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Dual stack traffic scheduling algorithm and implemention based on

segment routing over IPv6 in sofoware defined wide area network

XIAO Manman , LIU Jichen, LI Yanli, MA Ying
(Information Technology Center, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, P. R. China)

Abstract; In order to solve the problem that the dual stack traffic can not be communicated when any
protocol stack link fails in software defined wide area network, a dual stack traffic scheduling algorithm for
software defined wide area network is proposed. The algorithm is based on fast rerouting mechanism. By
combining segment routing over IPv6, it schedules the dual stack traffic of different parks when one of the
wide area network dual stack link fails. Through the simulation in mininet, the feasibility of the algorithm
is verified, and the link performance is measured by using the bandwidth measurement tool iPerf. The data
shows that dual stack traffic scheduling algorithm greatly improves the quality of service and utilization rate
of dual stack links between different parks.
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service) (RS SR M Sk v, b R T2 LT 8 W (SD-WAN, software-defined wide area
network) , 8 i3 ¥ F SD-WAN, R 9 28 B¢ 50 400k [ AR U e )0 AR 312 v i ol 1) P 3, o e ) 24 I 55 0 ke Bk
R ST B 45 R R L O PR SD-WAN R EE P KR 3, SD-WAN il i 3 2 4 i
B IR RN AL L BN LTE/ LR KK, A overlay $ AR AN [6] 2 1R G R 95, DT S5 30 2 B %
TE) F10 900 R B AN A 2 AR 55 o ) i E R B ER A SD-WAN 22 56 % 18] ) 9 £ R B2 7 2 38 R 36 F 1Pv4 B
WARHLA , 3CHF IPv4/TPv6 18 XURR Ui 2t 1 B2 ik A 58— B Ak DR U7 5%

Jy— 7T L 4y B (SR, segment routing) £ R DL K 5 8 L4 (SDN, software defined network)
SiEZR T AR B 4B i SO ORI B b T DL A ) A A0 b (R] T A0 TR A L X B AR Y 4 SR
PR A 43 R ES AR — 2 TAERF 5T T Q] 5 1 43 B B ey B R i ke SDN o (5 8 o 9] B2 ) R,
 SCHR L4 ¥ D 1t B AR AT 20 AE 5 U8 2 BEBOAN ARG DU L I & 1 B 2RI e iy i i ) LA B 1. 3¢
BRES 1t 1 — o i 7 0 B oy A2 728 i 1 B8 45 4 3 e 3 s 8 e 9 R AT BB 09 T — BT A, 3K B U A R
FERF U /NEFE TR SRR B . SCHERL6 140 B 17 56 4 B it vl B R 1) 0 4% 3 £ B A8, 2% J 7 WAt e I ol ) .
BEAR A 23 IR IS RIS FE 1 5 2 B AR A0 . SCHRL7 J38 8 7 —Fb SDN 9 2% v 35 743 Bt % W 1) 22 %
AR O B B IR SR AR AT B AR A TR AR AR AR R B A A AR L Ok T BB h BOR A 3
Bt 3T R BN GASHRAL A LL F AR R B S AL X TP Jit i 38 A RE A DR XURR It 5 1Y 8 JBE ) A

MG, E IPve M ARG S, k) SRv6 (F T 1Pv6 194 B 1, segment routing over
IPv6) Fi RAE A3 —1A8 1P W 45 AR 28 Bl 130, 2 A 2 TPv6 4% I T AR B A O 1) . 28 & 32 11 T 4 X% SD-WAN
A8 XURR i U8 ) (DSTS, dual stack traffic scheduling) 8% , 75 BUR £5 5 2% %5 BB A [R] Bel X1 BURR I & i3k 47
PHEE . DSTS S pk 5 T Pkl & g f AL il i SRv6 HR 5 SD-WAN 454 it 1 —Fh &2 2 H & 280 BURR )
B 1) 22 il % U U E T A R 7 5 5 AT LA B A R T IR i R AR PR 3 XU R 8%, T R R Y -3
M= 0 P45 B A OF SRR T SRve BT REHH R .

