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(57) ABSTRACT 

A method and apparatus for staggercasting are described 
including encoding and compressing a first data sequence, 
packetizing the compressed encoded data sequence to form a 
data packet, performing forward error correction (FEC) 
encoding on the data packet in order to generate a second data 
sequence related to the first data sequence, appending FEC 
control information as padding to the end of payload data of 
the data packet, packetizing the second data sequence to form 
a packet, multicasting the data packet to a first multicast 
group, multicasting the packet formed using the second data 
sequence delayed by an offset time to a second multicast 
group. 
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RECOVERY FROM BURST PACKET LOSS IN 
INTERNET PROTOCOL BASED WIRELESS 
NETWORKS USING STAGGERCASTING AND 

CROSS-PACKET FORWARDERROR 
CORRECTION 

RELATED APPLICATIONS 

0001. This application is a divisional of co-pending U.S. 
application Ser. No. 14/244.980, filed Apr. 4, 2014, which is 
a divisional application of U.S. Ser. No. 12/309,507 filed Jan. 
21, 2009 now U.S. Pat. No. 8,732,559, which claims the 
benefit under 35 U.S.C. S365 of International Application No. 
PCT/US06/028,920 filed Jan. 25, 2006 herein incorporated 
by reference. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

0002 The present invention relates to wireless networking 
and in particular, to recovery from random and burst packet 
loss using staggercasting in combination with cross-packet 
forward error correction. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

0003. Although wireless local area networks (WLANs) 
were initially designed for data communications, interests 
and demands for WiFi multimedia applications are growing 
rapidly. Video multicasting over IEEE 802.11 WLANs 
enables efficient distribution of live video or pre-recorded 
entertainment programs to many receivers simultaneously. 
However, digital video delivery requires high reliability, 
bounded delay and bandwidth efficiency. Wireless links are 
unreliable with time-varying and burst link errors. Specifi 
cally, in video multicast applications, different receivers of 
the same video may experience heterogeneous channel con 
ditions. Receivers may also leave or join during the session so 
that the topology of network changes. In addition, there is no 
link layer retransmission and no link layer adaptation for 
multicasting in the current IEEE 802.11 standards. Erroneous 
packets are simply dropped. It appears to the application layer 
as a packet erasure channel. Packet loss can be detected by 
checking the sequence number field of the packet header. 
Therefore, it is important and a challenging task to Support 
quality of services (QoS) for all the receivers of the multicast 
video in the desired serving area while efficiently utilizing the 
available WLAN resources. 
0004. In video multicast/broadcast over IP-based wireless 
networks, video data is encapsulated in UDP/IP packets and 
multicast/broadcast to the mobile devices over wireless net 
works. The IP-based wireless networks can be wireless local 
area networks (WLANs), cellular networks, wireless metro 
politan area networks (WMANs) and wireless regional area 
networks (WRANs). When a mobile device moves from one 
cell to another, it is handed-over/handed-off from the base 
station (BS)/access point (AP) with which it is currently 
associated to another BS/AP. The two BSS/APs generally 
operate at different frequencies/channels. A number of pack 
ets are lost when the mobile device changes operating fre 
quency to associate with the new BS/AP. 
0005 Typically, a broadcast signal is transmitted to all 
possible receivers simultaneously. A multicast signal is trans 
mitted to a selected subset (one or more) of all possible 
receivers in a group simultaneously. As used herein multicast 
also includes broadcast. That is, a multicast signal may be 
transmitted to a selected subset of all possible receivers in a 
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group where the selected subset may include the entire set of 
all possible receivers, i.e. the multicast group is all receivers. 
0006. In wireless systems, channel coding is used at the 
physical layer to protect packets against multipath fading and 
interference. However, channel coding withina packet cannot 
recover packet loss during handovers/handoffs. 
0007. One prior art method provides for transmission of 
duplicate data time-delayed/time-shifted from the original 
data (staggercasting) in an ATSC system to improve broad 
cast system robustness. When duplicate, time-staggered 
streams are sent, the system can tolerate signal loss up to the 
duration of the time shift between the two streams. Another 
prior art method provides a lower bit rate version of the 
original data (instead of the exact original data) is repetitively 
transmitted with a time delay. This approach reduces the 
bandwidth used by the redundant data. However, both of 
these prior art schemes send a composite signal and always 
send the signals whether or not there are any clients/receivers 
that want/need the data. 
0008. Yet another prior art method provided for the use of 
cross-packet forward error correction (FEC) codes to protect 
against Synchronization loss in an ATSC system. FEC codes 
have also been used to recover lost packets in IP-based wire 
less networks. In general, an erroneous packet is discarded by 
the link layer. The FEC codes are applied across data packets 
at the transport and application layers and erasure decoding is 
used to recover the lost packets. However, the FEC parity 
packets are generally sent together with the data packet. Dur 
ing handoffs/handovers, long error bursts may occur. These 
long error bursts lead to the loss of data packets and parity 
packets exceeding the FEC capability, so that the lost data 
packets cannot be recovered. 
0009. There has been a great deal of research and theoreti 
cal analysis/simulations on various application layer forward 
error correction (FEC) and automatic repeat request (ARQ) 
algorithms to recover from packet loss and to improve trans 
mission reliability in wireless networks. Another prior art 
method described an ACK-based hybrid ARQ algorithm for 
unicast video transmission and progressive video coding with 
FEC (MDFEC) for multicast video transmission over 
WLANs. Yet another prior art method provided receiver 
driven FEC schemes for multicast in a wired Internet envi 
ronment, in which FEC packets are delayed from the video 
packets. However, this method focused on how to optimize 
the performance of the heterogeneous receivers in a wired 
Internet environment. 
0010. The problem addressed and solved by the present 
invention is how to recover from random and burst packet 
loss, and achieve seamless handoffs to ensure high-quality 
video multicast/broadcast over IP-based wireless networks. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

