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Ethernet Power Study of Cisco and Competitive Products

Introduction

For LAN switching customers to better understand the power consumption of Cisco® Catalyst
switches relative to other competitive brands in the market, Cisco commissioned Miercom'® to
analyze the following nine switches:

e Cisco Catalyst 2960 48TC-L

e Cisco Catalyst 2960G-48-TC-L
e Cisco Catalyst 3560E-48PD

e HP ProCurve 2650

e HP ProCurve 3500yl-48G

o Nortel BayStack 5510-48T

e 3Com 5500G-E

e Cisco Catalyst 3750G-48PS

e Cisco Catalyst C3750E-48PD-F

Motivation

Every Ethernet switch requires electricity to function. Efficiency is the measure of power relative to
amount of work performed. When products use more power to perform the same amount of work,
they are by definition less efficient. Low efficiency creates increased costs for a customer.

How would we calculate the cost incurred by a switch? The calculation is simple:

Cost incurred = power consuned per hour * cost of power for every
kilowatt (kW * nunber of hours the switch is running.
If we assume the median California rate of $.10 per kilowatt hour (kwWh), the cost of power for a
switch consuming 100 watts (W) over a period of a year is:
(0.1 kwh) * ($.10/kWh) * (24 hours) * (365 days) = $ 87.60
(power consunmed ) * (cost per hour) * (one year)

If approximately 5000 such switches were deployed, this becomes an expense of $438,000 per
year.

Other factors that should be considered are heat dissipation and the power required to cool down
the system. Heat dissipation is calculated in British thermal units (Btus)? and is calculated as 3.41
Btus per W of power consumption. An efficient cooling system would consume approximately 0.33
Btus for every Btu cooled, leading to a power consumption of 0.358W for cooling the heat
dissipated by 1W. Introducing this factor to our previous calculation, it becomes:

0.1 * 0.1 * 24 * 365) + (.1* .1* 24 *365) * 0.358 = 87.60 + 31.36

= $118. 96.

L http:/iwww.miercom.com/?url=company/.
2 http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Btu.
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There is another downside to power consumption. Each switch increases the carbon footprint of
the organization. The lesser the efficiency of the switch, the greater the footprint. According to
PG&E, 0.524 pounds (Ib) of carbon dioxide (CO2) are emitted for every kWh of power consumed.
A 100W switch running 24 hours a day emits close to 569 Ib of CO2 every year. Such emissions
increase the carbon footprint of an organization drastically. Thus, there exists a strong business
and environmental need to study the power consumption of Ethernet switches.

Power Consumption Perspective

This section provides a perspective on power consumption for the average reader.

e 33Wh is the power consumed by a ceiling fan at average speed

60Wh is the power that is required to light an incandescent bulb
e 80Wh is the power consumed by an average PC

e 200Wh is the power consumed by an average LCD

Procedure

A traffic generator was used to generate 5 percent and 100 percent throughput streams of
bidirectional Layer 2 and Layer 3 traffic to all ports on the switch under test. Frame size was
sequenced through 64, 128, 256, 512, 1024, 1280, and 1518 bytes, with a test duration of 30
seconds for each. Tests were conducted to measure power consumption for copper and fiber
Small Form-Factor Pluggable (SFP) gigabit interface converters (GBICs). Power consumption with
10 Gigabit Ethernet uplinks was also measured. Power consumption was monitored using a
KILLAWATT inline power meter.

Results

Power consumption at idle varied considerably across the switches under test. At the high end of
the range were the 3Com 5500G-E and the HP ProCurve 3500yl, drawing 215W and 213W, for 10
Gigabit Ethernet uplinks. Both those switches support Power over Ethernet. At the low end of the
range were the Cisco Catalyst 2960 and HP ProCurve 2650, drawing 33W and 51W, respectively.
The Cisco Catalyst 3750E, 3750G, 3560, and 2960G and Nortel 5510 filled out the midrange,
drawing from 100W to 130W.

Some technical glitches were reported on the HP 3500yl and 2650 switches when mini-GBICs
were plugged in. Notably, copper mini-GIBICs triggered a “not a procurve transceiver” fault on the
2650.

Observation

Figure 1 through 3 give an overview of the power consumption trends in the various switches
tested.
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Figure 1.

