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ABSTRACT

Network is expected to be developed into optical Internet network collected IP layer and optical layer, but GMPLS is risen at
the transitional evolution stage because of the present technology level. GMPLS that MPLS is extended and generalized is able to
support not only the packet switching device but also the devices which perform switching in time, wavelength, and space domain.
To implement the common control plane to these various switching types, GMPLS extends the existing MPLS signaling and routing
protocol, In this paper, we describe the overview of GMPLS technology, and then we will refer to the OSPF(Open Shortest Path
First), which was used to exchange the status information of link, as the plan of routing extension to exchange the information of
various link type, bandwidth, link protection type etc. And also, we describe the definition of new protocol, so called, LMP that is
a signaling protoco! for solving complex problem which manages hundreds and thousands of links between two nodes. And we will
examine and analyze the plan of signaling protocol extension to apply signaling protocol RSVP-TE(Resource ReSerVation Protocol)
for traffic engineering in MPLS to network, and the message objects and formats associated with modified RSVP,
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Table 1. Additional Sub-TLV in OSPF Extension

Sub-TLV | Length
Name
Type (octets)
11 8 Link Local/Remote Identifiers
14 4 Link Protection Type
. Interface Switching Capability
15 variable .
Descriptor
16 variable Shared Risk Link Group
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Table 2-2 Definition of Link Protection Capabilities

% A H(Switching Capability specific
mation) B=¢] W&& 294 83 P9 gt

3. SRLG(Shared Risk Link Group)
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4. ISCD(Interface Switching Capability Descriptor)

ISCD= @3 TLV9

A8 TLVZA Hele

Value Bx=¢2] Zololt} Value =9 EHL 1

213 g

29 A L=k(switching capability)
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Unprotected LSP%% %127]’ {‘—_}_ﬁﬂ'@}r@ —f“‘:—’g Max LSP Bandwidth at priority O
Fag Rustn gle it o4 :
0x04 Extra Traffic E}—C"J %3%—01 9;1%. Max LSP Bandwidth at priority 7
Shared  |Extra Traffic 925€ sht ol4bel e A
Shared EtY] I E Atold] T 3% 1.1SCD M2 TLVe| Value EE =
0x08 |¥32E HIFR e st Exta Fig 1. Format of ISCD sub-TLV' Value Field
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¥AE Basta e 2y JA. E 3 2918 8% "col g
0x10 B33y d3ae 3 4H dolgue] Table 3, Values of Switching Capabilty Field
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gl A28 F gls. 1 PSC-1(Packet-Switch Capable-1)
00 Dedicated 1+18¢} A28 4 le HE 2 PSC-2(Packet-Switch Capable-2)
Enhanced TF4o] o] YAE RI3| H3l AHEH 3 PSC-3(Packet-Switch Capable-3)
98 4 PSC-4(Packet-Switch Capable-4)
0x40 51 L.2SC(Layer-2 Switch Capable)
Reserved 100 TDM(Time-Division-Multiplex
0x30 Capable)
Reserved 150 | LSC{Lambda-Switch Capable)
200 | FSC(Fiber-Switch Capable)

E 4 9=y ety Weg %

Table 4. Values of Encoding Type Field
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Fig 2. Format of Generalized Label_Request Object

Agksle #olE RFol& LSP 939 egfole
L2 LSP 29 dFetele st A sloh o stet
vl LSPS Z%€ dHolHZ A185H0jd 1=y
EtyS yebdoh LSP 9929 el LSPe £4
& VERE ¥, LSPE ZAEls 3 EY 5HS Y
BlAlE e LSP 929 Bl 3&d @#E
2 E 494 R BEt?_ gutsle HolE &7
T #9324 a3HE 294 5§YE vehdd. Ay
o] AN £y A 5‘-5’4"3 #8& YehgE
293 g9 dA Aodd gEol E 304 B
Atk o] FHL T 7HA o) e 293 £ Bl
& A% e JA5S Y3 a7Hr} LSPe 93
AAHE 5*’1101259] A2 A Yvrsig PIDE
EoA ARgE I, oy AFPde
Penultxmate %—0“*1 A7 = E‘}E}.

