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Study scope and analytical lens

• The study aggregates public-IXP port capacity for the ten most-IXP interconnected 
networks (*): Akamai, Meta, Amazon, Hurricane Electric, Cloudflare, Fastly, 
Microsoft, Google, Netskope and ACE CDN. Data was retrieved on August 15th 
2026.

• IXPs are ranked by the sum of reported port capacity (netixlan objects) deployed by 
these networks, allowing individual and collective deployment choices to be 
compared.

• The analysis treats public peering capacity as a lens into physical infrastructure, 
regional traffic distribution and interconnection priorities—not as a direct traffic 
measurement.

* The original study published in RIPE Labs included Netflix and ByteDance instead of Netskope and ACE CDN.



Method limitations and confidence

• Exchange presence records may be incorrect, and reported port capacity 
may be incomplete or out of date.

• However, most networks (*) in the study rely heavily on Peering DB automation for 
peering requests/approvals, which increases confidence in the consistency of their 
records.

• Reported capacity should therefore be interpreted as a strategic deployment 
signal, with appropriate caution around precision and freshness.

* Cloudflare, Meta, Google, Amazon require an up-to-date PeeringDB network page as per their peering policy.



At a glance: capacity leaders

• Akamai leads the benchmark with 81.3 
Tbps of deployed public-peering capacity 
across 250 exchanges, consistent with a 
long-standing strategy of distributing 
content close to end users.

• Meta follows with 76 Tbps despite 
appearing at fewer exchanges, indicating 
very high-capacity deployments 
concentrated in important metros.

• Amazon ranks third with 53.4 Tbps, 
reflecting the growing role of AWS and 
cloud-driven traffic at public exchanges.

ASN Name IX count Port count Port Capacity 
(Tbps) ▼

20940 Akamai 250 383 81.3
32934 Meta 209 440 76.0
16509 Amazon 167 339 53.4
6939 Hurricane 335 336 53.2

13335 Cloudflare 357 418 51.7
54113 Fastly 152 203 48.3
8075 Microsoft 207 371 40.1

15169 Google 176 317 29.9
139341 ACE CDN 123 168 22.44
55256 Netskope 142 203 17.2



At a glance: footprint leaders

• Cloudflare has the broadest presence in the 
dataset, participating at 357 exchanges 
worldwide.

• Hurricane Electric—the only non-CDN 
network in the benchmark—has the 
second-largest footprint, with connectivity 
to 335 IXPs.

• Akamai, Microsoft and Meta also maintain 
substantial global public-peering footprints 
(more than 200 exchanges).

• Fastly, Netskope and ACE CDN close the 
ranking.

ASN Name IX count 
▼

Port count Port Capacity 
(Tbps)

13335 Cloudflare 357 418 51.7
6939 Hurricane 335 336 53.2

20940 Akamai 250 383 81.3
8075 Microsoft 207 371 40.1

32934 Meta 209 440 76.0
15169 Google 176 317 29.9
16509 Amazon 167 339 53.4
54113 Fastly 152 203 48.3
55256 Netskope 142 203 17.2

