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Intra-domain Routing Protection Scheme Based on Minimum Intersection Paths
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Abstract: The existing routing protection schemes are facing the following two problems: (1) the default path and the backup path
contain a large number of common edges, such as ECMP and LFA; (2) in order to calculate two paths which have a small number of
common edges, the shortest path cannot be used in the network, such as red-green tree method. To solve the above two problems, this
study first describes the problem of computing backup paths and default paths as an integer programming model, and then a heuristic
method is proposed to solve the problem. Next, the forwarding algorithm is introduced. Finally, the proposed algorithm is tested by

simulation experiment and real experiment. Experiments show that the proposed algorithm not only has lower computational complexity,
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but also reduces the number of common edges contained in the default paths and the shortest paths, and greatly improve the network
availability.

Key words: routing protection; disjoint path; default path; backup path; network failure

Wt I A ) S R R R B A I N AR R AR T AR K I AR Ak 2 T LA R 3% I A A i S 4
AE S i R P (b 350 5 1 P 0 25 9L, T BLLE B S R 75 SRR R M K 7 2 TR 52 A B 2 st it R 4
IR ) 505 B8 N FEY 14 2 9. 3 A 75 2 I Al 25 4 4 TR 1 T v T 1 X 4 i 45 1 ORI B e R i e LA R AR
2% (¥ 0] FH 1tk OSPF!™ M)y 1505 3k 4 )k 52 5 5 R At v I 285 vt B0 P 45 ol i Bt E R AN SO FE 7 LS &
U0 B9 R i) A 7 e T ) 248 o B B (3 0 B ) O P2 B R A T SRR S0ms 2 1A T ¥k S, i TG VR T A B I
Hsf I o ) 4% B AL S0 14 9 SR T LA b 53 3 ) B b 70 7 1 TSR ARt e ) 48 v i i s i)

SR, e AR BT o ok RO SR Bk R R IR Bk R B Bk 3 55 ECMP Rl LFA 45 3k
Wk 2 B Not-Viay 22 P UbR 2848 e SURI B i R U125 2647y 22 B 4% 6 H (equal cost multiple paths, fij F
ECMP)2OV2 iy A 47 o 3¢ 7 B FK — P 07 8. B AR ECMIP S B f37 90 04 L 2% 5 1 38 B ECMIP 1 ik 78 o R IR,
IETF {E RFC5286 ARk SCRS 23 Aii T PR3 7 4 1l ) 35 ASHE 42 (IP fast re-route, fij /i IPFRR)!'. LT IPFRR 42 H} (1)
FEAKEZL, SCHR[22] 7 52 HH AR FH B B i 2 7 2 Sk S AR SC IR G 34 1 % ALt s b s 6 g e 1) s Ry s LB &2
7% LFA J& 55T IPFRR HEZLHE H 16— P fif e 5790 LFA DAL 58 L 2% 2 38 32 b 2 oy, 0 L e &8 o | /i
[ % th 38 b SR I IR H A S AR W SR A R AR B I, O T T R B A 00 4 B AR, SCHR 23] R B T 2
‘B %%t 7 % (multiple routing configurations, & #% MRC).MRC il i 4545/~ % i 4% Fc & 22 AN 30 0 B, R0 e 8 1) #0
B A R AR (DR E T R TR B E R A D) SE R Uk [24] TP AR T 4 AL O A B (failure
carrying packet, i FX FCP).1% /7 545 B A% S A7 0 76 R SO0 B30, 2 4R SOl 6 R B HE A 1 ph 28 I8, B P 25 7. 2004
PR S MR A D AR R £ R AR OB 1) PR 9 I B S R T I P 4% 4 R i B R R A% B i FCP
SO T R S (0 Sk 358, %o R ST (9948 B K, GV B e A EL I M o SCRR[251 48 T — R R T Not-Via Hudik fR 4
2% v R ST PR R T 6B Not-Via BU8 T B M 195 7 30, 9 HLVI 5T 52 2% FE 48 10, T DUAR X 512 B
HE AH S, DL B T A 1A A 0 B AR R B R B A TP A (R 38 % T T 5 B AN A2 A Sk I ) S, SRk [26-29] 4R
HHUE BN HE B2 1 A2 o Hi v 5 ph ) v AR T, H I e Ty 58 o B i AR 82 ) T R S A e 5 T T B IR G
RN 2135 P B B SR

