MPLS+SDN+NFV World @ 222 2018——Cisco IOSXR =5 H.
PR

B BBIEREORT AT Jose Liste

NI EHAENR

TEFTA EANTC FRI RN, ROCARKRERSE T 8 4. H 2008 Fit,
WO 7 2 MmR4 T, BEmmEl 7 RINER.

fremub e AEE K, TR WAE T & TEBEME AR (HEBYE) 4, EESA
WL, IRZHEAR. TR RNEEER RN KM, EREKR, 21 HLOH N +FEHW
PNV B ITE MM E R M ET. 81845 PBT. PBB-TE. T-MPLS. MPLS-TP &
OpenFlow & ?

SRIM, A — IR E — B AR A RE RS 1 A4 oy J1—— ik /&2 MPLS. 7 OpenFlow KEEIBAE
W, LN PTB S 5 R S E R 2% TP MPLS [RoRSk. B, EARHELETF S Segment
Routing (SR) HIIRAE. 2012 4 11 H, EFBi1: Clarence Filsfils & (X [F] X 25 1 5 R Al 195
#& 1 SR WM& . (X —4 2 )5, IETF #iEsRURAL T —ANE 48 TR ——REdE e
B M4 (SPRING) . 2015 4F, EANTC JF/E 75— A SR HEAENRIES . I &
AH, EANEEENGIER T 2] oS4t SR HARM A 1150 FF .

F AR T I AR LUK VPN (EVPN) . EVPN & #)5E 78 L2VPN HF
— AR R, JoHE RO ER: (DCD PLEBEZ S LUK LAN (E-LAN) bk
%o Ja>k, EVPN Pidihhidt, DUERHEMNHFEAFER, Fla&838) S LR L2 (B-
LINE) Fp2|% SR (E-Tree) Mk%5. Hil, EVPN FINHZRHI DA IEZEIZE R
UK, HOLWARHEEARHONES, HTFMRMFMEfE k. 2013 4, £S5
7 EANTC 55— IR AFF 1) PBB-EVPN /BN, 5 FELK, 2] iR LI 5 AE

Pr SR EX B, T LR AT B 1 A A R

AL EARMER S 555 HRENRSARBEE, T ZE X 10S XR #E RS
Bo FORIJH, FHEHIRIE SR M EVPN A, 75 EERRRE, R 0™ fhek
LALLM 2% IR 55 gmtEds (NSO) 25 T,

G, BB F B EANTC (05 7 AJFE e AR, B 7w A RN
7, PEARRE TR0, SIIRA RS M E ) I S AL A —— AR
REXMUAFESN? FEARERAREARERFL? &5, RRMED IR,
IBE AN N ROz B A A —— R T MGG RINERZRIEN 4 ?


http://www.eantc.de/en/showcases/mpls_sdn_2018

SR, FRUkSS] BHERS (B3L214) , ST 60 M, AEMK
R A IEE T S RSB AEREKR, ERIIFE K 1 IXA T

MPLS WC H9 Interop /& —HE /i Hi EANTC #g e

AT B AR SR AR IGAE B

o  BREZSE5RIE SR SR BT MBMPARET WL —. Pra 2 pe
] HHZE T RN

o HAl, SR-MPLS 7Ef#F MPLS fE &% BB oAb T3 SHbL, 55 1P VPN Ak
251 EVPN ME45 L4 . MR A R ml ge /b i LDP, 1 RSVP-TE M 5¢ 4= A4

o BT, IS-IS #EE N FEER IGP Phill. FTFEEREAIZ, Wk % & f# H OSPF,
{HSE TR PR, BE g eHERE.



o VRRRTHEAE T EAK IS-ISSR Y[R, BELAK ) R ZIHBA K E R K
UL D RE B4

- IPv4 $EHIFIH

- EWHLEIZRI Prefix Segment ID  (Prefix-SID) , {335 Node SID Al Anycast SID

- IS-IS 4F 1 Adjacency Segment ID (Adj-SID)

- SR MUk EE (SRMS) Thig, $hATHTZS SID Wi o< R 8 &
« SRWETLHRE (SRTE) RFH—MRIEFE, Wik 7 LLFHNE:

- BEUERITHNY (PCEP) ——A R4 PCE A

- %1%} Segment Routing ] PCEP " Ji&

- %1%} Segment Routing [ BGP & BOIRA PN (BGP-LS) LAY &
o It4h, EANTC ZE—IKEKHE | LLT SR-MPLS fHK A%

- 5##FRK LFA (TI-LFA)

- BGP SR Prefix SID # /& (SR BGP)

- SRIZE. BHREF (0AM)

e )G, EANTC R KEHE T SRv6. RIS T IETF B “SRv6 Network
Programming” H [ 5 A D e

ARG N4 EVPN A0,

BRZN6 &

ASAERESIT, BAR ASR9000 A1 NCS5500 7~ 54 % X3 Cisco 10S XR 7= 5 &4 .
NCS5500 & & X4, Cisco10S XRv9000 iz % ih#8 2 B R AE N L SR 441155
JL(PCE)2 5.

AR Y IR

F T Segment Routing ] TI-LFA

XHZE RIS, M SLA CRUERIMESS, 11 HAEUSAE M 28 SR B o0 T B sh Ik 2%
B REEM . SIHITRH LFA (TI-LFA) {K%E Segment Routing, 2t | —FpiA iz


https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-filsfils-spring-srv6-network-programming/
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-filsfils-spring-srv6-network-programming/

SEHUHRSEDERA Hbr. L IETF FREMERIAT A, TI-LFA feflt 7 —Leem i sy, Rk
(ERLT

o ET HRMHER BRI ——IGP XA H AL (RIS 756 A shit Ha 0 %
oo HEHRF H AR R, TI-LFA W30S 20 7 1 1) 46

e TI-LFA RFHEJEE——TI-LFA MEE R IMEGLNT 50 ZFRPEERS . 35 5 DL AR
SRLG R, Towllls kAT G anf], TI-LFA $JREFRALTCIA &0 i 15

o BIREEH ——TI-LFA ZOR& MRS 5SS HAR— 2, ARG 1 St i
o TREBE—— T U L], SRR AR A AE R 25 b GBS AR SRS

X e 3, R EFIRATPFE L5, HAT TI-LFA 159872 SR S85 1) R EIKS) f1 2
—. BM 2014 E£ERBISCF TI-LFA LISk, B—HRBRSREHITHEARMRZ —.

PR, FATHGEE EANTC 56— A B#EAFIH A TI-LFA B, BRR S
5

o ERRINRAE T ET TI-LFA /M T 50 ZD 5P
o RERRINIET TI-LFA B LR
o ERRINEIUET TI-LFA BJZAH SRLG fR4°. BRHEME—E T IXMNRF S0

o  HEVEEME, ERMSZII ST AR TI-LFA, (HIXAE TR TR ) —58
I indkEE TR ARG AE 2018 HEE ZR AR TI-LFA BRI fE !

BiE, AR —SefEl S hReeRsE, (HIEVPY TI-LFA B E145 200 2025 FE i S B 7 1 -

o ] TSEDLRE SIS EEAS H A (RTZ0 THERS T B R AT RE 2 B
Wy, ISR B kv 5 e 5 B AR A0 SE D . AL TI-LFA SE3
BT 21X — A AR

o ) HISEBLE IR S ATS IS RAIE? T IRAEIOE S SRR, JOUEVEREASRE P IR
PRI HCE I T P AK . B TI-LFA SEIUEAE XA B WA 5

o TSR FEAHEE I EROR (U0 LDP (54 BE 40 1P Bt HOR KRR
RA? HAIRIGUE TS 1 F SR fiiE . R} TI-LFA SEILAERS HIKOR4 LDP A1 1P it &

T REZMEE, BST TI-LFA 201 A S TI-LFA 5,

SRTE F1 PCEP

Segment Routing fifHRJt & T 0] R P §E ) A2 2 AR S 32 WAL R R 22—


http://www.segment-routing.net/tutorials/2016-09-27-topology-independent-lfa-ti-lfa/
http://www.segment-routing.net/demos/2016-demo-topology-independent-lfa/