139341 ACE CDN 123 168 22.44



Analytical results 
Rank IX Name City Country 

Code
Continent Cloudflare 

AS13335
Meta 

AS32934
Akamai 

AS20904
Microsoft 

AS8075
Netskope 
AS55256

Hurricane 
AS6939

Amazon 
AS16509

Fastly 
AS54113

Google 
AS15169

ACE CDN 
AS139341

TOTAL IX 
Capacity Gbps

1 IX.br Sao Paulo Sao Paulo BR South America 1,800 7,200 3,100 400 400 300 1,600 1,800 3,000 600 20,200 

2 Equinix Singapore Singapore SG Asia Pacific 1,600 800 1,500 600 200 1,000 1,000 3,200 400 800 11,100 

3 DE-CIX Frankfurt Frankfurt DE Europe 1,200 800 2,000 1,200 200 800 1,600 1,200 600 1,000 10,600 

4 IX.br Fortaleza Fortaleza BR South America 400 4,800 1,400 200 - 200 400 200 - 100 7,700 

5 NL-ix Amsterdam* NL Europe 1,000 800 1,700 600 500 400 800 1,100 200 300 7,400 

6 BBIX Tokyo Tokyo JP Asia Pacific 1,000 200 700 400 200 400 1,600 1,600 400 500 7,000 

7 IX.br Rio de Janeiro Rio de Janeiro BR South America 600 2,000 1,300 200 100 200 400 1,200 800 200 7,000 

8 AMS-IX Amsterdam NL Europe 1,000 800 700 800 300 400 1,200 800 400 100 6,500 

9 CIX-ATL Atlanta US North America 200 800 1,200 200 200 800 1,600 400 200 100 5,700 

10 SIX Seattle Seattle US North America 800 400 800 400 200 800 1,400 400 300 100 5,600 

11 Equinix Chicago Chicago US North America 600 400 1,100 400 100 1,200 900 400 400 - 5,500 

12 LINX LON1 London GB Europe 600 400 1,600 600 100 400 800 800 100 100 5,500 

13 JPIX TOKYO Tokyo JP Asia Pacific 600 200 600 200 200 200 800 1,600 400 500 5,300 

14 NAPAfrica IX JHB Johannesburg ZA Africa 600 800 1,600 400 20 100 800 200 500 100 5,120 

15 Equinix Dallas Dallas US North America 600 400 900 400 100 1,100 800 400 200 100 5,000 

16 Equinix Ashburn Ashburn US North America 400 200 800 400 100 900 1,200 600 200 100 4,900 

17 Extreme IX Mumbai Mumbai IN Asia Pacific 300 800 1,600 400 300 - 400 200 900 - 4,900 

18 Equinix Hong Kong Hong Kong HK Asia Pacific 600 400 1,200 600 100 400 200 200 200 800 4,700 

19 FL-IX Miami US North America 200 800 1,000 200 200 800 800 400 200 100 4,700 

20 SGIX Singapore SG Asia Pacific 400 200 1,100 200 10 300 400 400 200 1,400 4,610 

21 JPIX OSAKA Osaka JP Asia Pacific 400 200 300 200 200 100 800 1,600 200 200 4,200 

22 Extreme IX Delhi Delhi IN Asia Pacific 200 1,200 1,100 200 200 - 200 200 500 - 3,800 

23 HKIX Hong Kong HK Asia Pacific 400 400 1,200 200 100 200 200 - 200 800 3,700 

24 JPNAP Tokyo Tokyo JP Asia Pacific 400 400 600 200 200 100 800 400 400 200 3,700 

25 BBIX Singapore Singapore SG Asia Pacific 200 200 400 200 100 200 200 800 200 1,200 3,700 

26 TorIX Toronto CA North America 200 400 400 400 300 400 800 400 200 100 3,600 

27 MIX-IT Milan IT Europe 400 400 900 200 200 200 200 600 400 100 3,600 

28 DE-CIX New York New York US North America 400 800 200 200 400 600 600 200 200 - 3,600 

29 Peering.cz Prague* CZ Europe 200 1,600 500 200 100 300 - 200 400 - 3,500 

30 PIT Santiago - PIT Chile Santiago CL South America 200 200 600 200 200 100 200 1,200 200 400 3,500 



Map view



Global observations: top leading exchanges

• IX.br São Paulo, Equinix Singapore and 
DE-CIX Frankfurt are the top 3
• They are also the three largest 

exchanges by traffic.

• 3 Brazilian exchanges (Sao Paulo, Rio 
and Fortaleza) appear in the global 
top seven.

• IXPs in every continent except Africa 
(coming on #14).

• 9 out of 10 are community exchanges

Rank IX Name ASNs
Peak 

Traffic Tbps
Average 

Traffic Tbps
Capacity 

Tbps

1 IX.br Sao Paulo 1,856 33.12 20.21 20.20 

2 Equinix Singapore 466 20.1 14.3 11.10 

3 DE-CIX Frankfurt 1,015 18.66 13.38 10.60 

4 IX.br Fortaleza 601 7.08 3.67 7.70 

5 NL-ix 533 13.36 7.01 7.40 

6 BBIX Tokyo 355 7.76 5.42 7.00 

7 IX.br Rio de Janeiro 523 5.52 2.84 7.00 

8 AMS-IX 861 13.6 9.54 6.50 

9 CIX-ATL 117 3.04 1.92 5.70 

10 SIX Seattle 368 2.8 2.18 5.60 



Global observations: global hubs and regional distribution

• Geographically, Asia-Pacific contributes 11 exchanges, North America 8, Europe 6, South 
America 4 and Africa 1.

• The top thirty exchange points function as a set of global and regional anchor points for 
content distribution. Nearly every network in the study appears at nearly every exchange in 
this group. Exceptions are limited and specific.

• Commercial colocation-led exchanges are relatively scarce in the top 30, although Equinix 
holds five places in the global top 20.