0011. In wireless networks, a mobile device may experi 
ence random and burst packet loss. This may be due to hand 
over/hand-off from one base station/access point to another 
base station/access point. The data transmitted during these 
periods are lost to the receiver/mobile device. The present 
invention provides a method and apparatus to recover from 
data packet loss for seamless handoff/handover by repeatedly 
transmitting data packets and cross-packet FEC parity pack 
ets with a time shift (staggercasting). No consideration was 
given in the prior art as to how to recover if all the video 
packets in a coding block are lost, which may occur during 
burst packet loss, e.g. during handoff in wireless networks or 
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as a result of shadowing. Also no consideration was given in 
the prior art methods as to how to synchronize the video 
packets and the parity packets in an FEC coding block at the 
receiver and how padding information in a packet is commu 
nicated, as well as how to Support the legacy non-FEC 
capable receivers for backward compatibility. 
0012. The system described herein includes one or more 
server(s)/sender(s)/transmitter(s), wireless base stations or 
access points, Ethernet Switches, and receivers. A receiver as 
used herein is typically a mobile device. Mobile devices 
include, but are not limited to, mobile telephones, cellular 
telephones, mobile terminals, video players, personal digital 
assistants (PDAs) and laptops. 
0013 The normal/original data and the time-shifted parity 
data are transmitted in a backwards compatible manner using 
different IP multicast groups. That is, if a mobile device does 
not have the capability provided in the present invention, it 
can still receive and decode the normal data packets alone 
with low system resilience to packet loss. The delayed parity 
packets are discarded by the mobile device. This achieves 
backward compatibility with legacy devices. 
0014. The present invention is an application layer stag 
gered FEC scheme that is able to recover from random and 
burst packet loss. In particular, the present invention achieves 
seamless service (i.e. no video glitch) during random and 
burst packet loss. The present invention takes video multi 
casting characteristics into account and provides an applica 
tion layer solution for seamless handoffs. If multiple video 
packets are completely lost in a burst, the lost packets can be 
recovered from the corresponding FEC parity packets alone. 
0.015. A method and apparatus for staggercasting are 
described including encoding and compressing a first data 
sequence, packetizing the compressed encoded data 
sequence to form a data packet, performing forward error 
correction (FEC) encoding on the data packet in order to 
generate a second data sequence related to the first data 
sequence, appending FEC control information as padding to 
the end of payload data of the data packet, packetizing the 
second data sequence to form a packet, multicasting the data 
packet to a first multicast group, multicasting the packet 
formed using the second data sequence delayed by an offset 
time to a second multicast group. Also described is a system 
for transmitting data including a packetizer, the packetizer 
packetizing the data, a forward error correction encoder, the 
forward error correction encoder performing forward error 
correction (FEC) encoding on the packetized data in order to 
generate a parity packet, the forward error correction encoder 
being in communication with the packetizer, the forward 
error correction encoder appending FEC control information 
as padding to the end of payload data of the packetized data, 
the FEC control information including a padding length, a 
Source block number and an encoding unit ID, the forward 
error correction encoder being in communication with a 
buffer, the buffer being in communication with a protocol 
stack, a communications interface, the communications inter 
face transmitting the packetized data and the parity packet, 
the communications interface being in communication with 
the protocol stack. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

0016. The present invention is best understood from the 
following detailed description when read in conjunction with 
the accompanying drawings. The drawings include the fol 
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lowing figures briefly described below where like-numbers 
on the figures represent similar elements: 
0017 FIG. 1 is a schematic diagram of a multicast system 
in an internet protocol based wireless network using stagger 
casting. 
0018 FIG. 2 is a schematic diagram of an exemplary video 
severtsender architecture. 
0019 FIG. 3 is an exemplary client proxy architecture in 
accordance with the present invention. 
(0020 FIG. 4 is an example of the method of the FEC 
staggercasting of the present invention with K=4, N=8. 
0021 FIG. 5 shows a conventional padding scheme for RS 
coding. 
0022 FIG. 6 shows a conventional hybrid padding scheme 
for RS coding. 
0023 FIG. 7a shows a source RTP packet format in accor 
dance with the present invention that can Support hybrid 
padding. 
(0024 FIG. 7b shows a parity RTP packet format. 
0025 FIG. 8a is a flowchart of an exemplary video server/ 
encoder implementation with parity packets generated by a 
cross-packet forward error correction (FEC) code in the 
delayed recovery multicast group in accordance with the prin 
ciples of the present invention. 
0026 FIG. 8b is a schematic diagram of an exemplary 
Video server/encoder implementation with parity packets 
generated by a cross-packet forward error correction (FEC) 
code in the delayed recovery multicast group in accordance 
with the principles of the present invention. 
0027 FIG. 9 is an example of cross-packet encoding in 
accordance with the principles of the present invention. 
0028 FIG. 10a is a flowchart of an exemplary mobile 
receiver implementation with parity packets generated by a 
cross-packet FEC code in the delayed recovery multicast 
group in accordance with the principles of the present inven 
tion. 
0029 FIG. 10b is a schematic diagram of an exemplary 
mobile receiver implementation with parity packets gener 
ated by a cross-packet FEC code in the delayed recovery 
multicast group in accordance with the principles of the 
present invention. 
0030 FIG. 11a shows the luminance SNR (SNR-Y) for 
every frame in the original 10 second long video sequence. 
0031 FIG. 11b shows the luminance SNR (SNR-Y) for 
the looped 1 minute long video sequence. 
0032 FIG. 12 shows the average SNR-Y for the sequences 
in Table 1 under various interference levels. 
0033 FIG.13 shows the corresponding link quality sensed 
by the client in two forms. 
0034 FIG. 14 shows the residual packet loss rate PLR 
under various interference levels. 
0035 FIG. 15(a) shows the video quality of sequences F 
and G when the handoff duration was 0.2 second and the FEC 
stream was delayed 0 second. 
0036 FIG. 15(b) shows the video quality of sequences F 
and G when the handoff intervals were 0.5 second and the 
FEC stream was delayed 0 seconds. 
0037 FIG. 15(c) shows the video quality of sequences F 
and G when the handoff duration was 1.8 seconds and the 
FEC was delayed 0 seconds. 
0038 FIG. 15(d) shows the quality comparison between 
video sequences F and G. The FEC delay was increased to 1 
second. 
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0039 FIG. 15(e) shows the quality comparison between 
video sequences F and G when the handoff/burst duration was 
set to around 1.8 seconds. 
0040 FIG. 15(f) shows the quality comparison between 
video sequences F and G. The FEC delay was increased to 2 
seconds. 
0041 FIG. 16 shows the quality comparison between 
sequences F and G. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENTS 

