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Abstract: Nowadays the most salient trend with network is the increase in data rates while there is significant
effort in developing new protocols and services. However, the traditional network devices which are custom logic
based or pure software based, could hardly satisfy both performance and flexibility requirements. To overcome this
obstacle, the parallel and programmable network processors have been involved into processing path of routers
(switch). Besides network processors which are built on ASIP technology and optimized for network applications,
possess the characteristic of hardware and software solution simultaneously. Network processors extend the classic
store-and-forward pattern to store-process-and-forward, which makes room for complex QoS control and payload
processing. In this paper, the related research work is introduced from two aspects, system and application, and the
system issues and challenges of network processors are analyzed. In the end, the future evolution of network
processors and associate researches are also speculated.
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KA P IR B AT AL 3T 3E SR QoS A5 4 TR A
FEESES: TP301 XHERFRIRED: A

B4 Internet 3= W 2% it i (1 48 B0 B G, 32 T B bl 4% 1R Ab 2T 28338 AN 622Mbps 3 1 2 2.4Gbps, F HAR TR
H 35 31 10Gbpst 5 S K B PR 22 L8 AR w2375 B 2 PRI P A 1 B0, (R A B — 384 K 3k — 2B i e ) i, 2 24 F) QoS
(quality of services)¥% /il I DiffServ (differented services)™™, RED (random early detection)!™ LA KT ) 4 2% 11X
FAHR 2% B R 9 BIF 98 #4051 35T ASIC (application integrated specific circuit) Fil GPP (general purpose processor)
1) A% 45 X 24 b B 77 22 2L 28 AN g [0 B il A Ak 01 3k 88 R % 9% P OK 7 7 T ) B2 5K Bk, 26 T ASIP (application
specific instruction processor) A [ M 4% 4k FE #% (network processor)f5 2| T )2 (1) & it 30 >k H B 190 &% A 31 4
B ECEEWRT 240 M4 A #AL AR (1) Ab HE 2%, [R] I IR 42 i T — 48 % B Rg4 A #8 ¥3 6, 40 CRC A% . Hash
FLIEAE I FLAEAL PR | C 220k 2T 10 Gbps. & ¥ H BLARIE T GPP (¥ 2 7% PEAT ASIC HI AT 0%, S
22BN 7 22 RN AL T RIS

55 IR, 285 W 2 b 2R 38 B R TT AR ST AR A3 2 T R I g, — S8 M I 22 Rt 45 7 T AL 8 11
AL LA Intel 2 R L T THRER SCREAER 100 T K32 04T 9 26 Ab 1488 S HORE OGN H B 9, B 4F B FF — IRk
Workshop 34T A8 Ui 5 &5 &5 AR RN 37, K25 2002 455 1 3 T T LAY 286 Ab BRS 4y 5 1) 2 R 4 180, I 76 99 2% b 3
PR A R G RN PR BEVTAN 20 M S5 7 THAE T IR AN BRI 256 KA, 5 W 4 Ak P28 AH 5 1) U AE 3 2 ol 9 7 THT A4
P8, 5 TR A2 0 ) 2 Ao 0L 25 50 A AN 6, 5 — T VAU A T i ) 228 A 0L 285 1700 12 . = 000 o Do) 0% Ak B4 1 T 2 R
GEe T RN AE 0t 5 T, b T 4 2R G5 ORI )L IR 4 Ak BB 1 W T TV i o ) e T X 4% b B %
) DG R FATF 9, A% 0 ) O 2 2 70 4 7 I 245 Ak B 85 2R 2k D v 1 8 110 A ot R S O SEE B — 8 1) P 4% IR 55
TN Y A5 B 35 T ) 8 A 2% £ T g R B 1 B E AT 0N, SR R QoS Fa kit I 4 b FE % (4 1 i 43 5 R TTI4%

ASCEE X IX P 7 T, 1 50 Y 45 Ab BR R 1K) 8 SRR N T 48 T LR &5 R RN R AR R G Y Y
FAE A3 ATT T FR S0 e I RH S O TR IR 114 2 B ) A Bk e S, AR SCAE R 445 Ak B AR I AT I S R SR A B T
0 3% Ao BER 205 1) RS 7 T) I AR G 1A

1 MELEROEHEHRERLER K

bt 45 DWDMPIZE S A7 H AR AR 0 46 b (1032 S H A 12 4 H I e e (1) 5 8 K — 3%, T 92 JRE /o
faE, P AL A (1) Ak T3 U A 18 A H B HC — 3%, DR L 4 &% - DL FE A RS R %0 1R TP % Hh 2% B8 A T 44 1)
TR 55 0 R] HsF, R 23 190 48 B A0 R0 O 8% IR 55 1) 1 B SLE— 20 386 T T D9 486 b B 1) 55 2% B SRR [ O R4 I 4 ek 2 4y
H3IANEWIERE . P ERNH)Z JEZE (ow or micro level), Bt & PLK I A1 i CRC 156 146 7 $& (table lookup)
Z5,IP JZ(IP level), Wl TP B . DRR. NAT %5; 5 ] )2 (application level), 4 MD5,SSL,URL AZ #4524 T R ¢ Ak #
R 77 FH B 3% 21 S Jo 2 T PR 22 L, 9 S Adk B OIT 95 2 P AL 08 oy ) T S R A RV e T % Ak R B AN B 0 2 L
223K A (1) A PIG% o 41 AT A BRAE J)5(2) B AT sk i b BIE B2, R A6 1k 1) 43 4 (1 S AR B (3) M —
BOH %L H P EEAR;(4) HA BT e AR MR T Rk (5) ARt PRI R i i 3 R N B T R .

R T A0 IR SR 9] 296 Ak T4 1Y 5% A BRAT 45 Kl 40 3 2 VB 2 AN 2L P Z R B T4 3 AR Sk
1 T 7 BRI S WS 45 1) 45 5000 T2 T 0 3 v 2 732 () 50 5 A b B Ak I, D 9 Ao B 2% = 2SR Y DA A A Ak PR
HAR:

(1) PEFH AL AL

X 8% b T PA) 8 — B A8 S 22 A A% (multi-core) (10 405 A U0 T 8 pAy A — S T L3 O 1 R — O BT — s 5
fie 11 G 4 17 6% fig 7 1O AL 22 % JC Pes(processing elements); 75 — Fi & A 05 5¢ 1 58 Ab FEAT 55 1) 1l BE AR Bk
Fus(function units), 1 CRC 15 5L 70 %5 ZE ILA 1) 7 Ml 1) 5% b 2 25 03X 9 A o o0 — SR LR PR AL 2R 0L

AR EEBEA ALY Bt BE AR o A B Ty e R A e 3 e A8 e DAY 7K 42 07 2 A 7R — b 58 B 2 AL PR AL 2
T Tl 5 0 11 ) 5% b F 4% 32 24T Cisco [¥] PXF,Motorola [fJ C-5 DCP 4.
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HAT Wb PR AFA AL BE TG PE FB W] LA 5E AR BL AT 55, 2 AN Ab B PR T A8 I (8] W HEAT HRAT X T 45 1 114 099 2% Ak
S EEA Intel 19 IXP1200,IBM [f] PowerNP LA /2 Agere [f] PayloadPlus 5.

