
METHOD FOR MPLS LINK PROTECTION 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Field of Invention 

5 The invention relates to a multi-protocol label switching (MPLS) link protection 

method and, in particular, to a MPLS link protection method that utilizes both pre-built and 

post-built backup LSP's. 

Related Art 

The main difference between a multi-protocol label switching (MPLS) network and a 

10 common IP network is in that the data transmission path of the IP network is determined by 

a routing table. Unless the routing table is modified, it may happen that some paths are 

very busy at a particular time while others are basically idle. The MPLS network uses the 

label to determine the routing path of a packet. Therefore, it has the function of traffic 

engineering. The transmission path can be controlled by modifying the packet label. It is 

15    thus very flexible in practice. 

An MPLS network usually has tens of thousands of label switching paths (LSP's). 

This means that there are over hundreds of LSP's on a single link. When a particular link 

broken down, hundreds of LSP's have to be re-routed. A good re-routing mechanism has 

the following features: (1) low overhead, (2) efficient in bandwidth utilization, (3) short 

20 service interrupted time, and (4) high reliability. The former two features mean that the 

backup LSP cannot be established until the link breaks down, in order to increase the 

bandwidth utilization and reduce the CPU processing overhead of network devices because 

devices do not need to maintain backup LSP related information before link broken down. 

The latter two features mean that the backup LSP have to be established before the link ^ 

25     breaks down, in order to reduce the service interrupted time and increase the reliability. 
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Therefore, how to reconcile between these two trade off requirements in a good re-routing 

mechanism is*an urgent topic in the field. 

Some pre-built re-routing mechanisms only consider the situation of a single protected 

LSP, but there are over hundreds of LSP's on a single link. Moreover, a bandwidth has to 

5 be reserved for the backup LSP. Therefore, the bandwidth utilization is not optimized. 

When a link has a problem, the backup LSP may also not good enough because it is already 

a congestion link. On the other hand, dynamically building a backup LSP after a problem 

happens may result in long service interrupted time or failure in backup LSP building. 

As disclosed in the U.S. Pat. No. 2002/0060985, the backup LSP is also built 

10    beforehand.   Therefore, the utilization of the resources is low and the backup LSP may not 

be the best one after the link broken down. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

In view of the foregoing, the invention provides a method for multi-protocol label 

switching (MPLS) link protection that achieves a high bandwidth utilization, short service 

15     interrupted time, low overhead, high reliability, and optimized backup LSP. 

The disclosed method first establishes a backup LSP without bandwidth reservation. 

Once the corresponding label switching path (LSP) breaks down, the packets thereon are 

redirected to the backup LSP so that the network service is not interrupted. At the same 

time, if the network is not fixed after a predetermined failure time (Tfail), an Ingress router 

20 rearranges an auxiliary backup LSP according to the network resources at that moment. 

This can increase the bandwidth utilization and lower the overhead thereon, achieving the 

goal of optimizing the backup LSP. After the breakdown is over, the method checks that 

the available time is greater than a predetermined available time (Tavailable). Then it 

rearranges the available paths so that the restored state is also optimized.   Tfail and 

25 Tavailable are used to avoid repeated switching within a short period so that the router does 

not need to continuously rearrange and switch LSP's. 
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BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

The invention will become more fully understood from the detailed description given 

hereinbelow illustration only, and thus are not limitative of the present invention, and 

wherein: 

5 FIG. 1 is a schematic view of default backup LSP's of the invention; 

FIG. 2 is a schematic view of redirecting packets into the backup LSP's when an LSP 

breaks down; 

FIG. 3 shows an example of the invention; 

FIG. 4 is a schematic view of establishing an auxiliary backup LSP according to the 

10     invention; and 

FIG. 5 is a schematic view of establishing a restored LSP according to the invention. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE INVENTION 

With reference to FIG. 1, the disclosed method for multi-protocol label switching 

(MPLS) link protection first builds several backup label switching paths (LSP) among label 

15 switching routers 11, 12, 13, 14. In order to prevent several LSP's from sharing the same 

backup LSP and resulting in congestion on that LSP, a parameter MaxB.W is defined to 

indicate the maximum bandwidth that can be transmitted over each LSP. This parameter 

is mainly determined by the transmission capacity of the LSP and that of the backup LSP. 