{E IETF B2 “SRTE architecture” ", TEAHUAHA 1 ki 9 S FH“SR KHE”, 5| FMEL
T8 NS B AR AT N AIHLE o 35 TURES AL, AT A RZS BAA I Segment 513K 1
NS TE LT . Bk, SRTE S4E4HIIME TIEMER T BA—FE, Af BT R A
HEPIRES

SR ZRHE H FI R 12 ] LA A FEIF R, Horp G Rs 4 A =08 H 8% PCE #HTHHHE. A —1
IETF B RH5IR 7 PCEP [1] SR 7 Ji£, VAR PCE tHEM AL & LIEHE, MR
% (PCC) |4 PCE KiASiE=R, iR —%5% SR &%t /45 2 MR i 5 - AN A, H A B B8

/
(G

RV, XA AR Bd R ) — AU, R A NAE TR 8] 5 2 1 ER 7)o
EANTC 55 783 30 MNEINANE PCE-PCC | /7= i &, R 3RTH A 2 IETH 45 R
ez —.

BELZ 5120k 1 7= oA 2 28 /E8 PCC A11E N PCE.
BERHWEAN PCC 2 5 H)5 A4
« BERE 6 X255 PCEP PCC ki RIRAK Bz— (MERERERNIZ )

o AR, BRH) SRPCC IR EHRAEMERIFH CBEXNES N PCE | RKINNA
FRIHED

o fEARNPCC, T PCE R, BREBINWIET EHE SN IEEEL SR PCE X
AR BIEE. EHAMER SR SR

« fERNPCC, T PCC REHEA, BRIHEIET SFHAEZSMKFERF SR PCE X
PLE BN, FEFHFIMIBR SR K&

BAMEN PCE 25 158 4
o  RE#RE 3 X25 PCEP PCE W RIAK WZz— (FMEFRERNSE )

« BB SR PCE AT R EHEMUBIFH CEREXESN PCC | R KRR
=9

o fENPCE, ETF PCE RittiR!, BRIERINKIET 53EEAL SR PCC XA KAz
HEHAMER SR SREE

« {EANPCE, T PcC KR, EREIIEAET 5IEEA SR PCC Xj#:0L KA
FEHAMER SR FKEE

o M4, AL SR PCE BMIHEKE 1A HIEBR S~ 4K BGP-LS BERFE R, FHE
B — P 2 30 2 P 28 BT 4

o  BJE, WAF B SRPCE M—RIIKE T EZBRMNE FHRIRETE, HPpEMNEE
WARAB T HOX%EETRE (EPE) SID


https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-ietf-pce-segment-routing/

GREER (5D AFEEW (4D HIEHEE MPLS WC /W © J7A H EANTC #21#

;:_ANH'-” MuliVendor Inter

BJe, BR T OREEARAELSN, @ E R LAl SRTE ki 17 =M PCE SKIURY, =558 N
X LR AR BRI i Y OBy T AR

PCE LI A E AR & SR M ——H0 2 75 5 KPR B (B vl FH 1Y) ECMP #4%
s IMEPR RN 75 B B IR T BB IS AR 7, 49 G 85 52 . FH RSVP-
TE Bk 52 SR. RSVP-TE /&5 T HEH, A HF ECMP, KUb7Egmid—4% SR
BT EERZ0) SID. BRI R THT SR BRI REEs:, IR0 12 AR
Gl

J RSP A SR VFAE Sk 1 AT B AR T Y AERZHORII R, Sl AT IR
THEEAE . RIS E W M AZAMYAE PCE, [FIINWAT7E PCC AT AR TS, 10T,
Sk 19 AN PCE 5 i (14 22 B X (AL T 90 SN0 BE RV LRI R /N o BT 2 3 )
4, Mjaa RG24 . AW SRTE Skifi 15 255 PCE SR R T 5 5k

BB B IR T EONIY e, AR EIE S aRUIRER? BRI SR & T —
Bk (SR ODN) FEARLE K 17 i@ it 17— AL, ol 55 % i (5140 1P VPN)fih
JIS, ODN RENS fiph 5 S i 1 e S 37— 2% T /2 MK 5513 SLA ZEKIK) SR S, X L]
TREZAE R WA ODN R