1 REHEAR

1.1 SRv6 & f
SRv6 J&—FlH T 1Pv6 K F- 180 52 BE 04 73 B 4% e I asC 1 100 2% B Ay , 43 Bt by B R 3 s o 4 ST R it

FEUIE Ry A TR (4 3 B, IR AR R B TR RSP A B B AR O . XM Y Bj AR 3 Bl i SID
(BhRiRAT . segment identifier) R ARIR . AR B IR 35 A0 481X 26 A% 73 B 21 5 2 R B LB T 51 (segment
list) , 38 5 i SCH I B9 R AE W 4 L Bdls AT 5% % . W AE TPv6 e SCP S B SRv6 B8 4 R4 TPv6 AT
1 % 9 SRR SOk LT SRv6 M SCS SRH (B i 77 JE 0 3C 3k, segment routing header)™), SRH i
i #5 By R A5 A5 B B b 18 i — 2% SRv6 B(Ae . il T XM B AT TR BE L 5 SCHRLA-7 JET XS IPv4 B9
i EERIESE A SID {5 B 51 U % 0 7 AR ) 3 A O B AR N SRH A B 51 5 0 e kL it
T8 Sk A Ak B TS A4 S AT AR A X R SCHE AT A B R A SR B . /8 TIETF f9 SRv6 Network
Programming""" SCRa o & X TR £ SRv6 B 35 &5 (Endpoint) 17 N AY 35 4, SRv6 # WIE 2 IhEEN AN 1
Fir7s

% 1 SRv6 Endpoint & J1$54 15 &8

Table 1 Function of SRv6 Endpoint

Eisie Ty fig fig i

End R —A~ SID & il 2] 1Pv6 H iy M bk, 354745 5% &

End.X HRAE 18 A M 10 R 4T S

End.T TEFE 2 19 TPv6 i i 3 h R AT 25 3R IR % S 4l 5
End.DX6 fifp B B S, T 98 E (1Y TPv6 = R AR HEFE &
End.DX4 fifp B R S, T 4R E 1Y TPva = JR AR HeFE R

End.B6.Encaps AN Z TPv6 R kA SRH, b 38 2 B9 SRv6 Policy
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1.2 FRR #HA

Pk 5 #% t (FRR, fast reroute) £ AR J& 38 78 5 B 5 i & A 15, R 0% D D) 466 21 4 0 B% b B AR A BILaR
FET FRR HR 54 FOR A R RO 1E W A i 2 B i, SD-WAN 45 il &5 23 % & 0 B A2 i A7 8h 1+
IERE TS5 07 1) 28 15 IS A0 e i AL D)0 28 ) 6 1 1% IO 286 5 28 b o DA o] B2 v BT A O

FET UL 2 FEOR B, by T 0 £ ¢ A= i s s R R A2 0 43 7 AR R B 4 L T SRv6 3 i B T B Y
SRv6 Bl v] LAAT R0 Hb T ok 0 26 B0 % 1 DALt oy B I A R 45 B FRR R bl ok 8 22 1 e FH ke ik e %
% 2 O ) B AR R A T R e SR 13 ] 43 B X L 2 ARORT 22 B I 2R AR Y R T 0 B
PR EE B R, 2 i B R O R R I B B KK RS L T PR B AR O o BB R R 51 3l 55 U
WK E B . SCHERC 14 188 th 55 F 43 B I b 19 3 2l =000 % e K 520 50 W L 2% 3R W R R o0 B B PR 1
38 3 W PR R R BN Sk TR AT Rl nY B e o DT 3K B B I K O B U ) 24 1 £ T R It 3R IR U
SNSRI

2 DSTS &%

2.1 RGG=
T Z2 [l DX 265 vh, 45 el X B4 2t 57 1) el IX 4 AT 3 I I 4 S i 224 el X [ 2% S 5 XU TSR R A
AP XA 2 ERE IPv4 /1Pv6 WUEE B, 22 bl X AURR X 28 Fr Fh mT LU 25 0 an &l 1 e $r F R A

SD-WAN# %%

Ry Ry R\ R

| 1
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X B
H, H,
A BiRT)

B 1 SEXN&NEHRMEE

Fig. 1 Topology of dual stack in muti-brunches
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IPv4 Fl IPv6 8B ARCIRE T . H, &K1E H\, 19 IPv4 e iey H,->R,,-—>R.,->WAN->R,,->R -
>H, . IPv6 EEmMEAEN H->R,,- >R, >WAN->R ;- >R,,->H,, %X A IPv4 &% i 1 9 ik
B, B R —>WAN BE B R R0 MO REE R 19 sl SEAT DR 0 3%y, 4 IO 0 FD 454 IR S Bk 2 W R, >
R.-=>WAN, {HJZ IPv4 B BA T 80 R I, i T IR VE LAY 2% fh 5% R 3R A S S 3R &k,
[, Y XA TPv6 B B BLSBE T, Y TPv6 B I 205575 50 R, B A7 25 T 504 40 25 2% 1) ) At