0042. The present invention is directed to staggercasting 
in wireless networks to recover from the random and burst 
data packet loss. This is accomplished by transmitting data 
packets and cross-packet FEC parity packets with a time 
shift/time delay. The present invention is independent of 
Video coding schemes. The present invention can also be used 
to transmit audio streams although video multicast over wire 
less networks is used as an example to explain the invention. 
0043 Referring to FIG. 1, a typical network system in 
accordance with the present invention is shown. Multiple 
base stations/access points AP1, AP2 form a cellular network 
to increase the coverage. To reduce the interference, the adja 
cent wireless base stations/access points AP1/AP2 are oper 
ated in different frequency carriers/wireless channels. At least 
one video server 105 is connected to multiple wireless base 
stations (BSS) or access points (APs) through high-speed 
Ethernet LANs or other wired high-speed networks. The 
video server 105 includes among other components a video 
encoder/transcoder and a packetizer. For live video multicast/ 
broadcast, the video content are encoded/transcoded, pack 
etized and then multicast to a number of mobile clients (110. 
115a, 115b, 120a, 120b, 125) through wireless base stations/ 
access points AP1, AP2. Pre-coded video content can also be 
packetized and then multicast to a number of mobile clients 
through wireless base stations/access points. 
0044) When a mobile device (e.g., 115a, 120b) moves 
from one cell to another, the mobile device is handed-over/ 
handed-off from the base station (BS)/access point (AP) with 
which it is currently associated to another BS/AP. A number 
of packets may be lost when the mobile device (115a, 120b) 
changes its operating frequency to associate with the new 
BS/AP. To recover from packet loss and achieve seamless 
handover, the present invention provides for simulcasting the 
Video content (data packets) and the parity packets generated 
from data packets by a FEC code, for example a half-rate 
Reed-Solomon code with a time shift. The normal video 
packet stream is sent to all the base stations/access points in 
an IP multicast group (normal video multicast group). In 
addition, the time-staggered/shifted/delayed FEC stream is 
sent to all the mobile devices in another IP multicast group 
(delayed recovery multicast group). This technique is called 
staggercasting herein. The normal video stream and the time 
shifted FEC stream provide time-diversity to improve system 
robustness in the handover/handoffsituation. The system can 
transparently tolerate the packet loss up to the duration of 
time shift. 
0045. A mobile device may join a video group only. When 
a mobile device is handed-off from a BS/AP to an adjacent 
BS/AP, the mobile device sends a request to the new BS/AP to 
join/Subscribe to both the normal video multicast group and 
the delayed FEC multicast group either when an error is 
detected or as soon as a handoff/handover situation occurs. 
The new BS/AP transmits/multicasts both the normal video 
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packet stream and the delayed FEC packet stream in multicast 
over the wireless link. The mobile device receives both of the 
streams. If the join time is less than the time shift between the 
Video stream and FEC parity streams, the corresponding par 
ity packets will be received by the mobile device to recover 
lost video packets. If the mobile device detects that some 
packets are lost in the normal video packet stream, then the 
mobile device switches to the time-delayed FEC packet 
stream to recover the lost packets. If the time shift duration/ 
period between the normal video packet stream and the 
delayed FEC stream is greater than the handoff time (or the 
burst), the lost video data can be recovered. After the lost data 
in the normal video packet stream are recovered, the mobile 
device can send a request to the BS/AP to leave/unsubscribe/ 
exit the delayed FEC multicast group. If no mobile device 
associated with a BS/AP wants the data for a multicast group 
(normal video data or delayed FEC data), i.e. there are no 
members of a multicast group, the BS/AP will not transmit 
data for this multicast group in wireless networks, but dis 
cards the data. This saves wireless bandwidth. The Internet 
Multicast Management Protocol (IGMP) or other protocols 
can be used for the mobile device to request the BS/AP to join 
or leave a multicast group. In an alternative embodiment, the 
mobile device sends the request to the Ethernet switch to join 
or leave a multicast group. If no mobile device associated 
with a BS/AP wants the data for a multicast group, the Eth 
ernet switch will not transmit the data for that multicast group 
to the BS/AP. 

0046. In particular, still referring to FIG. 1, mobile device 
115b moves from a cell serviced/supported by AP2 to a cell 
serviced/supported by AP1. In so doing, mobile device (now 
115a–supported by AP1) requests AP1 to join/subscribe to 
the normal video and delayed FEC multicast groups, and 
receives both the normal video packet stream (stream 1) and 
the delayed/time-shifted FEC stream (stream 2). If errors are 
detected (some packets are lost) in the normal video packet 
stream, then the mobile device switches to the time-delayed 
FEC packet stream to recover the lost packets. If the time shift 
duration between the normal video packet stream and the 
delayed FEC stream is greater than the handoff time, the 
corresponding parity packets received are used to recover lost 
video packets. After the lost data in the normal video packet 
stream are recovered, the mobile device 115a can send a 
request to the BS/AP to leave/unsubscribe/exit the delayed 
Video multicast group. 
0047 Similarly, mobile device 120a moves from a cell 
serviced/supported by AP1 to a cell serviced/supported by 
AP2. In so doing, mobile device (now 120b supported by 
AP2) requests AP2 to join/subscribe to the normal and 
delayed video multicast groups, and receives both the normal 
video packet stream (stream 1) and the delayed/time-shifted 
FEC stream (stream 2). If errors are detected (some packets 
are lost) in the normal video packet stream, then the mobile 
device switches to the time-delayed FEC packet stream to 
recover the lost packets. If the time shift duration between the 
normal video packet stream and the delayed FEC stream is 
greater than the handoff time, the corresponding parity pack 
ets received are used to recover lost video packets. After the 
lost data in the normal video packet stream are recovered, the 
mobile device 120b can send a request to the BS/AP to leave/ 
unsubscribe/exit the delayed video multicast group. 
0048. Any systematic FEC code, for example, Reed-So 
lomon (RS) codes can be used with the erasure decoding to 
recover the lost packets. In an exemplary embodiment, FEC 
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parity packets generated by a cross-packet forward error cor 
rection coding at the video streaming server are transmitted to 
the delayed recovery IP multicast group. Note that an FEC 
code is applied across the video packets (cross-packet) to 
produce parity packets. The reason is that if the FEC coding is 
applied within a single packet at the application layer, the 
erroneous packet is discarded by the receiving MAC layer and 
will not be available for error correction at the application 
layer. Ifa RS (N. K) code is applied across the Kvideo packets 
to produce (N-K) parity packets. As long as at least K (no 
matter video or parity packets) packets in each coding block 
are received correctly, the original K video packets can be 
recovered. 