(2) Ak A7 B DMA Ht

TE— M1 2 A 328 R G, AP R AR A AT 2 FR G0 A5 1 — B0 T — e 1 Do) 6% A 2L 488 18 9% 30 5 B0 43 41
HEAT A7 0 5T ) 55 A 31, 75 BEPIAT X 9 A7 i 8 B A I 48 RE B 280 T DAk X — 3/ E A A3 5 N &0 DAk I A7 6k
P4 DU —28 DMA 50, AR A7 it 35 10 B VR 280%. BL L 76 Intel ) IXP1200 1 42 4L T SRAM )78 WK HE b LA
JORH Y (R A BR AR 4

(3) LAz IZ#H o0 ALU

AT J IR A B 2%, RO 28 A PR AR AL T — S8 1 T W 4% Ab B (1) & B35 AT Bz () B . IR 43R4
I, DR 53 ) 288 AL B85 SR T RISC H0 AR, T DUIBI A ] ALU 328 5 RE 7R — AN I J ST 7 5 k.

4) MEE H AL L% (co-processors)

TUAE A 43 190 285 Kb B 4 Sy — 60K 52 1) ) % 45 VE 4 1L 40 T PO B P B Ak 21 L 4 ) i e 2 A e | L Tl
528518 R FNBAF 4 HE 5 | B I He b)) Kb I 28 A S8 TR I 265 b R 48 N, A7 28 D) 22 HELE 4.

(5) T2 L BEEA

h T HE— D AR v A PR () 2, 0 4% A PR R R S IR 2 R BOR S B FR M I Y)H T A 0. Lt
Intel IXP1200 & — MG HE P A 4 AL B LR A S AR P 140G PCIBM PowerNP A B A 24U
4584,

T A Intel 9 TXP1200 S 481 5K 35 B L T ORE 2. IXP 1200 J T35 — 1R 0 1 199 2% A0 BR 3%, 1 Intel 2 7] 42 H
W R, DEC /A 7] 58 S BL.IXP1200 J& Intel IXA(Internet exchange architecture) 4t i) it i B4 il i 4, & B
B A 4 A B (K 2 B RS R DR AR SE B P DR B T IO FTLIXP1200 S ER R A AR 2 R B 4 R 1
N, H A BRI R AE 64 715 0 HIIHE B0 R T A 31 2.5Mpackets/s.IXP1200 FH 0.28u m L 25 il 3, T 4F i A5

i1 232MHz, AL Hy SW, il I 78 048 B T SOC(system on chip) () AR HoAR R 45 #4 Wi 1 iR,
(Host CPU (OptionaD ( PCI bus devices)
4 A
PCI bus 32-bit @ 66MHz o
l
(___PCI bus interface ) IXP1200
2
SDRAM SDRAM ™ - StrongArm
up to 256MB @ core
SRAM SRAM >‘L1 Microenginel ‘
up to SMB < >QM/= > Ml?roenglrhle2 ‘
Microengine3 ‘
FlashROM < v Mi(':roengil?e4 ‘ ‘
up to 8MB ( IX bus interface ) M1(-:roeng11‘1e5
Microengine6 ‘

Memory mapped
/0 Device IX bus 64- b1t

(ot ) CATE ) (e
Fig.1 IXP1200 hardware architecture
Bl 1 IXP1200 i1 R G045
IXP1200 FE i1 6 40l 4 FE 4 5 | ¥ (micro-engines) Ml — N TAEZE 200MHz (1) StrongArm AbFE 3% 241 5l 146
E 15 %5 4 6.6Gbps 1] 64 {ii IX Bus ¥ 5%, StrongArm. {7435 L& MAC &5 F A 45 & 35—l . PCI M 2k
U SR AN AR B 2 AT SE R 4 2 LA b (158 v 2 9 24 b B 45 | 4 2 B 1 o 5 a2 T 0 400 1) S8 s Ak 3t A
ﬁ%l%%ﬁ 4 SRR LR I HIX 4 MERFEILH — 4‘%@%1’&,%@%5@%@37FH?”#EHF%J.%@I%E:ﬁﬁ
4 ALU Zhfig, BoAMEAAT — Lo H T4 A AL B (0 FR kA 2, LU A U SR . B 28 RN | B B 2 W] LAA i
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2K TR TR A 384 W 4 5 105 | 38 (A Tid ' i StrongArm (SA) Core 5¢ . It A1, Strong Arm 38 7K 45 HAth — 48 33
B AR e R R T ) R Al T 4R StrongArm M RSN 5 55 1 4 1315 g 1,7 L StrongArm SE K
T —~ 8KB HIHHE 2 A7 F1— A~ 16KB 1454 2% A7 UL St —> 4KB ) Scratchpad SRAM.h T 35 4321 1) AL #L fig
71,1XP1200 &2 T —AN L H i i ml 9 #2 HASH 512 0L & & H FIFO $.70,H T MAC #0000 .
[, IXP1200 J BT SDRAM. SRAM #EHil#5F1 PCI 45 HI#%, & 5 2 v LR I 32 FF 256MB )
SDRAM #1 8MB [f] SRAM.

Z5 TR, IXP1200 F14T 1944 K0 BR 2% 16— e s, MR i A0 JE B, IXP1200 J& TN AT 3110 2 4k 71 3 3t o
BRI R S, 2 B2 (T 5 A Strong Arm)JL =2 7] — 77l 45, 22 b FH 4845 1 [7] 1 B30 00 A2 #0022 R 2%
56 T8, A 190 285 i Ak T g8 5 0 A 000 O i 2 e R U S

2 ARGt 0N A R i AY 1) 3

2.1 RGACEEFE
W 2 b PR 5 T A B NER 2 SRR ER T JR BOAT 55 ELAE AR SR TP B e — T 5T % A 0 R 4 A PR
e B MRS R G BREEYE Ol T 345 3X — %5, Tilman Wolf F! Jonathan S. Turner 7E SCHR[7]F A T 8 FPA
[ J25 U0 AR N YRR Py B AT 1 2 B (K3 A7 K, 49 21 1 BUR I R Ge Ak B 2% P (Bt (LR 1), L B2 2% 2 A T
“RISC #54/ 71Ktk
Table 1 Complexities of different applications
F 1 AFEN AL B R

Application Description Complexity Application Description Complexity
RTR Routing table look up 2.1 JPEG Image compression 81
DRR Packet scheduling 4.1 CAST Data encryption 104

FRAG IP fragmentation 7.7 ZIP Data compression 226
TCP Traffic monitor 10 REED Redundancy coding 603

[ IR SCH 38 5 M S 2 T RGP AL AR 45 1) 3 NI EREME: (1) RS R % F 2 1~100 4> RISC 48
A)FAT(2) KEMUTE B :— R EAA T 1 000 000 AN42H:(3) o Fedt) IS AT 8548 Lk 1) (1 25 Fe 9
WO, EE W TP 2% i A MPEG 4 ft.