Europe: the FLAP hierarchy is changing

• European interconnection discussions have 
historically centered on Frankfurt, London, 
Amsterdam and Paris (FLAP).

• DE-CIX, NL-IX, AMS-IX and LINX are the top 4 IXPs.

• Paris does not appear in this dataset; MIX-IT in Milan 
and Peering.cz in Prague occupy the last places 
instead.

• The ranking challenges the assumption that the 
familiar FLAP hierarchy fully describes current public-
peering importance.

• Distributed exchanges appear in the rankings now. 



Europe: distributed IX fabrics and newcomers

• NL-IX operates a highly distributed model spanning more than eight countries, with over 525 
participants across 83 facilities in 12 European cities.
• Its position suggests that distributed exchange architectures can complement—or partly 

substitute for—the traditional single-metro exchange model.

• MIX-IT appears forth in the global ranking, reinforcing Milan’s position as a Southern 
European interconnection hub.
• MIX-IT is also unusual in operating its own data-centre facility, MIX DC Caldera.

• Peering.cz is the final European exchange in the global ranking, also with a distributed fabric 
across Prague, Bratislava, Vienna and Frankfurt.



South America: Brazil dominates the ranking

• South America’s leading exchanges are 
overwhelmingly Brazilian: IX.br Sao Paulo, IX.br
Fortaleza and IX.br Rio de Janeiro.

• PIT Chile in Santiago is the only non-Brazilian exchange 
from the region in the global top 30.

• Brazil demonstrates how a coordinated national 
exchange strategy can materially affect traffic 
localisation and content-distribution economics.

• The scale of IX.br (39 IXPs) creates a domestic public-
peering environment that is difficult for global content 
networks to ignore.



South America: Meta’s large peering capacity

• Meta deploys 14 Tbps in Brazil: 7.2 Tbps at IX.br
São Paulo, 4.8 Tbps at IX.br Fortaleza and 2 Tbps 
at IX.br Rio de Janeiro. Second to Meta is Akamai 
with only 5.8 Tbps – just under a third – and Fastly 
with 4.

• These massive deployments suggest that public 
peering is a principal delivery mechanism for Meta 
in Brazil, potentially reflecting the country’s well-
known logistics and import complexity.

• Fortaleza is additionally important as a 
submarine-cable landing hub linking South 
America with North America, Europe and 
increasingly Africa.

Rank IX Name City Country 
Code Continent Meta 

AS32934

1 IX.br Sao Paulo Sao Paulo BR South America 7,200 
2 Equinix Singapore Singapore SG Asia Pacific 800 
3 DE-CIX Frankfurt Frankfurt DE Europe 800 
4 IX.br Fortaleza Fortaleza BR South America 4,800 
5 NL-ix Amsterdam* NL Europe 800 
6 BBIX Tokyo Tokyo JP Asia Pacific 200 
7 IX.br Rio de Janeiro Rio de Janeiro BR South America 2,000 
8 AMS-IX Amsterdam NL Europe 800 
9 CIX-ATL Atlanta US North America 800 

10 SIX Seattle Seattle US North America 400 
11 Equinix Chicago Chicago US North America 400 
12 LINX LON1 London GB Europe 400 
13 JPIX TOKYO Tokyo JP Asia Pacific 200 
14 NAPAfrica IX JHB Johannesburg ZA Africa 800 
15 Equinix Dallas Dallas US North America 400 
16 Equinix Ashburn Ashburn US North America 200 
17 Extreme IX Mumbai Mumbai IN Asia Pacific 800 
18 Equinix Hong Kong Hong Kong HK Asia Pacific 400 
19 FL-IX Miami US North America 800 
20 SGIX Singapore SG Asia Pacific 200 
21 JPIX OSAKA Osaka JP Asia Pacific 200 
22 Extreme IX Delhi Delhi IN Asia Pacific 1,200 
23 HKIX Hong Kong HK Asia Pacific 400 
24 JPNAP Tokyo Tokyo JP Asia Pacific 400 
25 BBIX Singapore Singapore SG Asia Pacific 200 
26 TorIX Toronto CA North America 400 
27 MIX-IT Milan IT Europe 400 
28 DE-CIX New York New York US North America 800 
29 Peering.cz Prague* CZ Europe 1,600 
30 PIT Santiago - PIT Chile Santiago CL South America 200 



Asia-Pacific: the strongest top-30 representation

• Asia-Pacific contains more exchanges in the 
global top 30 than any other region.