¢

(2) dutstd o=
dukstd ol

928

28 44

!

et 101-3—94 e
dasel 238 W, 2ze LSPE Adxez
sgsolof 9. 7zt egmw golg A

/TLV &
ot

7ba 7o) dole stetvlet de 9

Ol234567890123456789012345678901
C—Tyne(?)

a8 3 st elolg el =l
Fig 3. Format of Generalized Label Object

ditalgl #ol &S Resv mlAl A
wego T olFgct AUutslg dHolEg Teste
Resv MlAjA] o] AR = Add e gl 744
= QEAE HAgd. #HolEol 88 = ¢4
9 A B = “Routing problem/MPLS label allo-
cation failure” EA1E ZHE ResvEr WA E 4
e

(3) o) A9
A A YE SE g 2ol 39

0>4'

o

+o 3959
SEEREE w~% *4216}71 AN B

@

= .
A W&ol whgAsth ole 2479 HFE
A58 GoAsln AUAL ALEE AL
BRE S SlES U0 A dolEe oY &
Se A¥E Aus) Aa gD

B 24HE HolE AFe = e =4

2 4gstm, BE e 49 AS dolge] O
AAE A% FUW PPLE FFUE GFoQ
o MPLS 22225 2dsA HPde 343
g2 AEY 5 3l wdol 3L By B 5
AHoR tEse dolBE A8Y F dcke A
g ASelne s doley A dolge ¥
Atk



NGNell A4l QoS #-&-& 91 GMPLSe] eh9-8l W Al1uled 2hy 2y

(4) X et o2

A ol e TherEY wud YLEY x
ol dole e AT ol AEAT, ol
AL J2EY =20 gojBo] GL2EY w5
of os) W] el A dolBg 2= 3

=g dAIEE H:} l 15_ 719 A%
stmdlojolA oL
Hele N2dEe] &
AL AR NS FaAE ¢ %lL ﬂ%xﬂ
LSPEC| HIEY FelZ s w274 F¢d de
7 e &5 oAM= Fas

(5) Holg M

dold A GE2EY =9 dolE gy
ANE #EE T e HolE59 MR sy
A AEET =3 F s Fo] Alold] 53
LSPE $i8h AH&E dol & HAE A3ty A
3 AHE-ET) #HolE Al FalRe #HeldE Al
AE Ao g Holeo MAHAE AT} &o]
Aol glgd, F&g golE HYd U= BE
dojgo] AREETh NEFL R dHolE Al Fa
T RE I HoEEY Aoz gto] (Ulel & ol

#d

Holg AL sty ol4e] Label _Set 2 E ol
o3 Aojdrt A dHolE e MExde Z
Z} Action 0%} 1 Aol 93] & e)d Aol sz
Av A"t HolE EE MBI HYE
2}Z} Action 29+ 3 Ao ¢l olE Mo s
AAY Aeleo) Label_ Set A9 HFAs 2E

O dojEEe £8¥ F Ade RAE o
01 2345678901 2345678901 2345678901
Length ] et C~Type (1)
Action Reseryed Lahbel Type
- Subchamnel N
% 4 @lols M 2ol =

Fig 4. Format of Label_Set Object

2. Bidirectional LSPs

MPLSA A& ¢habgd LSPRE A& 5 v GMPLS
AAME Fueg LSPE nesttt ol # JESH
Ao mAEE Aoz sbe] ojyAloelE
¢t HuldlolHZ FAH T d7]A & eEE o
YAl olE, 543 ==+ guldolgelt %“'o‘
g LSPw Y3 Egg dxvod s FAEE
2t GwE LSPE 9l o|YAfd ol E-E Y]
olf = EY % A Aol AAgch
o 4% LSPE HAFOZA FU LTAE
ZtE F e LSPE ¥WEeE dA%
3 BAEHE AAHAL A4E, Ao o= 9 A
2Ad9 EJAH T Ugd FAHE AASA |
o}

FrrsF LSP A A& Path WA AAM Hd£-E
dolEol 93] AAET A2EY #ojE A
dvtstd eolEH TYS 2RSS Heog &
LSPE A ¢st7] 9 d2EY welg A
Path #jA[ 2ol F7tglc)h dA~E”] #Hold MAi:
Path WA X7} 48w Al L5 st7]0
ERAA HolEE vetiolol gt J2ER ¢

—

tlo

A
W

2

olE AAE EFste Path #WAIAZE 418 o
FARE UA J2EY HolEol 88 5 s
g HArEo.

T =EE U JEEY dolEd VIYstn
Path wWAIxE A@37] deol T Ao~

< TgsioF st K Holy 42E
gysfor #oh. HudlolE] x=e J2EH ol
%01 olYAldo|HE e LSP JLEHH 27

g dolg EdFE desr] 93 A8 & A
O AL Addsta, dubHo g Path HAAE
X 2] gt

3. Notification
(1) 3l 8 aol2 M ZAH
3]g dolE Al MNYEE Class-Number TBA

E A& a3 C-Typed £83 a9 o}
Wz 3822 [abel_Set 7“iﬂq U= TAHS
e HE dolE Al A 5L PathErr ™A A
9} ResvErr #WlA| 21 Eof] d2] A %“4. &8 el
ME Aeetr] 918 Hae dold AL A es7)