XL FRATARE Tilman Wolf 25 A FECHE, /AT — 55 FH 2 20 A 11 S5 AR s 2 R DA Ph 25 3R (RTR) 0 £ 47
TN (CAST) Ay 18] 5 FRLAL 55— N 3X PR AT 25 o) Ak B 28 ) 2SR M i R G ik 08 1.2Gb/s(FER MR W& 1),

RTR T f5 Z W2 5 500 1.2/8%2.1=315 MIPS,

CAST T Z [IZ 54 1.2/8*%104=15 600 MIPS.

T BILAE 90 4 40 T 2% v BAN AR BH G I AR B BE 14X K 1 S00MIPS 245,441 IBM () NP2G 4 1 596MPIS. Intel
1) IXP1200 & 1 396MIPS. F WL 58 45 6 28 b 35 11 T4 2 AH 244 D8 DR 1), 5 LAk B %) J 2 0 88 vy, T B K.

2.2 RGEFHITHEXK

AN 2.1 A5 e (8 23 8 R LA R T A B AR R A DR ORI T I A 0 4% A A P A A BT A PR e
71, AR R GE W AL B SR 1732 A6 T IR AT AR BRALE]. FL AR A TR, JEAT A B 4 A% O s 2 L 78 40 1 FH AL AT 45 1)
FRIABE LG Bk ST K5 AN ) PRI AT 55 [ el A2 2 AN T) P B 45 B AL D ) 8% A L 588 3 1 1) ) AR FEAT: 55 K6 AN [i) P A B2
T AT VEARE s A S A )% 47 ol 2 TR R A B2 TR (A 55— JROAS S N P 5 7 1) L R s o438 A 7] T 2 Pl 3
{107 24 4 R ity 1 BR ARS8 VR 45 0T T 5 5 T, D) S B A 0 9 4 21 A B AR 6 B IR R SR AT MR AULER 2.

Table 2 Parallel characteristic of network processor

R2 MK ILE I RGIFATRE

Performance requirement Data parallelism Typical application

Data plane High High Packet routing
Control plane High Low ATM VC switching
Management plane Low Low SNMP processing

DAL, T AN Ay o0 20 AR B85 2R 4 0 AT 1 SR B P AR BLAE Bt SR 10, 0 1 I 0 — 2R, ORI AR 3 4
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JEKIFEAT LB,

(1) 2412 1T (packet level parallelism, & #X PLP)

R 43 199 28 [ FH #8743 2H 9 (packet level) IR, AN ] 1) 43 20— R 48 3k AL IR) b B, 9 21 T — O/ A A7 1),
IXFE A3 2L AT LA AN R 19 B 2% 53 FEAT IR 45 4K T 3 ol Ack 3241, A7 E — 52 160 R BR P, B 24 J8 T [R) — AN VAL (Flow) 1 43 41
LA R IR SS L AT Ab B 5 S0 — AN A B2 DR i B LUK 2 ) TCP &8 Wil ot o L7 B2k T
U/ INTE 24 i 4y 20 7 4 11 I (1) — A0 2 AR AIE 3 4L 1 I )

(2) 4y 41 W 347 (intra packet parallelism, [ FR IPP)

FE T 43 20 P4 3505 Ak ) Sl R v A AT 45t A0 ST B I ol S B SR ABL T A A B BR T B R R R AT
(thread level parallelism). {5l {1, — — 2 A #FEFE, U5 MAC Motk (i 4 1R H B9 MAC bl (25 38 2 58 2 ST 1,
AJ DAIEAT AL B[R] B I R 5N — 2 Y (R bl A 3B B, A i TPP (0 AT RR . 53 4, 38 I — L6 5 i (1) Ab #E 4 4
R PP BRI A 2 T B

(3) 84 2% 14T (instruction level parallelism, ] #% ILP)

T 159 24 b 3R 4% P 80 3o A P AR A 85 4 5 b R R A B AT AT, Lh i VLIW R A5 i 4 R 4h, A7 L6
A B AEAL T T L R4 IR AT (thread level parallelism)$i A1 R iy Lo ASHUURIE 57 4 W, 46— M AR 2 (1 B 5o ) 2
TN A TP S S5 AT BRI, DR e A KR40 W 4% 4 B 28 HE T ROAS 19 25 RE I3 KA ILP B,

DL b 3 Al A [ ] R B 9 29 A 260 300 0 1 &5 4 AR 12 FH ¥ ot e BT P T Y % Ak 288 DR R FH PLP JFAT 4
A BIHE 2 AN T B ) RISC Ab B 5138 (PEYAR BB — AN v b I35 2 R A T R A 455 56 sk 22 A 4k B8 5 ) 35 1) 4
FEUOL N T B A R RISC A Rl BT 13 R R 1, 0 L — A L 4677 05 08 S48 4 MOk AR L 2% TLP BiA.

76 LA B 3 A AT B AR AR S E PLP A2 5 17 S0 00 (EU SR T AH (RIS T AR /R4 PE 4 H F PE B¢
£ ) — AN B 284 (tradeoff) in) 2. 4 AL 53 PE AR faf 88, I AT DAZEAH 9] R T AR 46 1% 2 A~ PE{H 2 A A~ PE (1) 4b
A6 23 LA 22 n sl /D PE (M4 A H DAAR i 5/ PE (9 A2 8 7 (345 51 N TPP AT ILP AL, 4 95/ 73 41 7T o
AN PE AR AL RN 1A), AL, R (K PLP JFAT R £ 52 31— & M B k. — L B4t ) 45 L mi Bt 18 b PE $CH 10
ek AR AT LASE I PLP 3R AR BEES PE (¥ 3500 30 F 2208 T B, [5] A 488 K 43 20 7 21 28 il -6 ) T4 5 PE 1)
) 3 AL Bt 5 2 v X 388 K, PE 1) FH AR PR ik B0 AT DR e 1 90 4% Ak # 28 B 78 Wi R B8/ PE 1)
B H R ZESR PP 55 TLP P9 A S () 4 21w .

o T I FH BT, — MR K S 0 8% Adb BR824I PRD 0 4 T AT R A5 T8 20 A A B 1 AN B BRI 2 5 | N JFAT SR
DL3E i o0 A BE AR b T IRAE 1O 7 F D0 45 b B 2R AR B it PLP A4 32 4, DR B 090 38 43 I A e v 3 BRI
[ /& PLP X Fii A,

2.3 EILGigabitiiik R GRIPLE

{5 FH I 2% Ab B S5 A4 1 Gigabit B R LW T i FE QoS Mt Hh 855 7F RA KIS o SRIEAER . [N
TFREEEAN S OAEAEA W 1) )

o JFATIREEPT I In)

WS 2.2 715 TR, W) 408 A 3R T ORI FRAT A FRBOR e BLUAR AR R T 4 4 AR BRI R (AT ok T BUF 3
o)

(1) [R5 in] it

7£ PLP M, 0 4128 AN () PE AL B AH B T3 LIS 25, AN R PE I A B 1) 43 20 5 AN B2 A0 B BT 11,
A oy AL B AFAE AT — 58 ML) 5% Z2 . IX Bl 2 5% 28 35 BRI AR 45 R e R 9054 A/ 9 A J7 1 6 T IR 45 1)
| 11 [ 205 1) R0 R T S A A 43 2 A AR A SR AR e T R R A o 5% ) B I I AL R S A e )RR 1) R 25
] FLAE TPP AT ILP SE0% h 7 AE.