JIT CA, AR SO A 90 T Rt O B4R Ay 04 28 o AT 00 0 ) 2 ) AR 4% 3 B A8, S A8 95 B 44 R e i B AR TR BT
NORE 2 0 B S AR A SR S O B R ZE R A B PR R SRR AT B v ) R B b R AR R VAR A O B AR, S
2830 0 R AL AR A 2 B P SR i R R AN T T A 0 B AR, T R A% 0 B AR e RS2 A A AR (kR
B4R 3L 1 % oh T S ST R A8 BT I 0 b T SR U A R AR AR SO TR R E AT 3 AN TN 2R (1) K
ATTE S0 T S BRI A2 R 5 470 18 A0 14D ) L B 8 Ay — A B R 1) AR 5 42 P R S & X7 %8 (DeleteLink
I B-DeleteLink)R SR fif 12 il /8;(2) $2H T —Fhb5 FLIRE I Fe 25 (1 55 & 509255(3) SEUR &5 3K W, B-DeleteLink A X
A BAR V15 FF 49, 100 ELV 3 1) 4% 0 5 430 R e i 1 42 L A/ 1A 8 s A R B T T 8% el ml R

1 2% AR B0 (0] 77 A

AT S8 XA S5 AT SR 5 76 AR TR I L Al b 0 5 A e ) i R A T T A s, FRAT T SR
R 2755 R TER 1.
Table 1 Notations

xk1 /5
%= | G=(V,E) w(i,j) P(0,d,G) | D(0,d,G) | P(0,d,G) | D(0,d,G" K(o.,0.e) Lod | RGGH
g | LGDEE | @i B ie (0,) 1y Bt egéfgij (CE T
T % 1 1) B P(0,d,G) &4 PO.AG) | Od*G jr:u e *)U**F
: fott we | e | me e b &ﬁéj x|
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1.1 MegER

AW L AliR R B E G=(V,E), .V fEM % h R ik B8 (17 SRS E 24 b R (BERK)
P A X1 W8 AT TR — 400, 387 Ve=(i,j) e E, T 5t B AR L wie)Bli wi,j) K&, Hp Mg ity
A2 PR AR AR & X AR 1K, wiij)=w(j,i) ok R s AE 45 e I 4 P 3 G=(V,E) " ,P(0,d,G) AR & 77 s 5 (0,d) 1) 55 Ji 1%
1%.,D(0,d,G)f0#& P(0,d,G)XF N (AR, P(0,d,G") R AT £} (0,d) ¥ & 1 B 42, D(0,d,GNHAREE P(0,d,G") AR,
Hi GUETE G MR B H Y RN G 2 T ) G 38 G, LK AT A G I-4E H k i 4y a5 %t
22 TV1) ) e Jod B A0 300 2 70 A0 (0, ) 2 1) F49 5 003 B 20 3K A ) R, AT 45 A 5 483 0T w R AT o O TRIHE 336 0 a3
TN RN (0,d) 22 1) 1) 5 I 120 R 464 B AR IR 28 XS AN R eeP(0,d,G)F eeP(0,d,G") RIS a7, M) K(o,d,e)=1;7%
J,K(o,d,e)=0.R!
1, eeP(0,d,G)¥ HeeP(0,d,G"
qua_%,ﬁm )
EX L(TTAMLZRE). BATE A o T 25 d 22 0 0978 S XA — 3 2 W) 1) e Jod 5 58 R 45 03 K 42 R )
IF 5 A7 1A A R T 5, T 8 3R ()R .

