1P #2270 Hr RouteViews RIB %l il LA 21 e BN ]
oI IC R B 12 J o iT I, 24 B KT 2 95% I ey BE )48 40 5% 22 T AU b FR 8 ek

e /() = p,(r) =1.625¢"*1°” x10° (20)
@ W 3CHRI35] W & ,ep=p. T LLER &1 11 1] 00,24 B AKSP O 95%K e, B o840 OG 2 vT LA Dk Fi Hlek 2
e,(7) = p(r) = 2.901e10° 10° (21)

4 r=ri=n=r,=100. % 9 i) E(b) A A X (18)~ A X (1A A K (16), 7T LA4r i k45 Arbra,Internet,LISP
AP % i R AL s,,80,50,5¢ I I BB IR 8] 2/ 3B AL 56 &R
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E(s, () =1.78e7%71°" x10° (22)

E(s,(r)) = 4.75™%%71°° 5 10° (23)

E(s,(r)) = 2.60™4%™10° »10° 24
|

E(s, (7)) = 2.85¢7°%71" x 10 (25)

i 18 23 3(22)~ 2> 3(25) 1T LA H E(sa(2)),E(i(2), E(si(2) Rl E(sp(2)) 7 X ] 7€ [1,240](2009 4£~2029 4£) Py ]
AR B, ) 13 . i) LU F:

@ E(sa(0)),E(Si(0)),E(si(2)F1 E(sp(2))BEA 711 18 i 4 50348 o,

@ X TATR 7, #5 E(sa(2) <E(s1(9) <E(Si(2) < E(p()) 7. Ho 1, AIP % 1 2 i LA (E (5p(2))) i K, K2 L

HoAh 3 Fhitk th g5 # v it — MR

® Arbra % R P HUBEL(E(sa(D)) /N, 5 Internet A LL K2 N BT 64.4%,5 LISP AHLL T % T 36.1%.

BT 13 VTR B AR Arbra A SUVFRTSR A HE B I B HH R BT8R 8 i /T Internet,LISP Al
AIP. 5 Internet,LISP 1 AIP # Eb, Arbra FL77 58 4 i) Al 7 g 1.

190227 — E(()

: o 2 10% - E(s(2)
LB 0596 {3 I . = Es(a)
1.80 gy = E(sy(7)

o SE ]
175 o

T4 AS AT 19 1P T %% (pY)

170 .-
165"
160"
1.55
0 4 8 12 16 10° 10 102
T T
Fig.12 Number of IP prefixes in transimitting Ases Fig.13 Scale of routing table
Kl 12 fL4nEG RSEHAI IP TS AL K13 %A

6 TERED T

AR I3 B3 4E IS 7 TG B T Arbra, Internet, LISP Fl AIP (¥ PE fi%. 33 FEL () 31 51 3 2 1] S 6 914 Sl e st 39 H
P ity F) P i B 1) " 66 A 2R 5080 1~ T (data. plane) 1 58 B2V Ag g bn AR 1 O TF 92 R B, 15 AIPLISP %538 44 i Y
% H1 R R AR L, Arbra (1738 15 P RE A T & 2K T

B3 K8 b B RS (R AR E N 2 XA T% Arbra,IPv4,IPV6,LISP Rl AIP 258 il 45k P i T (M kd
fE ToTaTe T A To i U B KN M, SUAZ 0 R 2 110 1 38 K/ R n, o X 4% e K% B B0 G (path
maximum transmission unit, i # PMTU) K K ALK ZHT, B4 M 20 il e— AN B AN 23 21, 58 SO L8 53 4 I 5 LUy
oA NAK@26)4 T N 5Tk

M
N:M+[K_n—‘xn (26)

i 9 286 Ak T 48 B BOIRAS r LA T LA 20 R AL A% L HEBAAE ) AR B ZE I X RE, T(M) i) AR 7R A
T(M):{(,(J ~DK+N)/R, M > (K —n)
j(M +n)/R, M < (K-n)
Forj SR IR AT E R 2 R PR B R R I A B B I AR A
[K 2k Arbra 1 IPv6 —#f, bk K J #8 /2& 128-bit, it LAZE Arbra obn LUE AT IPv6 —FF 1) 1 3#4% 30K Arbra,
IPv4,1Pv6,LISP with IPv4,LISP with IPv6 F1 AIP H1 (¥ n {43 59244 np,ng,ne,Nig,nig T ng, NS 2.4 45 SCHER[47]HI

(27)
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SCHR[3ST AT EATH 543 21 ne,ng,ne,nia Mg A1 ng, WL3Z 10.
Table 10 Length of packet headers (Byte)

F 10 AW E BRI (F7)
n, 80 Ny 20 Ne 40
N 56 Nig 96 N, 138

*UAE g IS R AR — AN T s Mk 2 A 4% 20 AD:AD,:EID

iR K=1500 75,j=6,R=100MB/s(i¥ &,j Al R {E LI 2520 fe ¢ LA 45 3L), A A K (26) . A F(27)
A1 10 AT LATHEEL H T/(M), T4(M), To(M), T1a(M), Tis (M)A To(M), 21 &l 14 BT,

10° 10t 102 10°
M (B)

Fig.14 Message transimitting delay
K14 9 R A% A i

M 14 0] LUE $):

(1) FEE M IEEI, T (M), T4(M), Te(M), Tis(M), Tig(M)FT T o(M)AH B i 388 Jiir, 3 FL7e AT 408 Ak T4 1] 1) $ 2 25
KR AL T PP 48R 15 UL Arbra, IPv4,1Pv6, LISP with IPv4,LISP with IPv6 F1 AIP 144 §8 &b
F IR — KT

(2) X TAEE M Ta(M)>Tie(M)>T(M)>Tio(M)>Te(M)STo(M)EAL X F W] 24 LL T 3Pk e bR I, AR
Arbra FJPEREZE T IPv4,IPV6,LISP with IPv4,{HIZ4E T AIP I LISP with I1Pv6.[A 2 AIP FiI LISP #B&
BHAR KRR I3 a5 J5 %8, 9T AT LA, Arbra ff) 24 BB 2 A 1.

