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2. MPLS Operation, Administration and
Maintenance(OAM)

2.1 MPLS s1A¢] OAM 7|% BaA 2 AT
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<E 1> ATM OAM function

OAM Type Function Type
Fault AIS(Alarm Indication Signal)
Management RDI(Remote Defect Indicator)
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Continuity Check

Loop-back
Performance Forward monitoring
Management | Backward reporting
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OAM Type
Performance
M nt

OAM Function
Performance
monitoring
Loop-back Request
l.}/zoop-back

esponse
Continuity check
Error Report

0x01 0x01
0x01

0x02

Fault Management 0x02

0x03

0 1 2 3
0123456789801234567839012345678901
| M Type | OAM Function | PIU Length i

(23 2) MPLS OAM packet header

(2" 3)& MPLS oA LSP A% S3& A%
performance monitoring OAM 71 72 & el

0 1 2 3
01234567890123456788012345678801
OAM Type | OAM Function | PDU Length

Ingress Identifier

|
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| LSP 1D
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Sequence Number

Time Stasp

(3% 3)Performance monitoring OAM packet

<¥ 3> Performance monitoring OAM packet W] -&
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Loop-back destination LSR Identifier !
| Addr list sizel Addr pointer | |
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(3"  4) Loop-back test OAM packet
<¥ 4> Loop-back test OAM packet &
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Loop-back |
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Default Value 1 0x00
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