BEXF BRI S DSTS B9k %8 A SD-WAN By Eal b, ad il & SD-WAN $5 il %5 - SRR %k
P R SR BR AR S P PR K SR, O A3 Ay B AR A R L Tk R i S A BB R 2 3 43 S BB T A
JE , BT 5 30 BURR Ml 55 7 dt PR R 5 ) RO
2.2 HEFER

H A B AR A Sy PR A S AR AR R B R R S R 1 G (N LA L E LT sEN 2R
D5 5, FAD T SR AR IR 0 B AR K BE i B AR I B B B R, B B U R e B A ) AR R L U
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s BIRE—AN R AN G A ) A AR L R TR e R R TN SRR R AR E — 200 R AR B T R 4 R
— A B PE R R (ILP, inter linear programming) i8S, B4k B A5 20k B BRI A2 K, 2 8 3 Y
AR 2 iR,

x2 HEEX

Table 2 Notation meaning

e = X
G(N,A) W 2% 411 11
N W25 1 AR A
A L4E S
t HA A
(isj) O BN BBERG . SRR IR BER B R RS IEHE B T WY R
x5 b 55 7E5E H Gu ) B B I L
cij FERK Gy ) AN E
PEfl F A ek %k
Minimize >} ¢,z D)
s.t.
z(/:(;‘.pemx” - Zq,f:g.nemf"f =li.j € AHi=s. 2
z<j,<;,j>e,m1"f o zu,u,neA}l‘“ =—LijeAHi=t £
zmu.pemx”‘ o z«zj;u.f)emx’f =0.i.j €A HiFs.ts Y
ngijglvi’jeA’ (5)
D en Ty <1eivj € AHiF sty 6)
D men Ty < liij € AHi# s, 0

H b pR B e /MEBRIRIR Z R KB A (D RN ¢, j WEER G L) B9 B R A REE K G L) 2 FE
S5 BB LR 1, R 0, A(2) (3) (4) FReam 4k & Uit & ~F 15, 27 BIR il B0 U 7 AN S 45 B i 48, D)
SFR(2) (D). ARG TR UIREER GO AR IR LLWE R 0, BN 1, A6 (DA B 1k = A 3 %

Ak B b5 sRECK i Bk AR R .

DSD-WAN 5§l #5052 M B G (N, A) ,ic s 45 4 B A ¢, o 37 R Dijkstra 595 50 5 Je 3% 42 O
TRAF

2) 24 H B I W R T B 2R SO B AN EE ¢, = 0, 15 T 5 D I e SR R B TR M 4 RN G
(N,A",

NEE TR 1) I TS 0 0 48 Fh b SR B I AR R R T B R LB AR IR A
2.3 DSTS &Exigit5a9H

FEPUE H S ER 0y N FH A L BT SRv6 48 RO I B R R L . 1R TR B R A P X 4% 4 b B I
e ORI B 5 5 T2 5 i )l 55 7 B, SD-WAN 5 15 85 20 9 A6 R B8 8% 2 dm iy | Ry SN
P SR H BT S — AR AR e B AR A RS AR T B R R N SRH 1Y P 2 3 A 4 S0 A A
At SRR Dt £ 1) 4 S kT S IR R M 55 I e SR Ak R U B T A T U T A . R T SRv6 1Y RURR Tt 1 1
kR 3 iR,
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&3 DSTSHi%
Table 3 Algorithm of DSTS

Algorithm1:DSTS 5 %

A IS GON LAY R R 6 DA B U S8 o &

i < BURR BOHE T A R B AR

1 Ja i 4% Sk W 4 0 46 0K 245 L A0 2R & B 2K ke i

HH RN G(NL,A)<G(N,A")