(2) AbBEZ TR B 1)

A7 B IR W, 30 A 22— AN 5 R B 23 1 B 3E K ER B — A PE SR 45 LA K B i SR JI 45 (1 1) 780 £ W 5 I 5 S 2%
FEALHE RS BRI T R T A P I 2 RS B, I B R UE AR AN A P E i R 0 R B S — R A R AR
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BNAWHESCHR[6, 17 K H T # S EE B PE(SURE A4 26 72 ) i 25 i % AN R (¥ 3 2, AN W] (%) PE(ERE #2578 ) R
B TR S8 Uity 1 A OR B SCER[18]H K ] T % T EHDA (enhanced hash-based distribution algorithm) )3} 2543
WL, A 18 T TCP 55 UDP W RPAL IS PELL & PE () 1 A5 0.

SR b 1o % Ak S g P £ A S R (o 28 e B A5 )t AR R [ ) ) R

(3) MEHLIA)E A ) A

N T R PLRID DA R 22 G473 4 25 il 0L, ) 4% Ah B 2% PN 358 PE ) B4 35 LA J% 5 A/ 0 8% 5% ) F 3 1 B ol &2 1 =
BN RS RE RSN T 48 1 R Ge e B, DK 0 I 265 Ak B 38 P 308 SR T 6 52 R 4 1Pl A 7 5, N e SL A %
FH ) s 0 2 A A X ol &5 4 )T EE B R R T AR I () 2 B OE AR SR M A T X — il R DL T 3G i i
S A 3 S SR BB 3G I 2R g8 ek T4

(4) FATOFLE RIK AL B R FR

e O Header reference TP AT A T B T LR 76 4 0L AL B 2 (LR
mggﬁgmmme 51N TR 1 4 LW A 2 7 T, B0 R 4 IR A A7 IR
- # Pipeline data transfer T T A T 4 BRA o 2H A B PR 28R 3 G, Diffserv 121
g T | B B b 81N T M F %09 U JE (class based
g scheduling) A1 3 T3t 14 1/ & (per-flow scheduling). %) T
E | U AT WRR SR SCRR (148 1 T
g 3 n 2.4Gbps Diffserv i1 5 % 1 % 3k 47 3% 3l 1% 3k 4b 30 F0
i ]| WRR I A K G5 G MO B i 2

il o FroR 5T WRR O BE, B8 JFAT Ab 202 400 % oot

L e Pnh S LR A HEAT 59T T 80 T 3 ik B b, £ SR

IE:%Z;Z; proceszlirig ¢ \’I&/I)I;e[;rlse(:hedulingra ¢ FEAT AR H I 3 PRI,
Fig.2 Parallel and pipeline processing cost o REE JLIEFI SOC(system on chip) At il &
2 JHT AR TR AL R A g T IENHT AR Gigabit 1944 110 7 35 M 4 i, i

TSR ) 25 A0 B S RS R ] SOC 1B 7 2.SOC 1A H IR A b T WA 28 5 010 e A R e A A ek . i i
S T ¥ AT 2 1 S A B SR 2R 0 T 0 4% A B % A S A — o B H 14 A AR, 11 el ) TXP1200
TR ARG T 2KB KR4 2 0] LA, — 6 ] T i S S A 45 2R A A7 0 1 A X SRSV AR T A
B AR A7 A A 1 2 TR 2O 26— B A R M R 7D £ S b 2 R 20 e LB 340N T SOC 1 R 7l i, AR Tl
BT ok A TR 7 7 6 48 AP P 35 46 B R0, G o 5 5 A £t 2 cache /NI TO 388 450 T 1R HE V. SCHIRLS 1065 19
2 AR BS 1K SOC AL At T — 645 1, 3 38 1 BT (1) J7 14 49 W T 22 Ab BB AS HEAT SOC I 91k g, 3 A A T4 5
T AL £ 90 2% A B8 3L cache FR9 R/ TO S B B Ak B 8% B 14 D0 i >, SR A 16— A AR L

o JEHT PR 7] @ (latency hiding)

T Gigabit (1) 5 4 5K B8, 4 4L 81326 (1 17 % JL B 4080 38 % 11 Normal execution
SRAM Vs ] I )45 10ns JeA7, il AL BEAS AR VT AT Gl s AL T2l L g -
SR AR, DRI A7 i 28 007 ) S0 445 SR A F Ak 8% e 99 9 3
Tl 2 EF X A 8 5 L % At — 28 A 8 B 4 ) ) e R e
{11 Intel [ IXP1200 5§ T° SRAM ({95 i) By 30 ANps gy, @

XS FIFO MRS 40 sl s mm e, Lo ° peneyidne
SIS 4 AT BT 00 B 1 T DA 2 M 5 5 s 0, 3 | L,

A SBT3 . B e S A B0 8 5 BRIE AT 10 ] 1 2 1 2

AR 7 ] B 205 4 o ) 0 9 2 A B 2 B R gy Deshedelateney - Realline: processing time

I A 2 5 ) 24 PRI 10, 7 2 00 T Lk 8 G ) S £ 2802 Fig.3  Principle of latency hiding

S A 5B S e A A R L T g 3 SR RRE R A
b LER R S5 BAFLB3F :0EF I5 4 Ab  28 o ELA ACHAE  FE  0 2 T 8 2  90 T  JE
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L2 T ) T % P 2 ST S A A AR A AR e A SR 5 AN TR RO ) P A A Bk T B S AN R A
R 2 T b, DR 43 7 P ) 4% A 3 388 A8 P 2 2 08 s AR SR 188 e N A7 U i) S IF ) i) 80/ T8 AT I Ik e 2 —
TR AL TG BAR A, T — T b T A AR A, 2 — 45 T Bl 2R R B U () JE AR AT B S AT, th 5 — 4 %
P R AR AL P35 08 U5 0 Intel [¥) IXP1200, 5 AN 5 1 340G 4 ANEFE, L 1| 47 $04T;1BM 1) PowerNP, &/
PE $HA 4 44672, A W4 AT S0 AT ko, 4 295 b B 24 — R0 3ds 5 | N5 T4 (1P B A2 2 2 1) 4.