L(o,d) =) K(o,d,e) )
ecE
REX 2B 1R X E). AR T LU A R G) &
R(G,G)= 2 Lo,d) 3)
o,deVv

T e A A B TR LR R R AR T BT R R M A G S AN SR 6 AT ALK
A1 BTG RRIE YT i W 2 4h G 3 I X AR MR T 8E 6 (c,b). 7E G=(V,E)H, 1 AU 4G T LR R
- V={o,a,b,c,d}, X T s5 %t (0,d), & 112 8] W B i i 72 AT LR /R A P(0,d,G)={0,a,c,d}, % UM i 72 Al LR 7R A
P(0,d,G")={0,b,d}, 5tk L(0,d)=0, R[4 s %t (0,d) 2 [ {1 d5 K B A2 R 45 4 B A2 L IR AN SL I W 0,80 =35 11
X E N 0% 0l LG a0 T 25 (038 SR 0, 38 2 18] (1) 55 Jod B 42 R 4% 40 I A2 80 8 L AR 1%
K 2 T P 4 B BT R A R AR R AN I A T, U YT O TR A R IR R SN 2 2 %
It [ 5% ) Bl R bR g T I 4% 1) T

SOEINN SZIRON

PP 99
@©
Fig.1 Network topology G and its extended network topology G’
BT ZR D G AT I (K3 199 4% 41 4h G

1.2 &Rk

AL AR R S B RL 2 0] AT DU O TN M 48 S50 G=(V,E), Wi #yi& G'=(V,E'), 5/t R(G,G")EA.
NHEEATE SRR AT R(G,GN, B AT AR N LA B

(1) ARG G 4 3k foe S B A2 A0, AT U1 550 R 9T A5 99 s ) 2 W) ) e i 5 4

(2) AR G I J S e AP, AT 1B R I A 00 s 2 T PR i A

(3)  HRHE IR BN D B b v H I B AR RN 5 1 B A2 T R(G,G).

PN 3R 25 TR AT i A ST AR I D ) A A AT AE R AR I S 4+ G BRI b v R O R B B R Y
i3 G LN AETF R(G,G" /N oA T BEAK R(G,G) BB, —Fi st A W 1 7 252 70 5 SR 40 b G 5 At b, a e
ok SR AP 13 38 TS IR TR US4+ GY=(V,E"), BRI 4R ) 466 3 F0 R0 e I 4 ¥ b 00715 AR 4 A0 ) AH 14
(R AN ) AR R A% 8 R 2% 9 1 T 550 25 40 B 420, DXL A - B30 45 3 B 450 PR IS A8 AR TS0 P UMD I o 1 3 8
4, IR 19X 8% 1) A8 ST 4 AR AT A S o UM Ik A % v %) B SR A W0 40 Y 48 4 b G=(VLE) R I I 3 19X 4% 3
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G'=(V,E"), 7E 52 B I AN A L 1E b B L6 % i T AN A 8 U1 57 4% 43 865 478 I A T4 FH 3k S0 5% 8% 400 43 Y 6% 4 b
JEAR 2o A R AL B 1A B 2 K L 3 7 VA AT
FEIE 1. 4 W4 G=(V,E), 11 L I B4 00 2% P IR A 70— 4R BE K 1€ E,G/=(V,E"),E"=E—~ {1}, ]l R(G,G")L% 5 Ik /).
E B Ik X 8% P AT T — AR B 1 e B IR BT PRI B0 0 R A P60, 2 i B, DR AR 1% 30+ G'=(V,E") T
5 B 45 S 3, 9 X 60 4 o 10 FF R 070 4068 0 A1 0L WU BE B 12 P(0,0.G). U 1 0%
S8 XEAS AR 2 BB, 24 | €P(0,d, G, I %71 20 2 ] (048 X FEAS 2 %5 Ao/ 1.6 4 22 B 4 96 1 G=(V,E) b,
N FAR R — 4B | B X — & 2 LA S i i A vhy DRI 0, b 3R 5 B R 0
EHE 2. 4 P4 G=(V.E), 1L B9 46 v 9 — 4L B LeE.G'=(V.E"),E'=E~L | R(G,G") 4 i ik /1.
IO 151, 6 4 0 R 2 B R (GG A8 D L, 4 5 25 BE B 1 R(G,G7)
SE ek 2D, 1A S BT .
FRATTTT LUK 2 0 AR 0K Ry 45 58 W 2% G=(V,E), Wil HIBR — ZHL B % LA TIAE R R(G,G /N Ho b ,G'=(V,
E"),E'=E-L,d(i,j)=o0,(i,j) e L,d(i,j) 2 7~ 1% B (1B Lo o) 0 — AN 2 40 26 ME MUK (integer linear programming,
fai Bk ILP) ) 15, B