0049. An FEC code is applied to the video data packets to 
generate the parity packets. The video packet stream and the 
parity packet stream are multicast with a time shift to different 
IP multicast groups, i.e. staggercasting the video stream and 
the parity stream for temporal diversity. Specifically, the 
original video packet stream and the additional FEC parity 
packet stream are transmitted to all the BSS/APs in different 
IP multicast groups with a time shift by the video/streaming 
server over Ethernet, i.e. staggercasting the video stream and 
FEC parity stream. Each BS/AP then sends the video stream 
and the FEC parity stream in multicast over the WLAN. The 
normal video stream and the time-shifted parity stream thus 
provide temporal diversity to improve the video multicast 
robustness. 

0050 FIG. 2 is a schematic diagram of an exemplary video 
sever/sender architecture. FIG.2 shows a video sender/server 
implementation for a video multicast system using the stag 
gered FEC in accordance with the present invention. The 
UDP/IP protocol stack 220 is used for video multicasting. 
The protocol stack actually includes RTP but the RTP portion 
of the protocol stack (packetization) 205 is split from the 
UDP/IP portion of the protocol stack and handled before the 
FEC encoding by the FEC encoding module 210. The video 
sequence is pre-compressed and stored in a file with MP4 
format in this case. H.264 video coding is used in an exem 
plary embodiment of the present invention due to its com 
pression efficiency. Other video coding schemes are possible. 
It is also possible that video is compressed in real time by a 
video encoder. The FEC encoding module 210 is placed after 
the RTP packetization 205, but before the UDP/IP layer 220. 
The compressed video is packetized by the RTP packetizer 
205 and the RTP packet header is added. The FEC related 
control information is appended to the video packets as pad 
ding by the FEC encoding module 210 in accordance with the 
present invention. In conventional video packets (for example 
3GPP packets), FEC coding information was inserted after 
the RTP header and before the RTP payload (video data). By 
moving the FEC control information as padding of the video 
packets, the packet format is backward compatible to non 
FEC capable legacy players because padding will be ignored 
by these legacy players. 
0051. The systematic FEC codes are then applied across 
Video packets at the FEC encoding module to generate parity 
packets. Reed-Solomon (RS) codes constructed using a Van 
dermonde matrix are used in an exemplary embodiment. For 
a RS (N. K) code, K video packets are grouped together. 
During the encoding, the RS code is applied to the packet 
group and one symbol from each packet consists of a code 
word. (N-K) parity packets are generated from K video pack 
ets. To make decoding possible at the receiver, the header is 
added in the FEC packets containing FEC information. In an 
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exemplary embodiment, FEC parameters N and K can all be 
dynamically adjusted in real time. 
0.052 The video packets are transmitted in an IP multicast 
group (normal video multicast group) through the UDP/IP 
Stack 220 and Ethernet interface 225 to the BSS/APs. The 
FEC parity packets are then stored in the delay buffer 215 for 
an offset time T. The FEC parity packets are transmitted in 
another IP multicast group (delayed recovery (FEC) multi 
cast group) over UDP/IP stack 220 and Ethernet interface 225 
to the BSS/APs after the delay. 
0053 Session Description Protocol (SDP) is used to indi 
cate the video multicast group and the FEC multicast group 
information, including the multicast addresses, video coding 
format, FEC coding scheme, etc. as well as the association 
between the video stream and the parity packet stream. The 
SDP file can be downloaded by the client through the Hyper 
Text Transfer Protocol (HTTP) or RealTime Streaming Pro 
tocol (RTSP) protocol at the session start or announced by the 
streaming server via the Session Announcement protocol 
(SAP). 
0054 Commercial and freeware video players, e.g. Quick 
time and VLC players, are available, but these players do not 
Support FEC coding. Source code is generally not available 
for commercial players and FEC Support cannot be inte 
grated. It is difficult to integrate support for FEC coding into 
every freeware player as well as maintain and update FEC 
coding Support even if source code for freeware players is 
available. The present invention is directed to a client proxy 
architecture 300 as shown in FIG. 3. The client proxy archi 
tecture 300 of the present invention operates with any com 
mercial and freeware video players. The client proxy receives 
video and FEC packets from different multicast groups, 
recovers lost video packets and sends the recovered video 
packets to the player through an internal Socket. 
0055 FIG. 3 is an exemplary client proxy architecture in 
accordance with the present invention. The client proxy can 
be hardware, Software, firmware, an application specific inte 
grated circuit (ASIC), a reduced instruction set computer 
(RISC), a field programmable gate array (FPGA) or any com 
bination thereof. The client proxy resides in and forms a part 
of a mobile device such as a video player. The normal video 
packets and the delayed parity (recovery) packets are received 
from different multicast groups by the client proxy via the 
WLAN interface 305 and the UDP/IP protocol stack 310. As 
on the video/streaming server side, the RTP portion of the 
protocol stack (de-packetization) 325 is split from the UDP/ 
IP portion 310 of the protocol stack The received video data 
packets are delayed in the buffer 315, which can be achieved, 
for example, by an initial playout delay. The FEC erasure 
decoding module 320 is placed after the UDP/IP stack 310. 
The erroneous packets are discarded by the link layer. The 
positions of lost video packets or parity packets are detected 
by the FEC erasure decoding module 320 through the 
sequence number in the packet header, which is used for 
erasure decoding. If a packet loss is detected, a request is sent 
to the BS/AP to join the delayed FEC multicast group to 
obtain the corresponding parity packets. The FEC header in 
the parity packets and in the video packets is used to deter 
mine the FEC block information by the FEC decoding mod 
ule 320. With the RS (N. K) code, as long as any K or more 
packets out of N packets in a FEC coding block, regardless of 
the video data packets or parity packets, are correctly 
received, the FEC erasure decoding can reconstruct the origi 
nal video packets in the case of all the packets padded to the 
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longest packet during encoding at the sender. The FEC era 
Sure decoding is a reverse process of the encoding, which is 
performed across the packets, one symbol from each packet 
to consist of the codeword. The padding is discarded from the 
recovered video/source packets after the video/source pack 
ets lost have been recovered using the FEC parity packets. 
The recovered video packets are sent to the video player 340 
via an internal Socket and UDP/IP stack 330. The recovered 
video packets may be received through one UDP/IP stack, 
e.g., UDP/IP stack 335 by the video player 340 in a loopback 
arrangement. The recovered video/data packets can also be 
forwarded to another video player. The video file is saved by 
RTP de-packetizer 325. 
0056. This FEC mechanism can be used in a multicast 
scenario with mixed FEC capable and non-FEC capable 
receivers because the original RTP video source packets are 
unchanged except for the FEC information used as padding. 
The padding information should be ignored by the non-FEC 
capable players based on RTP specification. If a mobile 
device does not have FEC capability, it can only receive the 
normal video packets from the video multicast group with 
low system resilience to packet loss. The parity packets in the 
different multicast group are discarded by the protocol stack. 
This achieves backward compatibility. 
0057 Burst packet losses may occur during mobile device 
handover. Some or all of the video packets in a coding block 
get lost during handover/handoff. A half-rate RS code is used 
to solve this issue in the present invention. For the RS code 
With erasure decoding, each parity packet can recover any one 
of the lost packets in the coding block. When a half-rate RS 
(N. K) code (N=2K) is applied to the K video packets, it 
generates K parity packets. With the half-rate RS code, even 
if video packets are completely lost in a burst during han 
dover, the lost packets can be recovered from the correspond 
ing parity packets alone. In this sense, the parity packet 
stream generated by the half-rate RS code is another descrip 
tion of the original video packet stream. The system can then 
transparently tolerate the burst packet loss up to the duration 
of time shift T between the video stream and parity stream. 
0058 FIG. 4 is an example of the method of the FEC 
staggercasting for recovery of burst packet loss of the present 
invention with K=4, N=8. With a RS (8, 4) code, N-K=4 
parity packets are generated from every K-4 Source packets. 
The square packets belong to one FEC coding block and the 
oval packets belong to another FEC coding block. Both video 
and FEC parity packets may be lost during a burst Such as 
handover. The receiver performs FEC erasure decoding on 
the received video packets and the corresponding parity pack 
ets. As long as at least K packets (video or parity packets) are 
received correctly, the original Ksource packets can be recov 
ered. In the non-staggercasting case, the square block packets 
can be recovered because 6 packets (FEC and video) are 
received. But the oval block packets cannot be recovered 
because only 2 packets are correctly received. In the stagger 
casting case, there is a T time difference between the video 
stream and the parity stream so that the location of lost pack 
ets is different in them. Because at least 4 packets are received 
for each block, both square and oval block packets can be 
recovered. Staggercasting achieves temporal diversity of the 
Video stream and the parity stream. 
0059. The time shift T between the information/video 
stream and the parity stream is a design parameter. It can be 
selected based on the duration of expected maximum packet 
burst loss due to handoff or shadowing. The expected length 
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of handoff or shadowing loss should be less than T. Note that 
with half-rate RS code, the recoverable length of burst loss 
does not depend on the RS code parameters N and K. This 
provides flexibility in the system design. By adjusting the 
time shift T, the handover loss or shadowing loss can be 
recovered. 
0060. In implementations of RS codecs, for fast encoding 
and decoding, it is beneficial to choose a symbol length of 
8-bits. This results in an RS code with a block lengthNs255 
octets. An exemplary embodiment of the present invention 
uses 1-byte symbols. RS codes of shorter block lengths and 
dimensions can be obtained by puncturing and shortening the 
mother code with N=255. A punctured code is a (N-L, K) 
code obtained from a (N. K) mother code; a shortened code is 
a (N-L, K-L) code obtained from a (N. K) mother code. An 
implementation of the present invention is based on a Van 
dermonde generator matrix for efficient erasure correction. A 
RS (N. K) codeword consists of Ksource symbols and (N-K) 
parity symbols. During the encoding process, the KXN Van 
dermonde generator matrix is transformed into its systematic 
version, where the first K columns form an identity matrix, 
and then the RS codeword is computed by multiplying a 
vector of K symbols with the systematic generator matrix. 
Since the code is systematic, the first K coded symbols are 
exactly the same as the original source symbols. During the 
decoding, a KXK sub-matrix is formed from the K columns of 
systematic Vandermonde matrix according to the positions of 
the received K symbols in the codeword. The sub-matrix is 
inverted and the original K source symbols are recovered by 
multiplying the vector of K received symbols with the 
inverted sub-matrix. 