DA Z A S RNk B O A EE R e AR ST S M R AR L,

i 2o A g T O 1R A B BB 3R

T o R A P A N AR XU U e 1 R S R T =X

7 Segment List AR SCHE % 7 2000 51 5 7 K WU i 2 S8 5 20 R I 51 5 55 F iR 1 0

Oy U= W N

FEIZ G50 T » SD-W AN 58 il 255 W 128 B A~ 00 46 0 FIIR 25, 24 5% 6 2 3000 8 o 20 00 I 8% 4 b L B 2 R e
DI 0 T AR Ol o e AR B R T R B BR AR . W 2 TR S BE B R > WAN BE S RO B X ]
IPv4 i B PI B E A IR E AR H,->R..-—>R.,->R.s>Ry->R, >Ry ->H,, &% X M2%MH
JIT A R 4545 05,2 S FF SRv6, 1] LAY 5 R AE A T 5 1 8 Ry AE R 9 5. SD-WAN #3ifil 3% W 95 9%
A2 FEANARAS | 2B B R U 45 4 TR I 285 0 IS 8 R S8 B N o, A6 TRl X 1 R, 19 88 5T Segment
List 5] 59 28 18 e %05E 8% . 138 17 SRv6 VE 0 underlay 55 AR 580 7 88 0 L 78 1005 05 CRID e b % B 19 T U
) A TR B AR 43 BT IR SR U R SCHEAT B R, AR UE BURR T e Ao R G EE B Pl A R R AR B P AT A
Ko SR T A%k 09 5 IR AT AR A 5 L DL I A2 B 51 3R R AR 2E Segment,

—XWAN—| Ry,

Ry
— /
H, Ry, \ / Ry, H,
R,

HE XA XB

............................................... IPvOEE R
WAL GE I

2 DSTS &k b
Fig. 2 Topology of DSTS algorithm

2.4 DSTS HiEXH
FEXTIEL 2 7R 37 5 KA AR BT DST'S 530125 A0 975 B A% 2 % 590 02 At SC Ak BB 2% 2 3843, S vk DA AR
TR 3 N2 4.3 5 s . 32 6 4l SCAR BRAE 00 F A A5 B S S
x4 BERBEE
Table 4 Algorithm of path coding

Algorithm?2 . i 8 2 5 57 1%
WA RIS GON LA PR E #%4%2 L,
i . BE 1 3 Segment List
IE BT SR IR E B4R L {ssaisaz s say st}

1

2 fora;inL, do
3 i Ci <Cui & Cryy <C,yiy, do
4 if a;#s do

5 SL<—a; break
6 end for

7 SL<~¢

8 end for

9

return SL
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T ARFGRT B 2 55 R R E AR SR B . BT XS TR PR SO B 2 T L AR I N 2 A D AR BE I Y
FUCEAH ¢ NI AR SR P30 1) 3 D v o DA B0 B 1 U 0 R R LR R R AR R T S S (R 2 v
RO N JBEE B EUF 5 H A A5 T CEDE 2 Ry N R RBE B W39 4, 15 X IR &R A2 A op (]
Ao ) 3 TR A A BN AR B A X R AR B A R AN (8) L Cox I AT B R X MR AE
LM Cxr AW A X BN AT MEERAGEERLY R X N —Bky &, oAt AR 5 [F] 2,

Crx <Cxr,
Cry = Cyrs
o X WS 5N EA VKA BT Segment, A4 X WA SR ASRNEA WK AIZI S5 BB A
Segment, Z J& 25 17 AMKHE e 5 TR 04 4 SC AL 3R R AT 4 SR B L e 2 A B R R ACAE I 2% e BEAT B I
B 6 R SCAh B BB TR AT S R X
®5 BIgEEZE
Table 5 Algorithm of packet

&

Algorithm3 ; #f SC4b B 5. 1%

Hi A :Packet ¢ 3CH5 1) 2B P b hE L H b hEPYITA R packe
i s Packet ¥ B 5 28
# BB SN B X A K% BB X B
M R, NAERE:
match: Ry, = (out, IPv6, any, Hb)
action: T.Encap( Packet, SL)
match: Rp,qe= C(in, IPv4, Ry, , any)
action: T.Encap( Packet, SL)
M R N ARME:
match: Rp,qe = C(out, IPv4, any, Hb)
action: SRH(6over4.Encap(Packet,Ry,).SL)
match: Rp,ge= (in, IPv6, Ry, any)
10 action: END.DX4 (Packet)

=W N

© o N oy Ul

o WMILBEHEFSREAX

Table 6 Notation meanings of algorithm 2

55 PN
Forward(Packet) WARAE AR B U 2 B R IR S0, AR B A bkt T =Rk
SRH (Packet,SL) ZHRAE X IPv6 ] 303 SRH #7303k . DL SLAE b Be o1 3

ZHRAE 22 7E 1PvA B AL AN 2 B i — A TPv6 #3k LA &2 SRH R 3k, T 7T LUSE SUHTBY Segment %)

