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Evaluation of network environment
using HTTP in IPv4 and IPv6 network

Yoshiaki Kitaguchi' Genta Tha''and Kenichi Nagami''

We did measurement and appraisal of the IPv6 Internet in order to grasp the present
network condition. We observed the MSS of TCP, TTL of IPv4 and Hop Limit of IPv6
between dual-stak server and client, and compared those parameters. On basis of this
measurement results, we evaluate the present condition of the IPv6 internet. As a result,
it is presumed that the ratio of IPv6 multihoming is less than that of IPv4. In addition, it
is thought that it is the effective parameter which presumes the present condition of IPv6
network.
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I3 EE (=) A LTCTEET HHDT, —KEIZIEZ MTU (Maximum Transfer
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na. i-T, MSSTHEZBIAT 2 & T, =—F P — [ MTU 2:RkE 0, EE
BREDX b DO HERT A Z LR AREL 72 5.

Bl 21X, IPv6 over IPv4 D X H 72 TP in IP b ¥ R /VEE#E % Ethernet | C{772 9 &, IPv6
» MTU 1%,

TERKYE RAEAT AT RS —
Information Media Center, Kanazawa University
TR BLA T v 7 VAT BEFSERT
TR BLA T v I VAT BEFSERT
INTEC Sytems Institute, Inc.
Q) MTU : — 25 ATRE/2 /X » b DT — & A X, Ethernet DAL 1500 XA ~&ied.

(© 2011 Information Processing Society of Japan



TR 2P RS
IPSJ SIG Technical Report

1500 (Ethernet ® MTU) — 20 (IPv4 ~vy # ) = 1480 XA k

L7 BD MSS DEIZZ 25 IPv6 ~» X E (40 /31 b)) & TCP ~v X E &7\ 72 1420
NA RERRDBTI, BUHIESIL- MSS 28 1420 XA R ThivlE, =—Fn 5 OEEKH
IPv6 over IPv4 TH % EHERIT A Z &N TE 5. R 1IARNRBEEKOIERE L MTU
BEIOMSS Oz E L0 5.

#£ 1 RBORBEKOFE L MTU/MSS

WIEHKOIRE MTU | MSS (IPv4) | MSS (IPv6) F—=N~y R
Ethernet 1500 1460 1440
IP in IPv4 1480 1440 1420 1Pv4(20)
GRE tunnel 1476 1436 1416 1Pv4(20), GRE(4)
PPPoE 1492 1452 1432 PPPOE(6),PPP(2)
NTT PPPoE 1454 1414 (1394) NTT_PPPoE(46)
PPTP 1474 1434 1414 IPv4(20),GRE(4),PPP(2)
L2TP (ver.2) 1454 1414 1394 1Pv4(20),UDP(8),L2TP(16),PPP(2)
L2TP (ver.3) 1452 1412 1392 1Pv4(20),UDP(8),L2TP(18),PPP(2)

21 Ry TRICEZ9MFE

IP~y X2, X7y PRy hU—7 ECTHEETE 2B %/R9 TTL (IPv6 D
A121E Hop Limit) AR E SN TWS. ZOMEIEX, V—F ZRHATREREREEZ R LT
BO, V—ZIZTI T oA SN TEEIND. 20D, ZOEZBHT L2 & T,
BEBRORy 7HEWNTHZENTE D, 2L, EEILTHREIND TTL/Hop
Limit OfEIX OS 12XV ZDOTFT 74V MEXNERY (£ 2), /2, LEICHREELTD
FHETHD.

# 2 REMR OSIZHIFHT 7 4+ /v ~h® TTL/Hop Limit

oS TTL Hop Limit
Windows XP (SP3) 128 64
Windows Vista (SP2) 128 64
Windows 7 128 64
Mac OS X (10.6) 64 64
Linux kernel 2.6 64 64
FreeBSD 8.1 64 64
Solaris 10 255 64
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AEIOFHBTIE, FHHMEONT 7 4 v 7N HTTP THH2H, U7 —~D
77 EAR )G User-Agent ~ v ¥ OfEE 422 LT, 77472 h® OS I5#H
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TTL/Hop Limit ®7 7 #+ /L MEZFI D H L, ZOHE2G, BHlSNiz TCP /Y7 v hD
TTL/Hop Limit DfEZZ L 5I< 2 & T, Ay 7HEE OV T L 2MmFt Lz, Lo,
EBEONT T4 v 7 BB LIRER, 7740V MELE R —VREHETFEL TV
2. % 2T, 2 —YP M THE SN 5 TTL/Hop Limit DAES 64, 128,255 TH 5 LIRE L,
By TENRAOHEIC R SRVWE I 2 FRlonTitEXcES Z L L.

®  TTL/Hop Limit 23 128 LA LD B4 -
®  TTL/Hop Limit 23 128 Kiifi T 64 LL LA -
®  TTL/Hop Limit 73 64 R DA -

A 7 =255 - TTL/Hop Limit
A v 7% =128 — TTL/Hop Limit
A 7 =64 — TTL/Hop Limit
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AR THNICRIET 55T — &1L, 2009 4£0°5 2010 EEF T b0 HT —#
ZMNTWAS. FIA LY = 7T — "~ T 7 & Z280% A 4T 200,000 7> 5 600,000
TIRALEHSTEY, TONKSKIEENIPV6IZLALDTHD (X 15H).
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1Pv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2009 (APNIC) 1Pv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2010 (APNIC)
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IPv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2009 (ARIN) 1Pv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2010 (ARIN)
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IPv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2009 (RIPE NCC) IPv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2010 (RIPE NCC) IPv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2010 (Same AS in APNIC) IPv4 and IPv6 MSS histogram Nov. 2010 (Difference AS in APNIC)
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» Y %45, RIPE Ml TiX PPPoE B D = — NI Z N E XD, 2721, s0 s0
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GETDIFRy NU—I BRI 2EENEZ L, BEAMIZIX Cisco kD7 74T D
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HOP Difference histogram (APNIC) Nov. 2009 HOP Difference histogram (APNIC) Nov. 2010
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6 IPv4 DR > 7L IPv6 DR v 7l D% (/£ : Nov. 2009, 4 : Nov. 2010)

W, ZHiIEc% LT IPvd & IPv6 T AS B ENFE La—V D045 & Bipgba2—H
DA ER SR LFHMET D, AW=F—21Z20104E 11 HO—» A5 THD.