0061. In order to prevent error propagation, each RTP/ 
UDP/IP packet only contains the compressed data for a video 
coding unit (a video frame or a slice) so that the packet sizes 
vary. To maintain low decoding complexity, it is desirable that 
the matrix inversion is performed only once for each Source 
block. Therefore, the locations of the received symbols need 
to be the same for all RS codeword rows in a source block. 
Padding is used to form a source block, wherein the packet 
sizes are consistent. 

0062 One padding approach is shown in FIG. 5. Before 
FEC code is applied, the shorter packets in a source coding 
block are Zero-padded so that their length becomes equal to 
the length of the largest packet in the source coding block. 
The two-byte RTP packet size field is inserted before each 
Source packet during the FEC encoding so that the decoder 
knows the number of padding symbols in a recovered source 
packet. Note that the packet size field is not transmitted 
because the packet size can be obtained from the IPlayer by 
the decoder. During the encoding, multiple codewords are 
computed across the padded packets, each codeword consist 
ing of one symbol from each padded packet. If a RS (N. K) 
code is used, (N-K) parity packets are generated from K 
Source packets. If the packet size variation is too large, this 
padding approach results in significant amount of padding so 
that a large portion of FEC overhead is used to protect the 
padding symbols. Although the padding symbols are not 
transmitted, FEC performance is reduced. 
0063 Another padding approach, called hybrid padding, 