For example, suppose MaxB.W=5MB and the quality of service bandwidth parameters of 

20 three LSP's LSP1, LSP2 and LSP3 are 3MB, 2MB, and 1MB, respectively. Then one has 

to establish two backup LSP's, as BLSP1 (11-13-12) and BLSP2(11-14-12) in the drawing. 

The backup LSP BLSP1 is used to protect the LSP's LSP1 and LSP2 (3M+2M=5M). The 

other backup LSP BLSP2 is used to protect LSP3. When the backup LSP's are not 

enough, the network device should send out a warning message. 
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As shown in FIG. 2, the packets from the router 21 to the router 24 are transmitted via 

the LSP (21-22-23-24) normally. If a breaking 26 occurs, the router 22 before the 

breaking 26 first switches the path to the predefined backup LSP BLSP (21-22-25-23-24 ) . 

Therefore, the network service is not interrupted by the breakdown. The router 22 waits a 

5 default time Tfail. If the path is still broken after then, the router 22 sends a fault 

information signal 27 to the ingress router 21. To prevent transmission failure of the fault 

information signal 27, at least two fault information signals 27 can be simultaneously sent 

to the router 21 to increase the reliability. 

In the following, we use an embodiment to explain the invention.   With reference to 

10     FIG. 3, if a packet is to be transmitted from the ingress router 31 to a egress router 30, it 

normally takes LSP1 ( 31-33-35-30 ) .   For another packet from an ingress router 32 to the 

egress router 30, it takes LSP2 (32-33-35-30) .   In this example, the default backup LSP 

between the router 33 and the router 35 is through the routers 33-36-37-35. 

If a breaking 40 occurs between the router 33 and the router 35, the router 33 first 

switches packets to the backup LSP BLSP which prevents network service interruptions. 

If the network is not recovered after a default failure time Tfail, the router 33 sends out an 

fault information signal to the ingress routers 31, 32 (not shown). The same fault 

information signals can be send twice to increase the reliability. Since the backup LSP 

BLSP is defined beforehand and has no bandwidth reservation, it is not optimal (see FIG. 4). 

Therefore, when the ingress router 31 receives the fault information signal, it computes to 

obtain an auxiliary backup LSP ALSP1 according to the current network resources. As 

shown in the drawing, the ingress router 31 uses ALSP1 (33-39-35) to transmit packets to 

the egress router 30. Likewise, the ingress router 32 computes to obtain an auxiliary 

backup LSP ALSP2 to transmit packets to the egress router 30 via the route 33-34-36-37-35. 

Therefore, the invention rearranges backup LSP's after the breakdown. Since the 

rearrangement is done after a default failure time Tfail when the network becomes stable, 

the auxiliary backup LSP's ALSP1 and ALSP2 actually optimizes the backup LSP's. 
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They increase the bandwidth utilization and lower the CPU processing loads (the number of 

auxiliary backup LSP's is determined by the originally protected LSP's). 

With reference to FIG. 5, when the breaking 40 is fixed, the system waits for a default 

available time Tavailable. After then, the router 33 (the closest one before the breaking 40) 

5 transmits a recovery signal to the ingress routers 31, 32. To increase the reliability, it can 

simultaneously send the recovery signal twice. The ingress router 31 rearranges new 

LSP's. As shown in the drawing, the system obtains a restored LSP RLSP1 that transmits 

packets to the egress router 30 via the routers 33, 39, 35. Likewise, the ingress router 32 

also rearranges to obtain a restored LSP RLSP2 that transmits packets to the egress router 

10    30 via the routers 33, 35.   It is possible that the original path is also an optimized one. 

. Since no bandwidth is reserved for the backup LSP's in advance and only some backup 

LSP's with no bandwidth reservation are needed between two routers, the method has a 

higher bandwidth utilization and lower CPU processing overhead. On the other hand, 

because the backup LSP's with no bandwidth reservation are established in advance, the 

15 transmitted data can be immediately switched to the backup LSP's once there is an error in 

the network. Thus, the service interrupted time is short. The real backup LSP (the 

auxiliary LSP) is searched for after a certain period when the network becomes more stable. 

Therefore, a backup LSP can be found to optimize the network utilization. Even if the 

auxiliary backup LSP search fails, there is still a backup LSP with no bandwidth reservation 

20     that can be used to continue the network service. 

Certain variations would be apparent to those skilled in the art, which variations are 

considered within the spirit and scope of the claimed invention. 
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