BARZ LR R ARAT B T I 0 R (5 2 IR 110 8 S5 R0 A P S AT 0 R 45 A 1 Mk R et o I A
FA A9 n, 75 SCHR[6] 14 ¢ T 2 Pl i A b HR R, > — 40 SR AR MR P9 A7 7 ) S5 4 VR B, b R e R AP 3 e
— AN LAY P e R AR TSR 43 T 2 3 Al TR L 10 ke 2y A U 8 U ) A L R FH 52 AN AR B K
M), 4 53 21 A P8 1 DB, Ak 2038 R FH R0 T e, LD DR gl A e T B A 0 K T T 8 0, N A7 U ) S, X R 3l
() £ i o3 W 7 A 3 A 24 P 8 T AT 2 R 0 A ) 1) A B 5 R otR A

3 WKAERN AR

30 ETMELESMEARIME
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B4R R G5 R R TP e vE . ARk . RO =T TR AL B G K, VERA B F R 45 1 R 1 R Bl
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(forward), v #1517 58 43 4L (0 B b Ab BELS S — AN % U EE 4% (scheduler). 78 EL AR S B b % 00 H R A — Fh3E T
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H Strong Arm Fl PC 41 57 8 151 J2 K 1 E 52 IR B0 Ab B2 e Ah, 12 550 F ALIE 704K 2R 45 K i P BE DR AN D5 A T — 52 1Y)
TAE,SCHR[23] 50 30 i 5 fr il = ) T B 48 7 VERA S AN Z R BR AR & TR U7 IR . AREL K, 57
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FERLFT I N QoS 1 FE AL R 7] 25 4% I SR g EAT T — & I U A5 Al 7 & . 7 T, VERA 45 H T — 46 4E
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Fig.4 Packet processing flowchart of VERA Fig.5 Hierarchy of VERA
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Table 3 Time and space expenses of typical extensions

R3 LRI RN [A) K R T

SRAM R/W (byte) Register operations Registers needed
TCP slicing 24 45 7
ACK monitor 12 15 4
SYN monitor 4 5 0
Smart dropper 8 28 4

A, VERA 7E 2 40 0% U5 A0 AR BR A5 U B SRl b FUR T 13 S0 R0 285 20 e, — S8 AR5 1R 32 AT I 28 FH 380 3555 3))
AU 55 Columbia ] Genesis H' 3% 1) NetBind®4A4H ELiE 45 A 2. I, VERA BARTER RE5 M A T s34 i
HH (B R FE S5 E QoS #5 hl Se s DL K B 48 A B AR 45 T AE 5 B AR K58 3.

o ZiEr QoS ¥ il SEmS AT 7T

fAf Bl i, QoS #5578 W 4% RE ML 4R AT CRUE Y W] Y00 1) 25 8 A% i M 55, 3t A AN TR FH P (%) 0 5 R el
F 2845 43 4L AR TR QoS 47 L& JETT T 1R 2 M 9%, L T 45 B A 1200 AT 45 R RO, A R M 5k i) 270, 4
2 kb B1 2% (packet processor)fk & 45 #4128,

SR X G 5 23 A2 1T ) 9 266 Ak B 45 4 2 Ak B v %) e — B B 7 S — AN B B S L AR 0 ) 4 JR) gk
S H U AN R G0 AR B B8, TRAT VB w5 AR G0 R ) A 2 3R A B R IR A Ik it (] I 3 T2 8 R AN [ 7 1) 1) I
G500 ST U P 10 8 06— 6 03 2 S ) ) T 5 O 2R U B 45 T 8 0 T AL

Queue R REZINM Intel IXA K200 H & DL

QoS Fs il a5 A 1) % 1 A B R A3 98 85 b o Gk

‘e TGt IR I7 S T IZTH B Intel [ IXP %
li : : Packet A1l W 4 4b B 35 24 SEIN P & AR AL LR G 7 21 [m] )

Packet
. R 0 2 ab B B ROl T AR A% I
i H X Han &l 6 B it 5E T4 2K (class based) ¥ 2 A7

¥ B4 AE RS ML R A K

M1: Classification, M2: Buffer management, M3: Packet (CIaSSiﬁer)"E%'ﬁ%/l\/%% il ﬁg%ﬁ%’#ﬂgﬁ%%{ﬁ
Fig.6 Multiply queue system 25 4 P A28 K0 ) RIS MU 76 40
AN EL SyIERN] L RGIHERS  HE N FRAL N [R) DA K 0 4% Ak

HLAS R R PE X I H W@ T 5 4EM 5S4
REVE M2 P B B 1 B TR X I 4 B, AR — S B M A AL AT X R B o 41
S AN AEE . H R, 1% H 47 Intel (8 IXP1200 _ESZIL T Tail Drop'f1 PBS(partial buffer sharing)P"2%4%
STV, [F A AR PBS B &G 3 T 5) 24 M {E () DPBS(dynamic partial buffer sharing) 573121 . M3 J& 73 41 1)
A HE R R, T 2 TSI B L T R Uk e s M BA B i R oy A IEAT I, T T 1 32 B
PRS2 B AR 98 2 B G R SE ) B A% AR, I H E S8 WRR(weighted round robin)!'*L,DRR(deficit
round robin)45 2 il I AR [F] IR A0 I S8 B9 DR R A B K Oy I SR A LA T AT T ARG E SR A
AR R EIER I T EET Diffserv (1A AS R FE 2 5540 56 2% 10 5 18 BN 51 3 R0 2 b i B D5 =091
QLT(queue length threshold)**1i J& 523281 PBS A RED £ 5 B 1E 454 V6 g 23 A Sz 491
FANAELEG T E PR RETEN J7 10, % 50 H AR ERAR T — 5 A SCHR (31148 45 S QoS TR A —AN 2 Hix
] AN H AR AN ] B IRl AL, SR IR T R A Ak BAAUERT . 434 B R DL AP TE N I 2R A F
M5 % S0 B A X Power 24 SRS SO AR 1) Power 24 22 36 T HL A 81 ZR 48 (1,3 K Power {1 #
TAK TSI 4% 1 — A~ 322 H Fs:

_ Throughput*

Power O<a<l.