min R(G,G) 4)
s.t.

D(u,u,G)=0,ucV 5

D(U,u,G')=0,ueV (6)

W(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-D(j,d,G) =0,ij,deV %)

w(i,j)+D(i,d,G')-D(j,d,G") =0,i,j,deV (8)

x(ij,d)e {0,1},ij,deV ©)

x(i.j,d)=1,(i,j) e P(i,d,G) (10)

x(1,j,d)=0,(i.j) 2 P(i,d,G) (11)

y(ij.d)e {0,1},ij,deV (12)

y(i.j,d)=1,(i,))eP(i,d,G") (13)

y(i.j,d)=0,(i.j)¢P(i,d,G") (14)

X(i.j,d)+W(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-D(j,d,G) = 1,i,j,deV (15)

X, jdy+ WG D+ D(i’dl\’AG)_ D(.4.6) <1 jdev (16)

y(i.j,d)W'(i,j)+D(i,d,G')-D(j,d,G") = 1,i,j,deV (17)

v j.dy+ WD+ D(i’d"\f')_ DU.4.C) <1 j.dev (18)

W(i,jy=w(,i)w(i,j)e (1,2,....max},ijeV (19)

2(ij)e{0,1},ijeV (20)

2(i,j)=1,(i,j)<E,ijeV 1)

2(i,j)=0,(i.j)¢E.i,jeV 22)

f(i,j)e {0,1},ijeV (23)

f(Q,j)=1,(i,j)eL.ijeV (24)

f(i,)=0,(i.j)2L,ijeV (25)

f(i,j)+2(ij)=1,(1,j) €E,ijeV (26)

T BRAT K 1% ILP AR A E IR AR v, 2 X (4) 2 A S H b R A RV SRR B A LI BRI IR BRI
PR AR £ A0 A7 2 T (S) R 2 (6) 1 B AE 9 2 Hh 45 s 1) B G /MR 2 0.4 2 (7) A0 2 3 (8) Ui A MY 4% i A
W A AT 5 R A L 28 3R(9)~ A (1) AR T x(i,j,d) 2 B 7R G R BB (1)) Je T AL A A | B d A e e s A
YR A B R AR P B LR 0.4 :(12)~A K (1), 2 8 y(iL,j,d) R BLE G P B (i,)) 2 5 6 & 72
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i Bl d S AR RS R R AR A R 0.4 RS A A 16)2ELE G IFA S 41, 7E
AR5 W x(1L,j,d)=1,0 A A5 F A X2 —FERLERD x(1,j,d)=0,2 A5 K <E R w(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-
D(j,d,G)= 1 fE AR (16) B n x(i,j,d)=1,2 K (16)¥ LT K w(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-D(j,d,G)< 0,H It & FH A K(14)F1
A (16), 3 x(i,j,d)=1 I w(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-D(j,d,G)=0, &1 £ x(i,j,d)=0, 2> X (16) K 2 & A w(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-
D(j,d,G)<M, H: H M=2xmax(w(i,j))(i,jeE). A X A7) R A R (18) £ & G Mot & 48, & A X A7)+, n
y(i,j,d)=1, A (1 7)F1 24 2 (8) 2 — AL an y(i,j,d)=0,0 A (17K 2E A w(i,j)+D(i,d,G')-D(,d,G") = 1;7E
ARA) P B yij,d)=1, A KUK K w(i,j)+D(i,d,G)-D(j,d,GN<0, K k& IF AR A7) FI A K (18),24
y(i.j,d)=1 B,w(i,j)+D(i,d,G")-D(j,d,G"=0.M &1 y(i,j,d)=0,2 X (18K 4% K w(i,j)+D(i,d,G")-D(,d,G")<M,H H M=
2xmax(W(i.j))(i,j e E). 28 3 (19) B W 4 % 1) AR AN A2 5 FR 1. A (200~ 2 20 (22) 1, 8 & 2(i,j) e {0,1},2(i,j) € {0,1},
ijeV RpRFRGQDLSTETHES EWRETHES ENZEN LR WZENR 04023~ Q25 &
f(i,j)e{0,1},i,jeV R RHEHINETBTES LURETES LUWZEN 1R, UZME N 0.4 (26) K 7R M 4%
AT ERE R (L) AN RE R B T 45 A E FI4ES L