929



R FHRETANFE=RA ATH AL

A% AAE e 53], & Hol& A sty
olAe] FE #HolE M AAE os Hodt
EA dHol& AradL z+zt Action 03 |
HAE o3t & #olE Ao F7EAY Al
Ag F Q. dolE EE ABAdY HYe Z
7} Action 29} 39l 98 & #Hol&E Ao Fr1H
Av AAL & dth 3L HolE A AANE &
A AAs] H3l #olE B HEAEE 2 2E
3t Ae BE O dHoEEe 782 + AL

% ougc,

iy

A
L

(2 Sx| 27 A

A 8F AAE BAEY
A8 Algd 54 87 AAE
= Resv WA A S AAA

AR &

KA 3}7)
Path #A|#A] &

012345678901234567890l2345678901

Class~Num o
Lennh (TB A C ’l‘ype [$3)

1Pv4 Notify Nodc Mdress

18 5 IPv4 EX| @F A9 Aoy
Fig 5. Format of IPv4 Notify Request Object

19 5049 IPv4 Notify Node Address I =
£ 4ute]lEZA o7 HAAE GAAE W TEEH
01 of &t == 9 [P Fholt 281 IPv6 A

T A Ao A 2] IPv6 Notify Node Address B =
16 BlelEo|t}, WAl 7} o] B2 8F A
TP, o2 A A AA ] ofn]

7HRt Hol2 B2 87 AANEL FAE A
013’— AEHA gevh B2 87 A= LSP %

E A E =29 VER 7] 98
Path ®Al#A] & Resv WA X o] AUddt} 3
a7 AAE Este AAAE FAldte ==
Fg3te H EZB0 FA == FAE AFE

o,

rir

o

=90
==

P =2
Fa8

4. B35 HY

B3 AR7 A2 AA/TLVe delA €.
23 LSPY g3 #8 BE EXEEL Ve
Al AlgET 54 LSPE 3% B3 AH A}
£2 dhHolt), AFge BE FHE LSPE ¥
3 aTEE 33 HE g894E NPT B4 B

930

A
J[N

, 1+1, =& IINo| 8%
51 EE Ejlo] o}
T AEY R AM dneF
’2140}7] A BEES ANE 9
Z ol JRE o] &Y EZ HRE EF H ¥
LSPA oty® F Wis LSPIAE WEd
F A LSPe 3 WA LSPell ti@ ou]§ o]
o 7 ®iA LSP] AUEL A HA LSP7L 49

NlO “0 FH‘ m
71 tOE

.

:ﬂfﬁloﬂilﬂoﬁ-ﬂ}d‘

g Q7R AR A gGevh F HA LSPo €%
A3 AYES R A5 LSP7t Ad4E oztA v
LSPE] ¢ Atg€t
ﬂl234567390|23456789012345678901
[ Longth l Classv—N)um(TBA I C-Tyse (1)
s Rserved l Link Fiags

% 6 235 Ao xoH
Fig 6. Format of Protection Object

S(Secondary)e A Y o], 8 F =+ LSP7t +
HaA LSPY S YEATE Reserved B!l o of 5]
o] gtk A Aol 002 HAAYn FAA &=
B-rjsjojor ¥} Link Flags®E &75HE &3 1
3 gYes MG @3] B £HEEL g
B Ale Ex]" Ao By aE2 HgE E
o AeEo] Utk BE AHE ¥gsln gl
Path #AIAE AHeste F4 =282 8%
BE7t #a dEFolx EE Bl o] o] d
T REAE Aok g

rkﬂ FI—E(\J

5. #e2lg 4 &

A28 AH BEe A= AA/TLVA 49
Al Hxz 57 LSPel] @sjA #2] FHE Hed
o agls ARE LSPe e deulE AR
A 83 UYedn o] JEv 4 8% I
& VAE ingress =2 FAET

()12645678(70l2345bld)()lZJl’)lTﬂlhl

Lennlh Class— )um(TBA I C-Tyse (1)

:{ Reprved lTlA[D
% 7. Admin_Status 242 Zod
Fig 7. Format of Admin_Status Object

Adjoin_Status A& &3 LSPe &g dejol



NGNellA QoS A&

A% GMPLSO] 2h-¢8 W Aloady e o

A AREZ AFFo o A= LSPY gy
FElE el 7] 98] Path ® A% 2} Resv #lA]
Aol A A H I ingress ==7F LSPY BeE] A

rJ

o,

HE ubrE Ae 8H87] A A wAA
42 A €9

R(Reflect)& 24 o, oA =7} 243 dA
Ao AA/TLVE $82 AYS Yedth T(Te-
stmg = 44T 9, H2% 220 By 24 4

gEo| olgislojo} gt AS UERATE A(Adm-
inistratively down)= AA % 9 “administratively
down” el BHE ZH 4Hg5o| o5 ojof 3