Delay
SRR Power A ZEIT 2 MM 2 KM, H 10 IR A6 L2 & % I8 W A P 2 $(delay fairness
parameters, {7 % DFPs)fil Z 5 2 /3 F- 2 ${(loss rate fairness parameters, [ FX LEPs):
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T!Z
! —,0<a <1,

Power = ZPoweri = z = ;
wp-d;+w, -

K T, 1 2B 0 (TR SPIIBABIAEIN . P38 25 2k 3wy, wy AU, MR 0 AN ) £ B 55 0 %2 1
L.

o Je il VR R R R B A

TAE K050 7 FH I 2 Ab B 38 R 45 1 — AN LB ) 2 RISC % 1 IFAT A B R 45, IR I8 A7 45 35 KR L =2 R U,
WA A . SETE IR R A BB A5 AR U R SR ME X AR R 2% . 7 e A% S R A O R B 2 T Y
VR oh BB e A5 B U5 52 i i T ORI 90 2 SRR A P 7 TR i PR 8 Ak P 35 T TR T ) S 3801 1 R A PR 2%
T SR SRR T 5T 5 — T T A AR A 2R G0 1k (A FS A M AR Py SR ) BT R T 114 2 21 1 J3E B0 R 7

ST BTG 7 S 2 — OB Casavant F1 Kuhl 28 SCHR[36]H7 BT R BO3E T 505 (10 43 20 ), &3
41, Lazowska Hl Zahorjan " 'ZEMF 5T 145 i 038 W TE (adaptive) Bt % 1 7 S5 s & B, B7 P 14 35 B 0L 14 702801 1
TS A DLAEAS L o3 R 1) M e AE W 25 40138, B35 Web Server,Web Caching 143 Aii 2505 B 45 18 16 H B0
(38391 — L JL T HRW(highest random weight) ) 6t 251 575 A 0l 7 ) 31 I 4 A B v AN L IX 28 3L T HRW (19
JiE K 2 R PG SR8 (8] # BE N7, R G0 3 N PR3 72 AR A S B0 R IR 25 78 i) R R INF &5 45 TCP/IP 43 47T
e R PR AT AR AT VRO IR0 T e A AT ST (4 A AR MR e T N ) R 2 R R X R
HAUUF LA R

(1) FET — LRt S (random mapping) 515,71 Hash-Based 1 HRW 25 /] I ZE AR UE — 52 I 75845 1 (faults
tolerance).

(2) & LHATBARRE K ZR G HI 22 o0 2, RIVRE 28 G R 2 5 SCA I Tl £ 8 4L

(3) & XAk e BAE, A 2 B G R I A ik ) BRI 4l A A 3801 45 SR IR O T AR AT S Al A A3
TP AR R S M.

(RS B A e 1 SR PR, 8 30 1 U U ) (flow mapping)! 2, B4R & A T G DR A HEAT IR,
AR B AR U U TR 2 () A PR o VA Ak SRR UM I SR FH AH () 1) 503 Xt TSR F - Diifffserv 45 14 (1 % H 25 45 5L T
25 RN R AN IE H .

X 53 2L B S TR R U A 24— A 43 2 B K I R AT TR (1 A B IR — AN 43 2 5 Ak B — AN 43 2
Jii A BT T 0 4% b T A () o AR TR R G B R A Rt B 7 BRI,
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Fig.7 Packet processing system outline
K7 2 AL B AR S 454

FGER M — Bl IAL A i tH BA S ) 4544 (CBIO) B A\ A th BA 970 18] i — 21 R AT HLIRI R A e 5% 0 783X 2R 55
DAHT A — AN Ab 125 1 B A% (processor scheduler) £ 57 43 21 1A Ak 310 B2 7 i H it A 5105 AT — B 2% 1 P 48 (link
scheduler) § 57 73 20 1 A 38 18 B2 73 2 JE2 % Adk P ARE 9% FR) A 4o 0 A2 Ak PR 25 0 FEZ 2 R0 9 2 24 1) S0 v i A%
GEIK) 73 AL AL B AR g 0 A7 B PR A7 A - e D i R D0 e 0 R 2 8 DR 0P, 0 4 2% A L85 2R 00 U S5 7 T 4%
“HIE.

TG A B Aol R A, LA 0 I R A F 43 401 Ak B ) R AT SO0 U % T B A £ Al Ak B 2% (general
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purpose processor) ) P 4% Ab F 8% R 4500 o W 5. A BE B B g% O T, o A FE SRS R TR IR Cam TR
(I 7T 14 5 HL— Sk BEVF A 2 it o B0 1 28T PE 458 R GPS(general processor sharing) i1k 47 T
AHR IR L AR 2 — L8 5L T PFQ(packet fair queue)) 73 ZH R S5 5% W& I AS fie e FH ok A A 250 28 1) 8 82, DL O i 4
WFQ,WFQUOVAG A FH 1 i PO T ¥ (10 MOk 5, 13 4 il 0l o i) S 18 24w gl % 0 bt S0, A sl A2 100, B 4% 75 RS 0
L1323 2 A TR T RE B A IS TRD, T T Ak B R 40 DR . B AR — S B i 1 SFQ(start-time fair queuing)*”)
AN T ELRN3E 43 2 AL PRV I ) AEE SFQ TR IR OL T, 28 48 28 I B 5 250 H 1) 388 T i B8 00, 9H 75— S8 s AH G £
#(correlated cross-traffic) | 28 15 5 fl48],

DL gt — SRR 5 7 8 S A DL GPS SRS A2 A% M 1 () o R 488 T SRV B R S 1 D 2 PP 25 R Gt RE S 500k

JH 33X A By A P T 14D 0 2 A 5 B T 10 A R 8 A0 0, SRR (431 45 8 T — i I P T 1 4L Ak B B 1 9
c=a,+p,1,
2. ¢ =2 2, L/ n
R S
a,=2,¢-B, 2,1
X e RAKFER 115> HIEAT a BRI, 0, PRI G AT a BRI IFES, B, N P IRA T AT a A3
(R4 V8 BE SR A2 AT I N B — AL B @ 9 B0 R IS B X, 20,20 20, e -4

553 20 U8 55 SR W TR e b e 6 R P 38 KR 4 A G 1Y) PRQ S, 177 4 BI85 U4 55 K38 43K . FCFS(first
come first serve), T-Opt(throughput-optimal),LA(locality-aware),LAP(locality-aware predictive)?®”.

o WL A BRI BEVEAN

W 2% A AR PERE VPN S R E B MR A T AR E RG T E Pk H— MR & H E T S RN I
FRIR 7 G T 16 a0 B R R 00 AT S DA 2 v, TR AR SR e vk ) AR e b AT P e T R A 1) P R PR A AR A
VA5 T — 7 THT 5 AR G0 B FH Jy G AT PR R VA s 53— U THD A o) o0 4% A B 28 A B JEAT Pk RE DA 1T 38 18 H IR 2 7
WA FR G EVE N 7 R RE, A N J7 S BT 5 OSOE B AR S T A TR 4 Ak B A B e 6T H A
R EFIEVERE T, h P 25 b 3138 () B T 5 4 38 45 1A 1A e adh i 41 00 B 1) S .

TLALE 75 b 1 2% A T 8 TE A DU 3 B 18 K, R8T 30 AN TR 500 AN BEHE, I 2 o) £ 4 7 2% 1) 1 2R
SER . NAF SR G 1IN TR [ K 45 T e DA R R 100 PR R L L A ok 17 1K 1 R e O R b o LA £
Ae VRO CAE B — MR F 52 B I 2 (benchmark) RS 288 95 Fip A 0y 2. 0T 190 455 A B8 11D oo e ) e LA 1) R 4
PR BE PP LA HB A2 2 T 52 B P 4 1) . Nemirovsky 78 SCHBR[52]7 5 18 T S Br il e (1922 5K DL BT 10000 P 9K o, [e]
Shy ) 4% b T AR B 9 SO T — ALV PR AR B A B R . BRI 2 A el Tsail® 1 R4 T
T 08 244 b 3185 14D A0 P 000 AP ) 79 0 R A e D)0 s X 0 D 2 5 0 A9 R AR 2SI T % 1

TE AR I k05 10, E AT — S8R4T B9 I 3K A . SPECEY, Dhrystonet®, MediaBenchP®V S ifii 1] [ #4 28 45
F1 68 T 190 28 A B 9 R 8 AN KT A IR IR R B T — S [T DA 190 86 Ah T 8 ) A A L7798 S sl e 4 AR [ )
AR T — RAVMRFER T, I B ST S S G 8] T LT WA A B2 0 R G2k N U 14
A 2L L AE A IR TR CommBench!”,NetBench®, EEMBCP7 [z NPF-BWGP®, & 4] ff 1 A 4 1
W 4.

