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(Merging points for the operation of a LSP tunnel based
on an optical label stack structure )
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Abstract

Establishment of bandwidth and effective traffic processing are required to treat various traffics according to a rapid
increase in Internet traffic. A wavelength based transferring method was introduced to support a broadband bandwidth
according to this requirement, and consequently, a label processing procedure has been investigated to treat various
traffics. This paper introduces a regular shape of stack structure in order to solve the present MPLS label stack
processing unit, and analyzes the relationship to label merging, which is initiated between label merging inside and outside
the LSP tunnel: By applying an adaptive label structure and merging point, a hierarchical label, which is aroused in the
GMPLS, can be uniformly simplified and improved from the perspective of cost and processing time at a node
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Table 1. Parameters for evaluation.
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