is shown in FIG. 6. The large packets are wrapped across 
multiple rows in the matrix. The size of each row for a coding 
block, called coding unit size U. can be determined to mini 
mize the padding overhead. This padding approach reduces 
the total amount of padding and still has low decoding com 
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plexity for variable size packets. Each source packet starts 
with a new row in the source block. If the packet length is not 
a multiple of row length, padding symbols are appended to the 
end of the row. Note that the padding symbols are used only 
to compute the parity packets. The padding symbols are 
stripped off the video/source packets before transmitting the 
packets by the FEC encoding module. The number of source 
block rows should be equal to or less than K. A two-byte RTP 
packet size field is inserted before each Source packet during 
the FEC encoding so that the decoder knows the number of 
padding symbols in a recovered video/source packet. The 
packet size field is not transmitted because the packet size can 
be obtained from the IPlayer by the decoder. 
0064. The RS (N. K) code is applied along the column, i.e. 
a codeword consisting of one symbol from each column. This 
padding approach maintains the low decoding complexity. 
Only one matrix inversion is required to decode a source 
block because the locations of the lost symbols are the same 
for all columns of RS codewords in a source block. Note that 
the standard padding approach is a special case with the row 
size equal to maximum packet length. A parity packet may 
contain one or multiple rows of coded parity symbols. 
0065. There are tradeoffs in selecting the parity packet 
size. If the packet size is Small, the transmission of the parity 
packet is more robust but the header overhead increases. If a 
large packet size is used, the packet is more easily lost and 
also the loss of a single parity packet results in a loss of 
multiple parity rows. The maximum possible number of rows 
in each FEC parity packets depends on row size U. maximum 
transmit unit (MTU) of the channel and desired level of 
robustness. The FEC information (used as padding in the 
Video/source packets in accordance with the present inven 
tion) is necessary so that the receiver is able to correctly 
decode the coding block. 
0066 FIG. 7a shows a source RTP packet format that can 
Support hybrid padding in accordance with the packet format 
of the present invention. The original RTP header and payload 
field are unchanged from the non-FEC system. The original 
RTP header and payload are protected by FEC coding. Four 
bytes of FEC control information field are added to indicate 
the packet's source block number (SBN) and its position in 
that block, i.e. starting row number of this packet. The FEC 
information is used as RTP padding. The packets format is 
similar to that defined in 3GPP specification but the FEC 
related control information is appended to the video packets 
as the RTP padding by the FEC encoding module in accor 
dance with the present invention. In conventional video pack 
ets, FEC coding information was inserted after the RTP 
header and before the RTP payload (video data). By moving 
the FEC information as the RTP padding, the packet format is 
backward compatible with non-FEC capable mobile devices 
such as video players. The FEC control information is nec 
essary for the FEC decoding module to decode the FEC block 
when the hybrid padding is used. Otherwise, the decoder 
would not know the number of rows for a lost video/source 
packet. According to the RTP standard RFC 3550, additional 
padding octets at the end should be ignored by the RTP 
de-packetizer if the padding bit is set in the RTP header. The 
last octet of the padding contains a count of how many pad 
ding octets should be ignored, including itself. So the non 
FEC capable legacy players with the RTP padding support 
can just receive video multicast group and ignore the FEC 
control information in the padding. This FEC mechanism can 
be used in a multicast scenario with mixed FEC capable and 
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non-FEC capable receivers because the original RTP source 
packets are unchanged except Some padding information. 
The padding information should be ignored by the non-FEC 
capable players. Testing with several H.264 compliable play 
ers shows that this method works well with the VLC player 
and the Thomson MMAF player since these players support 
RTP padding. The Quicktime player cannot receive the video 
stream directly with FEC control information since it does not 
Support padding. 
0067 FIG. 7b shows a parity RTP packet format. Parity 
FEC packets are also sent out using UDP/IP protocol stack. 
The payload type (PT) of FEC parity packets is dynamically 
allocated using an out-of-band signaling mechanism e.g. SDP 
file, which is different from the original source payload type. 
The PT identifies the FEC coding scheme and its parameters 
for the payload. To aid in the decoding of the parity packets at 
the receiver, an FEC control information header is added 
following the RTP header to indicate the FEC block informa 
tion and coding parameters. Similar to the format defined in 
3GPP, the FEC header of a parity packet includes (1) Source 
Block Number (SBN): the ID of the source block to which the 
source packet belongs (2) Encoding Unit ID (EUI): the start 
ing row number of this packet in the coding block (3) Source 
Block Length (SBL): the number of source rows in the source 
block, i.e. K (4) Encoding Block Length (EBL): the total 
number of rows, i.e. N (5) Encoding Unit Length (U): The 
length of a row in bytes. Note that each encoding unit corre 
sponds to a row here. 
0068. The FEC decoding at the client side is a reverse 
process of encoding. The received source and parity packets 
belonging to a source block can be buffered together based on 
the SBN. If any missing source RTP packet is detected by a 
gap in the sequence numbers. The parity packet with the same 
SBN can be used to recover the lost video/source packet. If 
any parity packets are available, the FEC coding parameters 
(N. K), the dimensions of the source block and the row size 
can be determined by the FEC control information in the FEC 
parity packet. The coding block can be formed with possible 
missing rows due to lost source and FEC parity packets 
according to the EUI field, i.e. starting row number of the 
Source and parity packets. The missing Source rows can be 
decoded and recovered if the number of missing rows is less 
than (N-K). Note that before inserting the source RTP packets 
into the source rows, the packet length is pre-pended to the 
parity packet's first source row. This is useful in the recovery 
of the video/source packets. The first two bytes of the recov 
ered packet will have its “PacketSize'. Starting from the third 
byte, “PacketSize' number of bytes from the recovered 
source rows belongs to the packet. The remainder of the 
symbols in the row are discarded since they are padding 
symbols. Padded FEC control information and padding 
length byte are stripped from the correctly received video/ 
source RTP packets before FEC decoding by the FEC decod 
ing module. 
0069 FIG. 8a is a flowchart of an exemplary transmitter/ 
server implementation for video multicast over wireless IP 
networks using the FEC parity packets in the delayed recov 
ery IP multicast group. Uncompressed video sequence data is 
received and encoded/transcoded/compressed at 805. The 
encoded/transcoded/compressed video sequence data is 
packetized and the packet header is added at 810. The pack 
etized encoded/transcoded/compressed video sequence data 
is then FEC encoded at 815 to form FEC parity packets. The 
FEC codes are applied across video packets to generate the 
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parity packets. The header is added in the FEC packets con 
