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What was it”/

New survey on how people configure peering
Technical guestions on protocols -and features

No personal or identifying information collected

193 people started to respond, 153 answered all
guestions.

http://www.twoguys.org/~gregh/peering-survey-2008/peering-survey-2008-results. pdf
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Who answered

® Responses from across the
Deering community: received




P Unicast peering

® Encouraging to see 90
respondents looking to
deploy. Ipvo across
their network edge
Soon.

x Finallyl ~2 years from ~
IANA Ipv4 pool I
in I

exhaustion.




BHD

Some thoughts that it’s not widely.
deployed as people unsure what it'is.

Reduces path failure detection times.

Routing protocol agnostic (to a
degree)

Faster reconvergence time




Example

X %

x Peer A breaks connection to IXP.

x Peer B doesn’t tear down session untll
timers expire {link stays up).

x BFD would trigger faster failure detection



1 imers

x |f you don’t/can’t support bfd, nterested to hear from
neople who have tried varying timers for elbgp sessions

e.g. neigh x.x.x.x times 5 15

® Peers may reject sessions if Hold timer too low.

x May increase control-plane busy-ness.



BB R E R EEEEEEEEETETETETETEEYY

RRRRRsRssssesesesssseseseseee
Y Y I T T T T T T T YT YT YT YT YT Y T Y YT YTy Yy Y
BERRR RN AR RRRRRRRRRIARN!
Y NN laa‘aalJ/JJJJJJJJJJJJJJ

SN 44144J4144JJ444 \ LM“M“M“
T NYNYYYYYN “
Y Y Y Y YYYYY YN NYNYNYN
..4.4414144AJJJ.uJJJJ ‘
*n J

VY'Y J/XH.HUJ JJ JJ

BARRRRRRRRRES
eeesee
,:4444f
YYYYYS
I
T

Y
TEELL)
e e

Peers

Peers
B Accept From Customer Peers

ic
te

Peers

Send To Private Peers
iva

Send To Customer Peers

Send To Public
Accept From Publ

Accept From Pr

v ,J/A‘;;.; ;:.

JJJ4444.4...4
YT YT S
T ™
FET 1) )

TITIYTYHY Y YN

PR
JJJJJJJ4444,
TYYYY

sesnannRRN

YT T YT TTYTYTYYY Y Y Y
e e e JJJUJJJ
, Y'Yy .‘.,//44 JJJJJJ.
v LX)

,,,.;;/a;JJIJJJJ :
,.,,..4.444JJJ~JJJJ
Y Y Y Y YYYYYYYYN

Y Y YYYYYYYS
‘,,,4,44J4/M/

) JJJJJJJ
YT IYIYYITYTYTITYE YN
» ,,,,I,IJJQJQQQ4

OO0

SN YYYYYYYYYS JJJJJ
T Y YT YT Y YYYYYYY Y
FYYYYYYYS ﬂJfJ
Y Y YYYYYYYYYS
\ Y YNYYYYYYYS JJJJJ.JJJJ ’ \
BB RRsRnsnRee
,..‘.,..;,;444JJJ.JJJJf
’ TYYYYYYYYS
,..,,.4444.44JJJJJJ 3 » . ) )
| YYYYYYYYS J/J, ARAL LI AR
IR0 ) JJJJJJ,,4.,,,

Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y- . YYYYYYYYYYYSS
OO0 0000O000000000 ) sRRRRRRRRRARRRRRE

. ...,,;.,‘a;4¢141414J1JJJ4JJJJJ JJJJJJ,J//JaJa;;;,,I,
Y YNYYNYS YL YYY T I I I I T YT Y Y Y Y Y Yy sy

' Y Y NYNYNYYSN TYYYYYN YYY Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y y

Y YYYYYY .4,JJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJJ,.444J,,.,,.,.,...

Y

) )
- , BRRRRRRARN

JJJJJ//Ja;;
JJqJJJ,...,
THNNTTYTYYYN

Y Y'Y Y Y'Y YN N NN

DA ARRNNRRRARRRRRRRRRRRRRRRRR RS
I T T T T T T T YT YT YT YT YT Y YT Y YT Y Y Y Y Y Y Y YYYY Y Y Y Y Yy
YT T T YT YT T T T YT YT YT YT YT YT YT YT Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
T Y Y NY Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y Y NY YN SN N

BE BB EEEEEEE S




x Generally now unfashionable.
- Admin hassles
- Security concerns

® Feedback was,; “You need a
'Sigh, If you really do insist’
option’




4 pbyte ASN

x | earn about these as RIRs will-lbe
giving out 4 byte ASNs by default
from 2010 (will-not recognise a
distinction)

x Quagga/OpenBGPd support today

x Commercial vendors working on
SUppPoOrt.




| oad balancing multiple links

x | Ink Aggregation-about as
oopular-as-epbgp: multipath.
Surprising as multipath

difficult to achieve at IXPs I II




Do you change the BGP next-hop
to a network you do not peer with?

x (Generally considered quite rude
x Risk of earning a bad reputation

x Non trivial to detect.  Mitigation features
apparently coming from vendors.




