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2. Data interconnection market in 
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a. Why encouraging the transition? 
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acceleration 

c. Observations and learned lessons  
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2017 - First Edition of the state of Internet in France 

• Several issues adressed 

• Data Interconnection  

• Transition to IPv6 

• The quality of fixed internet access 

• Net Neutrality 

• Open platforms, with a focus on terminal 

• Different external contributions 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

State of Internet in France Report Overview 
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Monitoring the data 
interconnection market 
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A market that can generate tensions 

• Occasional tensions, a required vigilance 

• tensions between actors who do not agree on the interconnection modalities 

• … vigilance on vertical integration or paid peering 

• … but discarding hard regulation / law 

 

 

• Interconnection data gathering campaign 

• A thorough and up-to-date knowledge of the interconnection market 

• Allowing Arcep to 

• Consolidate its knowledge of the interconnection market in France  

• Understand its evolutions 

• Useful to: 

• Put Arcep in a position to react quickly  

• Encourage the actors to behave virtuously 

 

Data Interconnection / WHY MONITORING? 
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Previous formal proceedings in France 

Data Interconnection / WHY MONITORING? 

Arcep opinion to the 
Competition 

Authority 

Arcep decision n° 
2012-0366 for 

interconnection 
data gathering 

Competition 
Authority accepts 

Orange’s 
commitments  

May 2011 October  2011 March 2012 September 2012 

Arcep investigation 
about Free’s 

interconnection 
practices 

Arcep updating 
decision n° 2014-

0433-RDPI 

November 2012 July 2013 April 2014 

Arcep releases its 
conclusions about 

Free’s practices 

Cogent complains vs 
Orange to the 
Competition 

Authority 

July 2013 

Cogent / Orange 

       Free / Google         

      Arcep’s decision  
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Since 2012, data gathering and ongoing analysis 

• Decision no 2012-0366, updated by decision no 2014-0433-RDPI 

• Scope & frequency 

• Group 1: Electronic communication providers in France  every 6 months 

• Group 2: Companies operating networks interconnected with group 1  ad hoc basis 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Data Interconnection / DATA GATHERING CAMPAIGN 
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1. Data gathering campaign (2012-2016) 

Data Interconnection / KEY FINDINGS 
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1. Data gathering campaign (2012-2016) 

Data Interconnection / KEY FINDINGS 
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1. Data gathering campaign (2012-2016) 

Data Interconnection / KEY FINDINGS 
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1. Data gathering campaign (2012-2016) 

• Transit and Peering Costs  
• Transit  

• Steady decrease since 2012: between €0.10 plus VAT and several euros plus VAT 

• Transit market size in France : 4 million euros per year 

• Paid peering  

• between around €0.25 plus VAT to several euros plus VAT 

• Smaller ISPs in France 
• Belong to the Tier 3 operators’ class 

• Have multiple transit providers 

• Interconnected with the main IXPs in France 

• Higher transit prices 

Data Interconnection / KEY FINDINGS 
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2. Questionnaire on new market trends 

Data Interconnection / KEY FINDINGS 
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2. Questionnaire on new market trends 

Data Interconnection / KEY FINDINGS 
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“Supervising without interfering” 

Data Interconnection / FORWARD-LOOKING CONSIDERATIONS 

 

• Keep on monitoring interconnection in France 
• … in order to be able to react swiftly in case of necessity. 

 

• Investigate new market developments, on an ad hoc basis 
• e.g. internal CDN, local interconnection (Marseille, …), transition to IPv6, etc. 

 

• Upgrade information gathering process 
• Take into consideration the increase in traffic from internal CDN 

• Incorporate the addressing concept IPv4 or IPv6 
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Encouraging the transition to 
IPv6 



16 

IPv4 adresses shortage and its consequences 

• IPv4 addresses shortage 
• Gradual exhaustion of available addresses. 

• Unavoidable transition  
• Too much transition delay would result in: 

• Explosion in costs  

• Dysfunctioning in certain service categories 

• Etc.  

• IPv6: unlimited adressing and new functionalities 
• Ability to assign to each terminal or network node an individual IP address  

 accessible directly from any point of the Internet. 

• Simplification of certain network layer functions 

• Natively guaranteeing better security of exchanges.  

Transition to IPv6 / WHY ENCOURAGING IT? 
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Report to the government on the state of IPv6 deployment in 
France 

Transition to IPv6 / ARCEP WORK IN IPV6 ADVOCACY AND TRANSITION ACCELERATION 
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Transition to IPv6 observatory creation 

Transition to IPv6 / ARCEP WORK IN IPV6 ADVOCACY AND TRANSITION ACCELERATION 

Available on Arcep website 
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Observatory last update findings 

• Increase in IPv6 use rate in France between December 2016 and March 
2017.  

• Mainly due to the migration initiatives undertaken by Free in 2007 and by Orange in 2016, 
both for their fixed subscribers only.  

 

• CAPs in the transition to IPv6. 

• Responsibility in the global transition process to IPv6.  

• 50%  (weighted average) in terms of IPv6 deployment.  

• Many medium-sized or small CAPs have not yet migrated to IPv6.  

 

• In order to benefit from this protocol, all stakeholders must jointly 
migrate.  

 

Transition to IPv6 / OBSERVATIONS AND LEARNED LESSONS 
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Enhancing the observatory and fostering advocacy events  

Transition to IPv6 / PERPECTIVES 

 

• Enhancing the transition to IPv6 observatory (action 4) 

• Second Half 2017 

• Include data and information directly collected from ISPs in France  
• E.g. IPv6 transition programme  

 

• Contributing to the creation of advocacy events (action 3) 

• Foster reflections on IPv6 advocacy events  
• Better sharing of information and best practices 
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Thank you for 
your attention 

Samih SOUISSI 
+33 1 40 47 72 26 

samih.souissi@arcep.fr 

www.arcep.fr 