Power Consumption at 100 Percent Uplink in Layer 2 Switches
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Figure 2. Power Consumption at 100 Percent Uplink in Layer 3 Switches
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Figure 3. Power Consumption of All the Switches at 100 Percent Uplink
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Cisco switches are the most efficient among their contemporaries (Figure 4). This reaffirms the
gold medal that these switches received at the product leadership awards 2007.

Figure 4. Comparison of Layer 3 10 Gigabit Ethernet Switches
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The Cisco Catalyst 3750E series consumes noticeably less power than the 3Com and HP
switches.

These differences can have a drastic effect on revenues over a period of time. To elucidate,
consider two three-switch racks, one mounted with the HP 3500yl and the other with the Cisco
Catalyst 3750E switch. Table 1 shows their relative costs.
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Table 1. Relative Costs
HP ProCurve 3500yl Cisco ® 3750-E

Power per switch 212 W 143 W
Power in a 3 switch rack 636 W 429 W
Heat dissipated in BTU (1 watt = 3.41 BTU) 2168.76 BTU 1462.89 BTU
Power consumed in cooling 1 BTU 0.105W 0.105 W
Power consumed for cooling 227.71 W 153.60 W
Total power consumed 863.71 W 582.60 W
Cost per Kwh 10 cents 10 cents
Cost per day $2.07 $1.39
Cost per year $755.98 $510.36

Over a year the Cisco switch saves close to $245.62. In a five-year period, this saving rises to
$1,228.10, and 100 such racks give rise to a saving of about $122,810.

Apart from decreasing the total cost of ownership, reduced power consumption also leads to a
decrease in the carbon footprint of the organization. The Cisco Catalyst 3750E, when compared to
the HP ProCurve 3500yl, decreases the carbon emission by close to a ton over the period of a
year. This can lead to a reduction of 125,258 Ib, or 56 tons (0.524 Ib of CO2 are emitted for every
kWh of power consumed) in CO2 emissions through 100 three-switch racks of Cisco Catalyst
3750E switches.

The power consumption of Cisco Catalyst switches is appreciably lower than that of comparable
competitors. This reduces the total cost of ownership and creates less CO2, thus giving
organizations a smaller carbon footprint.

Americas Headquarters Asia Pacific Headquarters Europe Headquarters
c I s c o Cisco Systems, Inc. Cisco Systems (USA) Pte. Ltd. Cisco Systems International BV
= San Jose, CA Singapore Amsterdam, The Netherlands

Cisco has more than 200 offices worldwide. Addresses, phone numbers, and fax numbers are listed on the Cisco Website at www.cisco.com/go/offices.

CCDE. CCENT, Cisco Eos, Cisco Lumin, Cisco StadiumVision, the Cisco logo, DCE, and Welcome to the Human Network are trademarks.; Changing the Way We Work, Live, Play, and Learn is a service mark; and Access
Registrar, Aironet, AsyncOS, Bringing the Meeting To You, Catalyst, CCDA, CCDP. CCIE, CCIP, CCNA, CCNP. CCSP. CCVPR. Cisco, the Cisco Certified Internetwork Expert logo, Cisco I0S, Cisco Press, Cisco Systems,
Cisco Systerns Capital, the Cisco Systems logo, Cisco Unity, Collaboration Without Limitation, EtherFast, EtherSwitch, Event Center, Fast Step, Follow Me Browsing, FormShare, GigaDrive, HomelLink, Internet Quotient, IOS,
iPhone, iQ Expertise, the iQ logo, iQ Net Readiness Scorecard., iQuick Study, IronPort, the IronPort logo, LightStream, Linksys, MediaTone, MeetingPlace. MGX, Networkers, Networking Academy. Network Registrar, PCNow,
PIX, PowerPanels, ProConnect, ScriptShare, SenderBase, SMARTnet, Spectrum Expert, StackWise, The Fastest Way to Increase Your Internet Quotient, TransPath, WebEx, and the WebEx logo are registered trademarks of
Cisco Systems, Inc. and/or its affiliates in the United States and certain other countries.

All other trademarks mentioned in this document or Website are the property of their respective owners. The use of the word partner does not imply a partnership relationship between Gisco and any other company. (0804R)

Printed in USA C11-470808-00 04/08

© 2008 Cisco Systems, Inc. All rights reserved. This document is Cisco Public Information. Page 5 of 5



	Ethernet Power Study of Cisco and Competitive Products
	Introduction
	Motivation
	Power Consumption Perspective
	Procedure
	Results
	Observation