Table 4 Characteristics of typical benchmark suits

F 4 P BORESE

CommBench NetBench EEMBC NPF-BWG
Number of benchmarks 8 9 34
Benchmark classification basis Workload Processing levels Application oriented Processing levels
Executable description Yes Yes No Unknown
Method of benchmark choice Yes Yes Yes Yes
Environment and system benchmark No No No Yes

EATTIE A B A 1 e ) 5% Ab PR 2 T KD, PR NPF-BWG AN B R GE 1 A BEX A R GE kAT VP4 b,
£ CommBench $2H 1) 8 ZLIMBHE P f AT 4 A AR S AR BRI, 575 1 4 A4 R A S 33k, e (T AR A b
BT AR 2.1 4T T B B I 9 2 A B 1) R e R AR CommBench & K& T 5 IR 45 D3 HL AT W Aff 1 150 B3 o
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LR 2 2 P AL ) 199 4% Ak 2%, 1 Intel [¥) TXP1200.25 8L, NetBench 1152 LT 9 4L FE )7, I K 1X 9 4178
o hIE)E 1P )2 NH)ZE 3 MR B JZ IR G X R 43 28 NetBench 113X 7E IS JZ 45 4 (micro-architecture)
F T 48 Kb 3 6 S K4 PE (heterogeneous), 3 H. B 42 7E SimpleScalarP™ B8l 28 #1 Intel IXP1200 %45 1153
T E WA R RS X T HA 2 003X P A R AN 43 W2 .EEMBC U A I 286 I FH A5 10 R, 45 H T T ) I
bV B A i G AN [ AR S, L b A4S — 28 OSPF A5 PR 0.

EFL I8 #2457 1H, Patrick Crowley ™45 A S5t 1 — bl 3 - 1T 2 A28 199 465 455 10 11 190 2465 Ak 25 () RS20 ) f o A5
BRI RGAEE . R, W AR 3 SRR IR ) SRR YA T VR A SRR 2 AT AR AR
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L SR A, H AT [ Ge A 9 24 A B 25 i R IR P B VP AN AR G 43t 5 T S U 5 1) AR AN 1) g e A T
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7 5eE.

o R4 b S 1 N H

P 23 Ao JERL 55 PR N AT SUAR B T2 B TR, 5 G R e TR I T L g I 1R I8 P Y451 X L 1 4R A
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(1) T 9 20 b B8 10 8 B 6 T A8 400 T 4% 05 B ot 25 4 3R 45 1 DT R0 T e RS M R B 2. L 2 Allcatel and
Asante Technologies {fi il IBM [1) PowerNP 4 HoA% 0o % 1 B 32 e % 411 Broadband Access Systems,Mayan
Systems,NorthChurch® }2 Cloudshield Technologies®*# ] Intel £ IXP1200 A4 3k B 2% 4 5 4%

(2) B AW AP K. VPN BRI 5 £ 55,

(3) Jogk M 41 FH : Ad Hoc TG4k W 4% 7 (19 4% HH 15 #%,3G FIRSURR 1T S 4%

(4) Z o1 W 0428 Tl BASE A0 T 46— LU SR K D 286 Ak 3 B84 O 30 2 4 U R 5 36 8 4%, Lb 40 Empirix £
i Motorola 1) C-5 1 Jy SLI £ 540 2% FHl T AE el N ARTF Mg 4B i . Blzh, FRRES R,

o 2 b FT A HABAR ST Y

(1) =B 2% aT g i 0 26 AR AT 5

KT SR PAT AL I B SRR AT ARSI AT . 00U L g B 55 b — SR 9 Rt A
FHEIM 45 4hFEEEH, LE U Columbia K221 Genesis K AT 4 2 12 00 W9 45 b R0 MG 2 2 L 21 D9 4% b P28 R 4 P 78
Intel IXP1200 (¥°F €5 b T AR AT I 3 AR A 1 3 25 M 2 1 7.

(2) AbFRDR R GRS

XA 5T 5 X 20 b 318 A D% 1) 2 2 A X A B 38 A 22RO F S (n RISC A A% ~ Db A B 248 55 ) LA B Y A7 452
F s e e 2 85 1 B9 X et 5 32 B R T A A4 3R 45 4 L AR e o0 0% 4k T 88 110 1 RS

(3) 28 AR T W 4% Ak 3L 1R T R S5 A1)

KB5S FE T X E — AR FH P 45 A 2% RIS, 08 3L 77 ot 8 A7 B0 R 2% ¥ 2% JL P LA Intel IXP
2K ARG AR I EE AR 48 A BIAS H AG H8 i 22 00 A7 A B P9 A, TSR K P B e T AL B K AT R IR
ISR T 22 A BR35 (8] 815 B8 07, JF 3G 1 — LE A AR 45 2 AT S G, Wi sfe ik il AR 45 4 AN X SO o ot
I 2 THT 1) £ 5 4 S AL B AR, B T 0 A B 2 R BOHE v S A PR AT ISV T T T
3.2 MRALIEREY LR mAIHE X TR

Bl 90 25 N R TR 0090 R 2 5 e P MG, D0 5% A B A8 TRV 9 5 R R 52 ) ) 9 v i 5 RSN R
S, A R B 96 SCFF 2.5Gbps B, 3 T F AU 10Gbps #1427 40Gbps, I 34 2k ¥ 74 SR AL BEH AT 5
TRV 5 T A% 00 ¥ 4 — AR (E 2 B W AR 350 2 55 A% 1 A BRAT: 45 [ 48 5 I 4% Ak B 48 3 T 8 P A o AR okl
D) 45 T 100 25 T £ TR R 5 SIS THI K DA IX 85 I8 P ) 486 Ak 3 4% 445 )RR DA 9 3 A T J B IO 29 Ak 3 488 1) R e

(1) P28 IS I B R e

LA 14 4 &% 187 P B T B I P AN R e 2 A AR OST MRS b Bl 31, BRI 22 1) v JE A B R vk s
G2 UCHRAE . L 1, Web A2 #8038 URL #8014 TCP Sty R HTTP B SUfs 2ok pe s AH Y. (1 % bh 5 4 A5 th
T 2 W BUR Y — R ity 1) i (peer to peer) H SR U, AT PR AR A A B A0 2T ELAR S TS0 DRI 1bk, %oF D) 8% Ak B
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i 2T R e £ 2 SR ke B i

T34 IPve KB BLA JE T 1P Muhb (9 4kis S ok T EORARAG, L 2 4 A $R5TVE (2 A 7 BO K Ok
3, 34 A DGR A AR BRKE KT 300bits, I I () A B 2 55 2 LR AL B A OCE - 288bits 1 K )
B, NATTRE TP 1) e 3 B by A5 R 20 28 SE05 T T RO 9 A E AR AR b R T L A1 TPv6 7 2 ST TPSec B, 5 1t
LT (R Sk A B 2 A, I 9% Ak J 388 30 5 R AT DR 1K) I3 A 855 58 T BAL TPV 6 ) E B 25 A A9 245 b JER 245 1)
ReEAE KA 55 107 ) R .