7 AEREMES

AT LABG R ISR L R ) 2% v R B R AR A R R SO S Fe bR B EE T Arbra, LISP FiT AIP 1)
B LR A R R 11, o v " RIR R EUR, X RN A FR AR L TER 11, Arbra, LISP F1 AIP JiT
B 1 U RS AH T 1PVE 481 5

fi3 11 77 UG 3, Arbra b IPV6 1948 [f10k 38 /N T AIP, KT LISPAR 1M % & Arbra [f 0] 4 JE M F 2 4k,
Arbra A%} LISP ZAM 51N (138 AR /& & B0 30X A2 IR 29— J7 1T, BL AR LISP 2 L3R sk () % eh el 47 Je ok H
PRI 7 & B 5 5 A0 e T R L 25 T Arbra; 53— 5 THI,LISP A1 Internet — £, {7588 B = A LK)
LA M, AR Arbra i T 43 A 2 005 AT AL, A R AT AR B RE S B b O 3 5 M B g e S e T SR,
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Table 11 Comparisons of deployment cost

F 1L BN AILLEL

Tebrl 7 % Arbra  LISP  AIP
g X X J
ity 15 1 BlE R X X J
N X X J
D&% 2% X X J
25 M 4% A B A X X ¥
i tH AL X X J
BGP,iBGP % 1 23 J X V]
A B A X X J
N I [0 i e AL J X J
e Y T VR S
FAe s A% Ji & X
e 5 55 4 J J X
A DNS X X J

8 LHitFIRE

ASCPE T — Rl T ST P 2L th 250 Arbra, 20 M1 T Arbra )22 4 6T LG T Arbra 5 304t 4 i i
SER IR ), H AN FT T ek o B R R B AN SR TR 9T T Arbra (8] 4T 1 AR ST AR 5T 3R 9

(1) Arbra B A7 A5 R AEATAERL RTS8 B« 3% vy Oh 36 R0 9 i bk 30 s il 850 P At ke B 5 17 ST

(2) Arbra ()i R MBI AIP FFF T — A&, Internet 1 LISP A Lk, Arbra (¥ % B 5 AL 4 ) R %

T 64.4%7F1 36.1%;
(3) LAty 2 v LE B A 45 A iF Arbra [R) At 2 b 45 84 0038 15 M e A0 T R — 7K (HJ2 Arbra ZE2EF IPv4,
IPv6,LISP with IPv4,[A I £+ AIP #1 LISP with IPv6

(4)  Arbra [EREACH KT LISPHZ /N T AIP.

WAk, 2 T DL BATR 5 T — 20 40 JR, I0AR A SC I 5 e AL

(1) 20K 5 1) SR s i b R 9 o TR,

£ Internet = I b 15 S5CBE B P 8Y, E1 VA R GERENE R G ML SCHE 1P TSR 4000 1A b 36 ) BB RN N i T F A o
e AHFEAE Arbra 7,10 G W0 4 HE BR7E A% 00 I 2 A0 A% 00 % £ P D03 T A% 326 DAL A 4 T 36 IR B R A T A
P2 B[R] — A% 326 AT 30 3ty % AT 48R, 06 25 S AR (] F9 X 44 B 45 0 T N IX Fh I RE B 2, T RIE Arbra H 2%
P, B JE O 1520 Arbra Huhik o OR B 38 LASRORAS I (K I 468 B 42, ) A (it DT ATk A7 B B 28 ) WL Bf) OG
FRHPAS I 2 8, DA B AN TR 7D 00 % s A, DT 52 3R Sty DA 330 20 1) 140 6 b 2B 56 Ty BB NN il U ek 4 R D e ELAR
% WA 45 1 OB M) % ph R BURORI % ey B T AR R 2 8 B e R B A VF 2 S A A (B T R S AL A
0184 0 0 22 A PR R HE— 2D 4 ), T LAAE Arbra SR i 22 B 4% 00 SRR AR AT 25 0. 28R, 1K T VR AN Y 20 AT RV A

(2) S A2 4 il 1) ST

BT A4 B, B b Ok i R R Bl B T 4 R 452 v R B i R T ) — A SR R
TVALR) S 3 %t Arbra Hh ] i 4715 (R0 48 IR 4512 P Boeds A8 TVA J5 S b 818 R 3% /) 2 il i B3R — ok
BB 1R A R, A B A B T BRI e AR YT A T 1 R R SR 25 i a0 ZTCKS 12 4 LR N B B R 3% (W oy AL b oy
A0 L P 8% T PR 60 5 SR 1 A T, DAAIfR 58 AT 75 TS B 2 A AR A SO 75 BB 4 IR 55 Bk AR R 2 Arbra
AT LA R AUF Y5 b 0k 1) B0 ST BT LAAE Arbra T, TVA B85 15 2B K b i 4k 481 40, TVA 78 4 545 25 1Y) Tl e g i
PR AR HR A AT LU 4G B
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