I i A R BRI PERE R 5l TR ? FE T IEFT B “SRTE
architecture” MUE R 7| F17y, BRECRE—MOGFRRET FHEAR, AT HNE
#1751 (Auto Steering) - H3h5| T3 T B AU (color) AT H B HLAE


http://conferences.sigcomm.org/sigcomm/2015/pdf/papers/p15.pdf
http://conferences.sigcomm.org/sigcomm/2015/pdf/papers/p15.pdf
http://www.segment-routing.net/demos/2016-demo-on-demand-next-hop-large-scale-design/
http://www.segment-routing.net/demos/2016-demo-on-demand-next-hop-large-scale-design/
https://tools.ietf.org/html/draft-filsfils-spring-segment-routing-policy-05#section-8.4

S S 3 RN SR KIS . X AMEFRTEAFE R RS M, Hee A puttaE. B
251 FEH T RAAFEECIEMFTE SR HHg (Bl F . PCE K&K AHE
B o fE E— SR ODN SRt al WA B3N 5] SR .

T RREZAEE, @EWAEF I SRTE 24

SR f1 LDP H#4E

SR PRI — AN BRI FH 37 5 SCRFE LA M 4% R %% . IETF %L22“Segment Routing
interworking with LDP” ##ii& 1 JLFi7E SR A1 LDP %t 287 & 4L ¥R R %) SR A1 LDP H.
ERAENLH .

7E SR 1 LDP 7T WA 1375+, M SR | LDP 71, RHIATE SR BLa AR %25
(SRMS) [ ThEEA: Bl 23 i) MPLS LSP. SRMS /& —/> IGP 7 i, ‘& n] LU He IGP
TR RIS SID IS

BERHE SR SZHM 2014 FEFFEEBSCHEF SRMS #1 SR/LDP 7E 3035 2 1 i) Bl
RS 5 R i 25

o ERURIHIAET HE AR B SR B AR, BikFIR EIEEEL SRMS K IS-IS SRMS
g

o RERETYRIETABIERR. KRB SR B R TA BRI %E T FE L SRMS 5 K
o BRRIVBAET FE L LDP/SR HHIEK “BHE” TR
RTHEZEE, BiNSH M SRMS #f2, LAK SR/LDP Ll ¥,

BGP ] SR BIZ% SID 3" /&2 (SRBGP)

IETF B 2% “Segment Routing Prefix SID extensions for BGP” & X T —4> BGP J&:, HLA
JE % BGP Prefix SID {5 /5. BGP Prefix-SID /&4 /7 Segment, XAFRiRAESE ELHL %
FARIIHET I BGP Fe R IR R R B0 N AT S R4 -

IETF X “BGP-Prefix Segment in large-scale data centers” 1 “Interconnecting Millions
Of Endpoints With Segment Routing” #t8H T BGP Prefix SID FJ3 F %451 .

ZMA & EANTC 25— Xi3E4T SR BGP B BN, BEZS5 sl 4] i S e FE:
o  RBHRBRIHEIETEL) 1 SR BGP ZTHHFEH 7 4T & (Leaf)
o FERRINWIE T L) 7 SR BGP AZHAERED 78 24 =T K (Spine)


http://www.segment-routing.net/tutorials/2017-03-06-segment-routing-traffic-engineering-srte/
http://www.segment-routing.net/tutorials/2016-09-27-segment-routing-mapping-server/
http://www.segment-routing.net/tutorials/2016-09-27-segment-routing-and-ldp-interworking/
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-ietf-idr-bgp-prefix-sid/
file:///C:/Users/vivili/AppData/Local/Microsoft/Windows/INetCache/Content.Outlook/6D4GWTMO/BGP-Prefix%20Segment%20in%20large-scale%20data%20centers
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-filsfils-spring-large-scale-interconnect/
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-filsfils-spring-large-scale-interconnect/

SR HE. BHEMZEY (0AM)

WX 2% 32 75 T T e LA E SR 4% R B IE ARG 25 i B2 (R E /7 TETF RFC 8287 '€ X T — 2%
&, T AT MPLS %71 ) SR IGP Prefix SID Al IGP Adjacency SID ${T LSP Ping
1 Traceroute #4E .