taining FEC information. The extra FEC related control infor 
mation is also appended to the video data packets. The video 
data packets are then transmitted/multicast to an IP multicast 
group (normal video multicast group) at 825. The parity pack 
ets are stored at 820 for an offset time T. The FEC parity 
packets are transmitted/multicast to another IP multicast 
group (delayed/recovery multicast group) at 825 after a delay/ 
time shift T. 
0070 FIG. 8b is a schematic diagram of an exemplary 
transmitter/server implementation for video multicast over 
wireless IP networks using the FEC parity packets in the 
delayed recovery IP multicast group. Video encoder/ 
transcoder/compresser 830 receives uncompressed video 
sequence data and encodes/transcodes/compresses the 
uncompressed video sequence data. The encoded/ 
transcoded/compressed video sequence data is communi 
cated to packetizer 835, which packetizes the encoded/ 
transcoded/compressed video sequence data to form data 
packets and add the packet header. The packetized encoded/ 
transcoded/compressed video sequence data is then commu 
nicated to FEC encoder 840 to form parity packets. The FEC 
encoder is placed after the packetization, but before the pro 
tocol stack 850. The FEC codes are applied across the video 
packets to generate the parity packets. The header is added in 
the FEC packets containing FEC information. The FEC 
related control information is also appended to the video data 
packets. The video data packets are immediately transmitted/ 
multicast to an IP multicast group (normal video multicast 
group) through the protocol stack 850 and Ethernet/WLAN 
interface 855. The protocol stack 850 includes at least UDP 
layer 850a and IPlayer 850b. The parity packets are stored in 
the delay buffer 845 for an offset time T. The FEC parity 
packets are transmitted/multicast to another IP multicast 
group (delayed/recovery multicast group) via the protocol 
stack 850 and Ethernet/WLAN interface 855 after a delay/ 
time shift T. The components described herein may be hard 
ware, software or firmware or any combination thereof 
including RISC, ASIC and/or FPGA. 
0071. For systematic FEC codes, the FEC encoding mod 
ule waits for enough video/source packets to fill in the coding 
block, and then the FEC encoding module generates parity 
packets. In another embodiment the FEC encoding module 
can append the FEC related control information to a video/ 
Source packet and transmit/multicast the packet out immedi 
ately after the packet is passed to the FEC encoding module 
by the packtizer without waiting for the coding block to fill 
up. The FEC encoding module keeps a copy of this packet in 
the coding block buffer. After the coding block is filled and 
the FEC encoding module generates the parity packets as 
described above, the already transmitted video/source pack 
ets are discarded because the video/source packets have 
already been transmitted. 
0072 FIG. 9 is an example of cross-packet encoding in 
accordance with the principles of the present invention. As 
shown in FIG. 9, K video packets are grouped together and 
Reed-Solomon (RS) (N. K) code is applied to the packet 
group to generate N-K parity packets. The header is added to 
the FEC packets containing FEC information including 
which video packets this FEC packet protects. The FEC 
related control information is also appended to the video 
packets. The video data packets are transmitted to an IP 
multicast group (normal video multicast group) via the UDP/ 
IP stack and Ethernet interface. The parity packets are then 
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stored in a delay buffer for an offset time T. The FEC parity 
packets are transmitted to another IP multicast group (de 
layed/recovery multicast group) via the UDP/IP and Ethernet 
interface after a delay/time shift T. 
(0073 FIG. 10a is a flowchart of an exemplary mobile 
receiver/device implementation for video multicast over IP 
based wireless networks using the FEC parity packets in the 
delayed/recovery multicast group. Normal video data packets 
containing video sequence data and the delayed parity pack 
ets are received from different multicast groups at 1005. They 
are separated into video packets and parity packets at 1010. 
The received video data packets are stored at 1015. The erro 
neous video and parity packets are discarded by the link layer 
(WLAN interface). FEC erasure decoding is performed at 
1020. The positions of lost video data packets or parity pack 
ets are detected through the sequence number in the packet 
header by the FECerasure decoding process. The FEC header 
in the parity packets and the FEC control information 
appended in the video data packets is used to determine the 
FEC block information. With the RS (N. K) code, as long as 
any K or more packets out of N packets in the FEC coding 
block (regardless whether video data packets or parity pack 
ets) are correctly received, the FEC erasure decoding process 
can reconstruct the original (normal) video packets. The FEC 
erasure decoded video data packets are depacketized at 1025. 
The depacketized video data packets are then video decoded 
at 1030 to produce decoded video for display. 
0074. One embodiment uses a half-rate RS code. The half 
rate RS code is used to generate another description of the 
original data. For the RS code with erasure decoding, each 
parity packet can recover any one lost packet in the coding 
block. When a half-rate RS (N. K) code (N=2K) is applied to 
the K video packets, it generates K parity packets. With the 
half-rate RS code, even if multiple video data packets are 
completely lost in a burst during handover, the lost data pack 
ets can be recovered from the corresponding parity packets 
alone. In this sense, the parity packet stream generated by the 
half-rate RS code is an alternative to the original (normal) 
video packet stream. It should be noted that besides Reed 
Solomon (RS) codes, other FEC codes can also be used to 
generate parity packets. The present invention with half rate 
RS code can transparently tolerate packet loss up to the dura 
tion of the time shift T betweenth original video packets and 
the FEC parity packets. 
0075 FIG. 10b is a schematic diagram of an exemplary 
mobile receiver/device implementation for video multicast 
over IP-based wireless networks using the FEC parity packets 
in the delayed/recovery multicast group. Normal video data 
packets and the delayed parity packets are received from 
different multicast groups at the WLAN/Ethernet interface 
1035. They are separated into video data packets and parity 
packets by protocol stack 1040, which includes at least UDP 
layer 104.0a and IP layer 1040b. The received video data 
packets are delayed in buffer 1045. The erroneous video and 
parity packets are discarded by the link layer (WLAN inter 
face). The FEC erasure decoding module 1050 is between the 
de-packetization and UDP layer. The positions of lost video 
data packets or parity packets are detected through the 
sequence number in the packet header by the FEC erasure 
decoding module 1050, which is used for erasure decoding. 
The FEC header in the parity packets and the FEC control 
information appended in the video packets is used by FEC 
erasure decoding module 1050 to determine the FEC block 
information. With the RS (N. K) code, as long as any K or 
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more packets out of N packets in the FEC coding block 
(regardless whether video data packets or parity packets) are 
correctly received, the FEC erasure decoding module 1050 
can reconstruct the original (normal) video data packets. The 
FEC erasure decoded video data packets are communicated 
to depacketizer 1055, which depacketizes the video data 
packets. The depacketized video data packets are then com 
municated to video decoder module 1060. The components 
described herein may be hardware, software or firmware or 
any combination thereof including RISC, ASIC and/or 
FPGA. 