I5¢J5 Bt MPLS [ 113 5 Fi,MPLS K 15 ) Ethernet, SONET,ATM % 2 Fft 1= it I i3 1) W 7] TAEARUE A 4 bt
ZEAT it FH 25 (label switch router) [ I S 3455 22 Ff B8, 1 199 28 Aab B 25 (1) SR 3 e AR Pk b B AR AR S 86 B R P 1
B2 IS ) 5% Ak B 25 3P Y Ak BV S5 5 ) SR 1 R AR L M 3 I R R 14 A e K A S AT AR I AR R
(R BEVE TR 2R 85 KT 5t b 4 45 B T AL

(2) MIZRALTES B 5 1 R S5 )AL

Bt 9 6% 1 T P O R 0 PR K s R R B o, o 6% Ak B2 1 R R 8 )t 7 AN T b kA, 2 SR LA T AT 45
K OB AR AR RETHX 3 AT

o JEAT SR B R KO I R R E RO, EE 2.2 T AT IR AT SR R AN X BB IR A AL
TBe A P S AR T2 ok B AU 2 AL AR AT IN B DRl T 28 AU S e B 1 A BL L Jorp
Broadcom ffJ Mercurian J& 173 A B T 1GHZ LM H — A M 44 b B 4% h PE (0% H I A& 1 2 i it i
0 45 4 v PE S U7 1) K

o PRARIRIRI T N AL 2 AL B AR 5 R AT ASIP BRI, T 4 v R R 19 4 AL B A P A R T
e LL ASIC Ak BEES BTE 2 HE I, IR IS Ji 56 — S8 1 A 0 Aab P g L0 8 20 412 19 30 I 6% b B 8 5 1 P9 8. 53 OB, T e
T8 BT A FE (AT 55 Ao oK B AE 2, Vissers %5 N CST EL 4 FOR T — Bl FLAT 22 1044 b B0 ) Adk B 25 (1 T

o EAE ARG R B — AR 2% b B A A R A — BOR AR 3L R A O 3R — AR
F10 I £ b PR 3 AN(ELIE 5 T AL SRS S PE [R) AR 8 ) (5 L 5080 20 i R 2 A7 ), 1T EL 7 A PR 25 1 11
AR BE S AR T Tt AR TAR 22 1 AR, Eh il Intel () IXP2400 390 T A e 7045 8 1 RIS T ¥k £ PE
TSN AF BRI, — LS B TH ISR T 09 00 A A7 A G ) 7 VR AT ok

5 Ll Intel 1) IXP2400 5 IXP1200 1 Lu A1, 681 T LA b 3 AN )5 T 1) sk

Table 5 Comparison between IXP1200 and IXP2400 network processor
%5 IXP1200 5 IXP2400 ¥ 4% b #4811 L 8¢

IXP2400 IXP1200

Parallel structure Core frequency ' 600Mhz 200Mhz
Number of micro engines 8 6
Co-Processor Hardware multiplication Yes No
ATM segmentation and reassembly Yes No
S Neighbor registers Yes No
Inter-Communication Local memory 640Byte No

(3) AHSCWFI LA B TT Ji

3.1 TR T I LR B CARUT T — & BUR R U5 1R 2 1) BT R il v 52 o b A I
ECLUR LA

o SEEURIRRE T M FT. H RO 4 R A R 0 18T 1) R — SR A U0 N R G A R R R R R T R
PAKAH Y. (254 QoS 478 hil B HF 2 2R SR — B i (1] Py 4t 9 111 94 it

& PE Py {4 2R R 1) 1 15 DA RS I Bk e AR R IF 7T 565 2.3 15 TR 42 81 7 2 I ek A, RIS PE Y 2 -4k 72
(1) 8 ¥4 T A2 g T 38 B I B3 — SR AR B A K 22 B i O T R S A U L PE P AR 8 R, (S MG e 2 R i
PUAT IR 257 11 86 A o A AT 2 ) 2 R o R v A5 G I BRI R =2 B T — s . A 5 & 47 U PE 4k A2
YA FEAE P9 (49 5E 22 04 S ) I ek A 52 1) 00, A B 1) BB ASE R L R o T TAR A3 802 T e

o LA ERAR P REVEAY M R E WSS 3.1 45 R BT AR BN, B TP 4% A B 2% ) P BE VP AN 3 BEAR S S B i 1Y)
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T4 R RE VPN T 0K [ R Y | 4B, R 3 & A 1 T ) R 5 B 1Y) R G B TR R . T B UL 2 4 A
PR BB PP PR T 3G . [ BT, 00 At 44 58 A0 5 3 I B P AN R bR v K 5 B

o L A0 FL A TR TT R L R R R G B A W 4% A S B, — S SR T R LA B T R R R,
Ko W 4 b B2 DT LU C W8 ST IT R, RNt BT — L8 S RF W 24 b BE 288 AT I ARAE RS AETT K
T H 7B 3 S AL T & R 5 (IDE) 4 W) & &, Wl Intel 1) WorkBench. 3+ H7EJT & £ B4t —2 L& [ TH T
IP {3 APT F1-FF2 P . 55 41 Network Processing Forum 1 1F £E 2y W4 28 A 28 T & 38 FH () 343 O BB AE R 40
J7 K AT i AN S ERAVE R ZE(N Linux, VxWorks 258) i) % FH 1 9 2% 40 B 28 B4 22 G0 i %, Eb 21 Princeton [
Vera fiT{# I ) Scout OSP7.

4 :E\ Zél:

AR SCAT T W 5 b PR B R RIS AN T T X ) 45 AR BT T RS RIOMEA . e T I AL B
i OO RE A A PR A R 28 8 G A e 3 DA D ) 58 E A Ji e T I P M 2 b B K Giigabit BE S R 58T
T 3 D ) R, 2 T 17— S e ) AP R A 77 32 () I A ST i T L8 X 4 b PR T T TR ) IS T IE 9 AR
IV B B TR TT S N o 10— SO AN L e J AR SCEE 5 DA TR S 8 AL, DA 4 b B 28 1 5 R 2 P A £ e
BT MUK I T 1),
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