2B 2 EANTC 55— K H#EAT SR OAM H#AEM. RIS 5 il alpl i 5= m 45 .

o BRAIHHAET K& SR OAM ping/traceroute ¥fE——{F ] MPLS B B & REHE
L, HFE# T AE5EE XK 1Pv4 IGP Prefix SID sub-TLV K B #75% & £ R4
TLV(FEC Stack TLV)

o REREIHEIE T /ENH AR, MRL SR OAM ping/traceroute #:4E

XA, BT RFC8287 H IPv4 IGP Prefix SID sub-TLV K JEAE14E & A F MR, 45
TR IR E RS, — K TR T AR

EVPN

MN—TF4s, SBRbEh—BAE IETF £ 53 EVPN, [AI7E12 7 AEE o0 = S 2R 1 R s
BlLEFLIESE, HENZER CAEERZEH 2 E.

— 46 A\ A] BEyE = 2T JLAE Cisco I0S XR P2 H A2 5 EVPN B#AENL, (HAERNT4
HEIE, 7~ T ASR 9000 F1 NCS5500 /= 5 K4 EVPN Thfes

BARLZ 5 AU R

« REREZ5 EVPN URTBH 8 N mz— (AMEFERERENSE ®H) . XefL
LIRZM) HRZ 0k, MHEEMSZ HF2YS

o EFMENEVPN [ BGP B 5128, B ZEHZ] SR MPLS #Z LMLKW &
¥R RFEE P i

e EANTC it ¥ RFERZ O P48 H s SR MPLS W48 4EN EVPN W45 i X B R BEAE AR
e FF SRMPLS §J EVPN £ HJ8 4750451

- ZHBEAIETIEEE EVPN AHEESER (Bilin VPLS) 1) 3= 2405

- ERURIHAE TAEZ ] H . £ 58 LUK M B (Ethernet Segment) 5 754 PE

e 3T SR MPLS [¥] EVPN VPWS U345


https://tools.ietf.org/html/rfc8287

- ERURIhEAE JAERIHERE e PE. 2l WEERETZ RN, E
FEMSTEANGS 1o I AT 1R 22 R BAT R S e AN IR A A T AR

e  EVPN-VXLAN # IP-VPN B &R 5]

- BERRIHIGIE 7B =2 DCI, ## IP-VPN J M £ A EVPN % 0 B
FR R

7
JEE Twitter 1 Linkedin _FOCTEIRMNICIEHT A% .
TH VT A FRATTI 200 SRk AR B B B T UE . BORE AN R 25 2%

FKT BN, BRI 2019 FiEIREHRETRT) . JTHGE, BRXNASERD Ca i
AR EER) . TR T 5, NGB RSBV, IOy ERA I i
YE%W @Tﬁ'

o IGP Segment Routing RiFHE—Flex Algo, T/ SRTE L HEMBH . Flex
Algo JE X 1 IGP ¥R UL VFia & i H € U E T T, IR Bi4s IGP |
Z%%%. IETF & X 1 IS-IS A1 OSPF ] Flex Algo. HBERIE 2018 FEEED IRERL
K2 (Cisco Live) B R AN X — ik 7%, IFAE Clarence [ 2 MR T
R

e Dl BGP {E 4154 1) Segment Routing $EBE——BGP H/EXF SRTE Skifi &4 SR $HHE
{BILERAT IS 2« IETF IEEAREAL BT BGP SAFI #1 NLRI

o ET PCEP HIAHAL LSP M5 & FITHE ——FH B2 /& 75 24 A IP/MPLS W 4% 01
FEfE )2 MPLS &R WA S FH E 6. HAf—AN IETF 248 H T PCEP ¥ /& LA
RIEAFAAE LSP Rl 254+ PCE AJ LARIF BT R (A ARAS R T, TF 5t il 2 B AR v
SAE SR LSP

ONEZRE, BARF R B OERM L — M P 4 2=


http://www.segment-routing.net/
https://blogs.cisco.com/sp/flexible-algorithm-makes-segment-routing-traffic-engineering-even-more-agile
http://www.segment-routing.net/demos/2018-sr-igp-flex-alg-demo/

