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Date: Tue, 26 Oct 2004 19:25:53 +0300
To: Pawel Malachowski <pawmal—posting@freebsd.lublin.pl>

Pawel Malachowski wrote:

>Hello,

>

>| would like to ask people using mpd about performance on particular hardware
>setups. | am interested in the numbers of sessions (probably PPTP with weak
>encryption) and total bandwith, that can be achieved with, e.g.:

>, 300MHz CPU,

>, 1GHz CPU,

>, 2GHz CPU.

>Won't PPPoE behave better than PPTP? (My goals are authentication and
>performace.)

>| guess poptop will be much slower and is not a good solution for bigger
>setup (since it works entirely in userland)?

>I'm talking about small ISP environment, about 100—-200 simultaneous
>connections over LAN, about 5—-10Mbit/s total bandwith.

I'm using poptop + pppoed (both with ppp) with upstream of 100MBit/sec
but shapped users (max 2MBit/sec).

This all on 2.6 — 3GHz machines and 1GB of RAM each (4.9 and 5.3
machines) . Every of these can handle about 370 users(depending on the
max speed of users connected to it). mpd is not good for me becouse it
can't (as far as | know) create bundles on the fly — You should have

them all in the config files... | think that mpd should be faster choice
becouse bigger part of his job is done in the kernel via NG framework.

And yes PPPoE (after some test) is faster than PPTP (no encryption at all).
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