• The leading platforms are Equinix Singapore and 
BBIX Tokyo, followed by JPIX Tokyo, ExtremeIX
Mumbai, Equinix Hong Kong and SGIX.

• The ranking confirms the continued importance of 
Singapore (3x), Tokyo (3x) and Hong Kong (2x) as 
regional interconnection capitals, and adds 
Mumbai and Delhi to the map.

• Exchanges in Indonesia and Australia are missing 
from the top 30 ranking.



Asia-Pacific: Multiple fabric, rises and absents

• Japan sustains multiple peering fabrics within the same metro areas (Tokyo and Osaka), 
reflecting both the scale and competitive diversity of its Internet ecosystem.
• JPNAP, JPIX and BBIX are three distinct families

• Extreme-IX Mumbai and Extreme-IX Delhi are the most prominent platforms for CDN 
deployment in India within the dataset.
• Their position aligns with growth in Internet usage, video consumption, mobile broadband and 

hyperscale infrastructure investment in a market of more than 1.4 billion people.

• Australian exchanges do not appear in the top 30, potentially because of population scale 
and alternative architectures such as deep caching.
• Australia’s ISP market is concentrated around Telstra, Vocus, Optus and TPG, which may favour

different delivery and interconnection choices.

• Indonesia also missing despite two very active a large exchanges JKT-IX and IIX-Jakarta on 
positions #40 and #42



North America: public exchanges play a different role

• CIX ATL in Atlanta is the highest-ranked North 
American exchange but is only ninth globally.

• Followed by SIX Seattle, Equinix Chicago, 
Equinix Dallas, Equinix Ashburn, FL-IX, Tor-IX 
and DE-CIX New York.

• North America’s historical preference for 
private interconnection rather than 
concentration at large public exchanges is 
notorious in the industry.

• North America nevertheless remains strongly 
represented overall, with six exchanges in the 
global top 20.



North America: community-led exchanges and Canada

• SIX Seattle, CIX Atlanta, FL-IX Miami and TorIX demonstrate that community-
driven and carrier-neutral exchange models remain important in a highly 
commercialised market.

• DE-CIX New York present in the ranking ahead of other “domestic” options 
such as NYIIX or Equinix New York.

• Canada places just one exchange in the global top 30 - TorIX is ranked 26th.
• Mostly likely due to Canada’s smaller domestic Internet population and dependence on 

US interconnection ecosystems.



Africa: Johannesburg is the continental anchor

• NAPAfrica Johannesburg is the only African exchange 
in the global top 30 and ranks 14th worldwide.

• Its position within a global ranking demonstrates 
Johannesburg’s role as Africa’s principal digital and 
interconnection hub.

• The next African platform is IXPN Lagos at 47th, 
illustrating the broader gap in interconnection density 
between Africa and other regions.



Key takeaways: public peering remains strategic

• Public peering remains strategically important even in the hyperscale era.

• Major CDN, cloud and content networks continue to invest heavily in public exchanges even 
as private backbone infrastructure expands.

• IXPs remain valuable for efficient access to eyeball networks, lower-latency paths, regional 
traffic localisation, cache efficiency and resilience.

• Public interconnection should therefore be understood as complementary components of 
hyperscale edge architecture.

• The overall pattern shows that public peering remains embedded in hyperscale Internet 
architecture even where extensive private backbones exist.



Key takeaways: geography and demographics still matter

• The largest exchanges tend to sit in metros combining dense fibre ecosystems, hyperscale 
data centres, submarine-cable connectivity and large Internet-user populations.

• Public peering is no longer dominated exclusively by North American and European 
exchanges. Brazil, Singapore, Tokyo, Mumbai and Johannesburg now operate as important 
regional hubs in the global interconnection fabric.

• In Europe, distributed (multi-city) exchanges are complementary to single-metro exchange 
points.

• Capacity allocation across these hubs provides a useful signal of how major networks 
perceive traffic gravity, reach and operational value.



Call for action to support PeeringDB

• Contribute accurate, up-to-date network, facility, and exchange data to strengthen the 
resource everyone relies on.

• Volunteer your expertise to help improve PeeringDB’s governance, tools, documentation, 
and community support.

• Become a financial sponsor so PeeringDB can maintain resilient infrastructure and develop 
new capabilities.

• Integrate PeeringDB into your workflows—and share feedback to make its automation and 
planning data even more useful.

• Champion PeeringDB across the interconnection community by encouraging partners and 
peers to contribute, volunteer, and sponsor.



A T L A S  P E E R I N G

Thanks for your attention
hola@atlaspeering.com
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