2 B &%

IR ILP () R — A NP PR v S5 2 P R v S SR A /N B 4% o (0 Abilene), 1T AR
CPLEX H 57 e AL At {ELA, m SR K2 I 4% (4 Sprint), A I CPLEX W JE VA 7E A A 8] py 147 HE IE A A 45 3L D4 ik
AE R 23 oy 308 ) R A X7 VR oE S ALLAE. 1 THHE A 40 AR SCUn ] 75 b b v 55 1% NP X .

2.1 DeleteLink& %

ARG A 48 0 ] SR RSB 38 AR A e ) ARV 00 R AR SR Ay R R B — 4 A e O 0 R s A Y
2 T i, EL B9 AL F AR 1E 5005 1 A T DeleteLink St WTIZ 1T MK G RIERIGAIL T G, T E WILRIEE T,
e T MR B R AR T AR L=, IR 5 M 1 5% P 45 40 b TPl IR AR & VT B R AR 28 OB (B30 1 AT~38 5 17).
N T AT MERAE M S LR EPAT — R IE R L2, 5 2 R(G,G")=0,T=0 5k M=02 — K 7.nei(E) ¥ 1E H
hy Bt LI B3 — 2% % (p, @) € B 1 5 B PRI A A R 45 2w, ny=oo, 34) BT 19X 4% 32 3 P - a1 SR ) 4% 322 3, O) k% [ 2% e 1
EMEECA E'=E'—{p,q}; W F W 45 AN 30, D) F0 ) o4k % i 00 38V . M 3L argmin (R(G,G)) II1EH AR R(G,G')

(p.q)enei(E)
FR A e /I %o T2 FR) 8 B (m,m) (B0 58 7 47). 24 AT 50 Lk R 80U ST I 2 40 4 67 AR B MR AR AT SR (005
8 AT~ 11 17).24 R(G,G")<currentDisjoint 5l # I 3 4t - (135 K TR F BEHL o8 £ A5 12 88 1) 6t i
(MBI S L (LSS 12 4T ~58 14 47); 75 TLHE F00S 0 B 5 365 (m,m) PRV B AR (CBRVE B8 15 4T), 385 3% [ ) ok
PEEEG LSS 20 17).
&% 1. DeleteLink.
Input: G=(V,E), T,.