T.Encaps(Packet,SL)
neapstracket J B L B S U TPv6 4R iy SRIT EA5 56 %

END.DX4 (Packet) ZERAE S RIEANEN IPv6 ik I NS Y TPv4 B 5% & 45 48 2 W F — Bk b bk

6overd.Encap(Packet,DA)  ZHEAE ST IPv6 B HEIT 6overd 158, B1 26 5 A 8085 1 10 H 1) M ik 324 DA

i bR PR T 5 T DL T SRv6 2 B2 5 MR A T8 R UK O i A DRE K B 3% 5 58 T B R T A B
BIRISCRE T 328 00 5 5 G 250 14 I 4% 3 5T, 6 T 8 e A0 Bk 1 RO L2 A B ) L 9 Y AR DA T B X 32
SRR T — 2R A BR A TR BR AR A i 3515 31 Segment List He AR G 15 5 2E 107 4 5 4l SC Ak PR
VX BRI It i S R L e O AT AR B, 9K IS i 3k Segment 19751 5244 52 5 el FA) RICHE i 20 aok R A2 AR TR R 2R K
R BT 00 A, ARSI B T BE DR A 9 265 BT TR L Y TP R L B AT I A A T R R B R AT A
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3 LWIWIES o

S PR T B f L5 U, 45 11007 28T LURE P SD-WAN BBl 3SR B [ 2 RO 1% 0URR i 1A B )
B, R A ESE 4 mininet #52MEFM , H iproute? HEATH S E IS8 5 T Python2.7 JF & SZ 8K, 5256 5F
£ 1E£ Ubuntul8.04(Linux W% 4.15.0) , i & & A= A1 Gk T EL % Iperf A1 Wireshark /4,
3.1 REHERIEIER IPvd HO#EEAN =

Yy 5 AN 3 PR .

————————————— PvASER%
............................................... Pv6HERE
XUk
Ra4 RM
L= -WAN - -1
Pl XA XB
R, Ry,
. ‘ \ns . / . ’
.............. WAN-ooeveveene
, 10.00.2 10012 5
NODE Ra6 Packet b

IPv4 Header, Next Header=41
IPv6 Header, Next Header=43

Segment Routing Header,
Routing Type=4

IPv6 Payload

SID:Rb6_END

B3 “ERXIPv4HASERAMGREHER

Fig. 3 Simulation topology of IPv4 link failure scenario

WE 3 frs, “FE X TPv4 4 B2 20 & 7 W05 B dh il H, F1H o, 2 5 FHL.6 5 86 A A 10 Sk 4%
L 147 4R AE mininet B, g 2 5 FALL6 B H &R SRR TPv4/TPve XUHR AR, 10 458 42 Bk R, A1
Ry HEFEA B TPvA | 38 4 [ R 6 FII R o BEHZRG B IPv6 T 30 0 B % A1, FL A 33 o UM 4% I

ez B s h Wi JF R MRy, Z A 854, H, $hA7 % H, ) Ping fir %, B 7E R, A #1T SRv6 11
T.Encaps H A Segment, il & {ff B 1Pv6 J7 3k MW J5, M R, &%, ¥ & F R, #17 END.DX4 &b B g 1
Segment, R JF N 1Pv4 ]R3, 17 H, 3478 %, H, &k H H, & ICMP-Echo-Request, [i] H, %% ICMP-
Echo-Reply. [A1#, Reply #& SCHAH [ 77 10 i A7 A 3% % . R, W 2] ICMP-Echo-Reply , Pt 2] 1E 8 /) Ping [l
2. Wit R Ry #E 4T Wireshark VR 20 B 36 iE TPk &2 A2 9 v 470, 91 30 00F 1Tk &2 #% 428 O & 5 | 5 AN 4 SC
Ab R ST U A B O H AR

SRy Y6 IR PR A B A D 5 e A PR RE L FE H R H o, Z A L iperf 028 E AT 0, G PR 4 00 i 45 SR I O i
B R BT SRv6 MK & %458 B I 45 75 1 R 2954 19Gbps 1 A H 8L £l F8] X [] fi9 190 2% 75 K

LI GYYSMAA/ IUCY = ©. 1L/ 0.013) L. 0TL 0. 010 WD
*+% Iperf test

*¥* hl : ('ifconfig hl-ethl mtu 1376 up',)

**+ h2 : ('ifconfig h2-ethl mtu 1376 up',)

**% h2 : ('iperf -s -p 5566 -t 7 &',)

*#*¥ hl : ('iperf -c 10.0.1.2 -p 5566 -t 5',)

