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Virtual Router Service Framework Benefits
Provides virtual router instance connecting multiple Enables new business models for both physical infrastructure
customer points of presence with specific demands operators as well as customers
Employs substrate network programmability to handle Facilitates management and reduces cost of ownership
multiple physical devices as a single entity Improves resource and energy utilization in backbone
Virtual topology defined by customer requirements at edges, Enables adaption to varying customer demands and network
such as capacity or delays conditions using live migration
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