£ A& veldch 283 D(Deletion in progress)
T AAE 9, LSP siAlel e 24 AgPEo] o
gsjojob goke ARG YERATh o)X LEELS A
2 AAE A3yl e olelst E1E AHETT
(91(101(1110121013].

kv

11

V. &&=l RSVP HA|X} ol

RSVP WAl A e 5 dlde 7id Zele ook
b ool AAER o)FH Ytk Z7he] RSVP
HAZ] el tiste, AA BYEe FHE A
£ A% HAE HETZL Y} ol HHELS A
g3 HFAAAES E4E 425 DE 7}
Az B7E WAL Yol A (BNF)IE AHE3

of A€t BNFE #A A AHE g &
Mg gt ey, B2 95N, AA ¢
Me =2 zelrt ‘%E}Ur 2 Gk o] Fel
Me Aladwe] F3e] s sA3d RSVP #-

HAXEe ERES
AR A2 AAES
o Z ol vH[101[13][141(15]).

AT, FEE qr]eA
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Path #lA1A18) ¥uie o33 2o,

<Path Message> =
<Common Header> [<INTEGRITY>]
[[<MESSAGE ID_ACK> | <MESSAGE,_ID_NACK>] ..]
[<MESSAGE_ID>]
<SESSION> <RSVP_HOP>
<TIME_VALUES>

[<EXPLICIT_ROUTE>]
<LABEL_REQUEST>
[<PROTECTION>]
[<LABEL_SET> 1 ]
[<SESSION_ATTRIBUTE>]
[<NOTIFY_REQUEST>]
[<ADMIN_STATUS>]
[<POLICY_DATA> ..}
<sender descriptor>

rﬂ

ilees

3 2},

e

A

LSPE9] &t sender descriptor?
)

Ulo

<sender descriptor> ::=
<SENDER_TEMPLATE> <SENDER TSPEC
[<ADSPEC>]
[<RECORD ROUTE>]
[<SUGGESTED_LABEL>)
[<RECOVERY_LABEL>]
<UPSTREAM_LABEL>

PathBErr #jA]#e] Ewhe gz 2o}

<PathErr Message> =
<Common Header> [<INTEGRITY>]
[[<MESSAGE ID ACK> | <MESSAGE ID NACK>].]
[<MESSAGE_ID>]
<SESSION> <ERROR_SPEC>
[<ACCEPTABLE_LABEL_SET> ... ]
[<POLICY_DATA> .. ]
<sender descriptor>

sender descriptorte €% Path ®A| A 2] sen-
der descriptorg EAFgt}h Resv Message®] &9

e e 2o

<Resv Message> ::=
<Common Header> [<INTEGRITY>]
{[<VESSAGE, ID_ACK> | <MESSAGE_ID NACK>].. |
[<MESSAGE _ID>}
<SESSION> <RSVP_HOP>
<TIME_VALUES>
[<RESV_CONFIRM>) [<SCOPE>)
[<NOTIFY_REQUEST>]
[<ADMIN_STATUS>]
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[<POLICY_DATA>]
<STYLE> <flow descriptor list>
<flow descriptor list> = <empty> |
<flow descriptor list> <flow descriptor>

BNFE @4 flow descriptorg9 8| 2E&A fl-
ow descriptor list& A oc} thgeo] ~E Y] 9
Edhe THEL At 2ELE 40 P fE
3 flow descriptor liste] T+A4& AAsA 4A%

£

- WF Style :
<flow descriptor list> ::= <WF flow descriptor>
<WF flow descriptor> = <FLOWSPEC>

- FF Style :
<flow descriptor list> ::=

<FLOWSPEC> <FILTER_SPEC> |

<flow descriptor list> <FF flow descriptor>
<FF flow descriptor> ::=

[<FLOWSPEC>] <FILTER_SPEC>

- SE style
<flow descriptor list> = <SE flow descriptor>
<SE flow descriptor> 1=

<FLOWSPEC> <filter spec list>
<filter spec list> =

<FILTER_SPEC>|<filter spec list><FILTER_SPEC>

ResvErr #A1A ¢} 2R &3 2

<ResvErr Message> =
<Common Header> [<INTEGRITY>]
[[<MESSAGE,_ID ACK>I<MESSAGE, ID_NACK>]..]
[<MESSAGE _ID>]
<SESSION> <RSVP_HOP>
<ERROR_SPEC> [<SCOPE>]
[<ACCEPTABLE_LABEL SET> ... ]
[<POLICY_DATA> ... ]
<STYLE> <error flow descriptor>

error flow descriptor®] T+4& A3t A
=X 2 FAEE L flow descriptoro] tfadte] o)
Aol Fojx A Ao}

- WF Style :

<error flow descriptor> = <WF flow descriptor>
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- FF Style :
<error flow descriptor> = <FF flow descriptor>
- SE Style :
<error flow descriptor> ::

<SE flow descriptor>
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