Output: L.
1. G=G
2: T=T,
3. L=
4: M=E
5: currentDisjoint=originalDisjoint«—R(G,G’)
6:  While currentDisjoint>0 and T>0 and M>0
7: (m,n) < argmin (R(G,G"))
(p.q)enei(E)
8: E'=E'-{m,n}
9 G'=(V,E")

10:  M=M—{(m,n)}
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11: currentDisjoint=R(G,G")

12:  If originalDisjoint<currentDisjoint or T>random(T,) then
13: currentDisjoint«—R(G,G")

14: L=Lu(m,n)

15:  else

16: E'=E'u{m,n}

17: EndIf

18:  T«T-1

19: EndWhile

20: ReturnL

2.2 B-DeleteLink& %

RS — P R ) O S T MR — A R 1 SR T A I B R A R R SR R I T A
PR S0k, DAy T o A1 B9 ) 1) 52 23 R, BT T 77—l v 0 M S B 1) 7 % SR R L JB AR

MNCE T BRI V8 T R T SR 6 A7 A KD IRk, U 53k PR e AN e A T A T AR A s A S8 SCRE B/ IR e
TR B A P 0 PR A B K P B e AT A0 A8 SR /I 1A e 22, IR L TRAT T P A B i 58 e 1) O B 2 B 1 )
S Bk 19 2% v JT A e e B AR 20 3 2 B 1 KR, T A A O
B(1)= X k),

vo,d
k() _{1, le P(o.,d,G).
0, otherwise

TEAR Y T BB GBI ) AUl L3Rk 2 TRANRNIA T T OGS B R 1 S04 1) HARPAT 1 RR vk S M 5 v
JIT A A 50, 9 LA A B0 DK/ ) B i AT 8 P 1 e 4 1 e U ) 45 R AP AE SR MR (B 1 AT~ 3 47).
W G'=G, I HAE AR A X ECE 417 28 547), WEES L WHIMEATECE 6 17). BB R NES M hik#
AR | BR, SEE G v S R B S W 2% (A SORE (S 8 AT~ 11 AT). n SR B A B iR i ) 4 M AR,
M2 MRS M BRI SIS L PG 1L AT~3 13 A7), 75 0, 1250 % 02 A TP 45 v N B K 122 i o
FEAE G'rp (38 15 17). B Ja IR [ BR B B A 5 L.

&% 2. B-DeleteLink.

Input: G=(V,E).

Output: L.
VIS0 4 v i A B B P H
i FRUBE R A ORI B AT B 17 HE A
K HEF 5 TS AR RER M
G'=G
currentDisjoint=originalDisjoint«—R(G,G’)
L=g
While M is not empty

M=M—{1}
E'=E'-{I}
G'=(V,E")
currentDisjoint«—R(G,G’)

. If connect(G’) then

A A A o S e

_ = =
» T2
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13: L={l}uL
14: else

15: E'=E'U{l}
16: EndWhile
17: ReturnL

2.3 Ekitig
ETR 3. Hyk DeleteLink I [8] & 2% % b min(T,|E|)x|E|xO(V|ig|V|+|E|+1g|E)).
WA T R B AT B R AL AR A VR T AT min(To,|E))IX A EX argmin (R(G,G")) , %R ELH

(p.q)enei(E)
B[] 52 2% B2 2 | E| < (O(|V1g |V + E+O(Ig|E))), Hl 1k, 5537: DeleteLink [ ) 52 2% B AT LR IR 4
min(To,[E[)x|E[xO(|V|lg|V|[+|E[+1g|E)). o
EIE 4. B-DeleteLink 5y (I 8] & 2% & 4| V|xO(|V|Ig|V|+E|)+ E|xO(|V|+|EJ).
IE ¥ :B-DeleteLink i V145 1 46 o 0 (1) A B0, 2 00 R ) 1) 52 2% BE R |V <OV g V [+ E ). 7 M B % i ), 5
VU P (903 8 12 AT R D B 1) 52 2% 55 D |[E [ O |V [+ ), R ibh, 122 509 1D Bt ) 53 2% 155 Ay
IVIxO(IV[Ig|V[+|EN+E[xO(V|+E]). u
T A G PR R SRR A U A R A B AR R A R0 SR S B P S A R AR R R A, L B
A SN P R nT DR B A A A PRI A R AR AE S 1 P TR EEAE SR 6 AT INN B AR h A 5 PR 4
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Fig.2 Forwarding mechanism
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