AS F M L — Y D86 TIE, R IPv4, IPve 5 T MSS D R & 72 % =
— NS UMER TIEH D55, ARIN #ilfid X 5 (2 IPv6 D&/ MTU 2773 MSS & 72 -
TWDa—TOEENEHVHIE S HD. 2, IPv6 —E 2% IPv6 over IPv4 72 &

D b ARV O RE T 2 kA ARIN HUIRIZZ WO Tlike W LR Tx 5.

ASFE MBI b a—VF DG, 1Pve OFERMEIL N o R AVBREN LT D D) &
FBEL TR, IPV6 RS XA T 4 TR L 52— T OEENRRLEL bR
Thole. ZOREMNDL, TASEFNR D2 —V=1Pv6 IL b > RV & M
EZDZENMTERNIERS NS, ZDASEBNRRDLDITIPV6 BNRAT 47
Bt L 2 B RIA & LCIE, IPv4 T~V F B — LR IPv6 133 v b — L
L TNWBAIENEZLND. v VT HR—LEEREIT O HEITE, P17 KL A[b]Z
5L, BGP (X 2RRIKHIE 21T 5 BERH D, v Z VR — AR THNITRKN T

b PI (Provider Independent) 7 KL A : 7a A XnBMSL LT FL A, vV FHR—2EERR EDZDITH
WERD.
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O ZDOT RLAZFHL AS OiEH L MELE 257200,

PlbED X5z, MSSHlZ T 25 Z LT, IPv6 BNEATD IPv4 & bR UNERLR D
B, £z, AS FmDEWLED D &, IPve ITRBIT 5~V Tk — LB N
HRNZEL N0, Xy NI = OEMSEH L EDIHRIEICKRVEL B2 bND.

3 Ry TEISHE-IERSH

Q1 HITERELEREFEZAY, 22— LKy 7% IPv4, IPv6 TN THIC
TR, Ry THOEZWLEKRT D. 6IZRTE AN T AL, IPvd DR v TEMND
IPv6 DRy T a2 Ll &, 2—FEIROZMOBEELZRLTVD.

APNIC #lk ClE, N0 LR D22 —FDHEENRRKENT ENSNDHH, ARIN HURK
& RIPE Hilfi TiX, IPv4 OF v 7HDIE I BREL RAEANB RTINS, Ky 7K
MWENEWNWS ZEEFRAT 2LV —FHEBBO BNZ N EE2R LTI EEXD L,
ZIMDH IPv4 & IPV6 DRy N — U BIROEEZWHN T2 TEZ D525, T2, &
MR LV ERCHIBIEE Ry 7HOZENPKELS 2-oTEY, ZOEZBHTLHZ LT
IPv6 DXy NI — 7 B OELEFAMD ZENTEDHLESZD.

2009 4 11 H & 2010 4 11 H 2tk L CTH 5 &, APNIC UK Tldh v 7HzE 0 D=
—VFOEENEMLTNDEZ ENSN5. FHHHLEN ST VI TOX Yy hT =271
BT, PR PERNNEL o TETWDHAIEEZDZENTE S, tholilgT
EREREETABNT, MOFMFEEZRFTLI2LERNS DL EEDNRS.

ZOfth, BEENNS VAR Y TEEN 30 bt Rba—VFoSsHmiRohs. &
nix, ARFA LRy 7RORETERCEEN DD L b EX NS, Bk
DOFFENSHVELEEZ TN D.

4. BHYIC

ABFFE T, HTTP BW{EZFH L7172 IPv6 * v N T — 27 BEOF 21T > 7=, FHliC
FAWT= 3T A — 2 E TCP @ MSS fii & IP ¢ TTL/Hop Limit T, IPv4 OfE & (i 2 =
LT IPv6 DHRAER L=, ZOFE, IPv6 F v U — 27 T~/ F R — LGN
IPvd L0 b0 BHER R E o TV RWZ EN o T-. £7-,IPv4 & IPV6
D AS B PR —FIZBNWTS, W7o harebBRAT 0 THRERDY
ENRHDHTENGMNY, MSSTEEZFIHLIEOMR G THDL EEXD.

SHBRE A LI R E UL, HEIIDRORR 1 ICET 2850 MSS fEAARE
X v b=V ERIFEEDRBESS, Ny TEROBEHGETEZLREN ENE T ELWY
MR T2 803 5. 7o, AR CTIECE2]TIY B -@EERE & i3hlody 0T
DR EIT -T2y, TENENDONRT A —H DK EITRIOVLERSH D EEZTEBV S
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HOMELE LTS,

2011 4EIX IPv4 7 R L ADTERENB T HEL 2B 72, IPv6 BA L ARKILT 5 &
FHENS., 20D, KETERY EF-EEART A —ZDhBER k& < £y 5
CELRBEESND Y, BIEHEET —AWEEITRVIM T ENEETHDH L E
ZTW5H.
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