Client connecting to 10.8.1.2, TCP port 5566

TCP window size: 85.3 KByte (default)

[ 3] local 10.8.0.2 port 59388 connected with 10.6.1.2 port 5566
[ ID] Interval Transfer Bandwidth

[ 3] ©.0- 5.0 sec 11.3 GBytes 19.4 Gbits/sec

***k Ctartina C1T.

4 “EX IPv4 H O§% 8 K835 5 iperf FiLZR
Fig. 4 Throughput of IPv4 link failure scenario
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32 RGEMHERIERERX IPve HOEKANIGSE
Yy i H 2 FR M 5 R

NODE Ra4 Packet

IPv6 Header, Next Header=43

Segment Routing SID:Ra6_END,
Header, SID:Rh6_END,
Routing Type=4 |SID:Rb4_End.DX4

IPv4 Header

IPv4 Payload
R, R,
- — WAN——-.
XA
Ry Ry,
‘ | \{m X / ‘ ‘
,,,,,,,,,, XWAN
H,

2001:1::2 2001:2::2 H,
------------- IPvAsE %
............................................... IPvoih %

PR B

Bs “ERXIPve HO#ERXMG="HER

Fig. 5 Simulation topology of IPv6 link failure scenario

TEZ A B b O B2 i S5 3 M E] L 7E iz B b Wi F R F Ry Z B B854, H, AT R
H, 1 Ping #7 % . BUEETE R s A ¥E47 SRv6 1Y T.Encaps JEA Segment, 5% % £ R, W5 )5, 81t 6overd %8
B4 B AHMZE DL TPva 30k ] Ry, &3k il i 5 B TPv4 T3NS 7E Ry, 19 550X 6overd i STk g B 2%¢ L if Ji
Jy SRv6 #3545 K & R\ J5 47 END.DX4 # 1 Segment, i 54 1Pv4 30, 1) H, #4755 % . H, W3k B
H, ) ICMP-Echo-Request &K , 0] H, &% ICMP-Echo-Reply. BRIt B IE# /) Ping Bl & . i3 7E R R
#E4T Wireshark $IVEL B 03k 1K 52 B& AR (00 AT AT Pk JF B0k 170k 52 B A% U 6 51 5 AR 4T S Ak 8 g Ak 381 9 AR 5
LT U R R U E AR

kU UE K S B A X 445 B e WP RE L AE H, RN H o, Z IR AT iperf X P48 E 47005 , 4 18] 6 ) 42 245 2R i 7R 5
PR L BT SRv6 (K & AR 1 R 45 5 1 SR 2900 1.4Gbps , {3 B8 T BB 1S0RR B 3% 2 S0 4 b Bel X J] (1% X0
e I 48 5 3K

L 3) U©.U- D.U BEL  1U.Z UDYLED  L7.% UULLS/>EL
**% h2 : ('iperf -s -p 5566 -t 7 &',)

Server listening on TCP port 5566

TCP window size: 85.3 KByte (default)

[ 4] local 2001:2::2 port 5566 connected with 2001:1::2 port 53944
[ ID] Interval Transfer Bandwidth

[ 4] ©.0- 5.0 sec 10.2 GBytes 17.4 Gbits/sec

[2] 21478

*%% hl : ('iperf -c 10.1.1.2 -p 5566 -t 5',)

Client connecting to 10.1.1.2, TCP port 5566

TCP window size: 85.3 KByte (default)

[ 3] local 10.1.0.2 port 40436 connected with 10.1.1.2 port 5566
[ ID] Interval Transfer Bandwidth

[ 3] ©.0- 5.0 sec 832 MBytes 1.39 Gbits/sec

**¥% Qtartina C1T-

6 “EX IPv6 H M4k & k3037 5 "iperf HF AL Z
Fig. 6 Throughput of IPv6 link failure scenario
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3.3 WA

£ Mininet Z G 05 AL v, A [ i A% R AR 21 07 2 B0 41 SCHE e sl 2 5% e A kR 7 e o  Bodls e 18
IR AE QA 8 B (Ui R AR AN A 9 R A BB S A A AR 458

1) B e R B0 G S A LG SRv6 Ak B SC A B A 3 4 5 i % T R I TPv6 % o B A B9 A b R R
T 51 1% 2 280 IR O A3l i SRv6overd Ab B e ) A7 ik 3K T 55 2 Al Jr 30, 1H e JE A 3 2 v 289 i ol el XY
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