0076. If no return wireless channel from the mobile device 
to the BS/AP is available and/or a simple system implemen 
tation is preferred, the BS/AP may always transmit the nor 
mal video stream and delayed recovery stream in multicast 
over the wireless networks. The mobile receiver? device 
receives both streams without requesting them. For the recov 
ery of random packet loss, it is also possible to always trans 
mit certain FEC parity packets in another multicast group 
without time shift according to the channel conditions. The 
remaining FEC parity packets are transmitted in the delayed 
recovery (FEC) multicast group to correct burst packet loss. 
0077. Using the ORBIT wireless network testbed, the 
impact of FEC overhead and the delay between the video 
stream and FEC streams to the video quality under different 
interference levels and mobile handover times was investi 
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dashed vertical grid. The SNR-Y of the 240 frames decreases 
a little gradually because the motion in the video sequence 
increases. The original video sequence is looped 6 times to get 
a 1440 frame (1 minutes) sequence. The SNR for the lumi 
nance component of the 1 minute sequence shows a seesaw 
form as in FIG.11b. 

(0079. Next the effectiveness of FEC protection for video 
multicast in noisy environment was tested using the Orbit 
testbed. The original 10 second long video sequence was 
looped 30 times to get a 5 minute long sequence. The video 
was sent in multicast using IEEE 802.11a channel 64 and 
mode 1. The transmission power was set to 15 mW to make it 
more Vulnerable to noise interference. The noise generator on 
the Orbit testbed was used to generate AWGN interference 
centered on channel 64 with a bandwidth of 20 MHz. The 
client was associated with the BA/AP to receive the FEC and 
non-FEC protected video sequences. The received video data 
were decoded to compare their video quality. 
0080 For fair comparison, 5 video sequences were 
encoded from the same raw video using different quantization 
parameters to get similar overall (RTP packets and FEC pack 
ets) traffic bit rates under different FEC coding rates. Table 1 
shows the encoding parameters and overall bit rates for the 
five video sequences used in FIG. 12. The UDP/IP/MAC/ 
PHY header overhead is included in the traffic statistics in 
Table 1. 

TABLE 1. 

H.264 Main Profile Encoded Video Sequences (slice size 1420 bytes 

Sequence Name 

A. B C D E 

Slice Size (bytes) 142O 142O 142O 142O 142O 
Quantization 27 28 30 32 33 
Parameter for I 
slices 
Quantization 26 29 31 32 33 
parameter for P 
Slices 
Avg. SNR-Y 40.11 38.96 37.85 37.12 36.66 
FEC code rate O 25% SO% 75% 100% 
RTP Traffic (kbps) 1312.924 936.0412 742.3854 631.9408 S64.721 
FEC Traffic (kbps) O 269.981S 456.8451 S78.06376 678.2906 

Overall Traffic (kbps) 

gated. The effectiveness of the FEC staggercasting of the 
present invention was proved using experimental data from 
the Orbit testbed. All video sequences were H.264 encoded. 
Video resolution was 720x480 and the frame rate was 24 
frames per second. There was one I frame every 2 seconds. 
The instantaneous decoder refresh (IDR) intra pictures were 
disabled. Slice mode was used in the encoder and each packet 
carried one and only one slice to ensure that each lost packet 
would not affect the effectiveness of other correctly received 
packets and prevent error propagation. 
0078. A medium motion video sequence "Kungfu' was 
selected for the tests. The original video was 10 seconds in 
length, which means there were 240 frames with 5 I frames. 
FIG. 11a shows the luminance component Signal to Noise 
Ratio (SNR-Y) of the video sequence after encoding with 
quantization parameters of I/P frames both set to 27 and a 
slice size of 450 bytes. The periodical pulses every 48 frames 
show the location of I frames, which are also shown by the 
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I0081 FIG. 12 shows the average SNR-Y for the sequences 
in Table 1 under various interference levels. For each case, the 
Video quality rapidly degrades as the interference exceeds a 
threshold. This is because in each coding block the FEC 
parity packets recover eitherall lost packets or none of the lost 
packets. There is also error propagation in the video 
sequence. The threshold of the curve occurs at a higher inter 
ference level for more powerful FEC codes. However, the 
SNR-Y is slightly lower for stronger FEC codes at low inter 
ference level when there is little error. This is because the 
higher overhead required by stronger FEC codes reduces the 
video source rate. In the experiments, when the interference is 
low (13 dbm noise), it can be seen that, due to the FEC 
redundancy, the higher the FEC overhead, the less the video 
quality. But as the noise increases, the FEC protection shows 
its effectiveness. When the noise reaches around 7dbm, some 
of the received sequences were not decodable due to large 
packet loss. Experimental data shows that when the noise 
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reached 6 dbm, none of those 5 received sequences was 
decodable any longer. When the noise was 5 dbm, the asso 
ciation between the BS/AP and the client was intermittently 
broken. Normally, an operation point with a source coding 
rate for good video quality and sufficient FEC protection to 
recover from packet loss based on desired video multicast 
coverage range can be chosen. 
0082 FIG.13 shows the corresponding link quality sensed 
by the client in two forms: a number over a scale of 94, and 
received signal strength indbm. FIG. 13 shows a linear rela 
tionship between the interference level and the link quality 
sensed by the client. 
I0083 FIG. 14 shows the residual packet loss rate PLR 
under various interference levels. In each case, the PLR rap 
idly increases as the interference exceeds a threshold. As 
mentioned before, this is because FEC corrects either all 
errors or no errors. The threshold of the curve occurs at a 
higher interference level for more powerful FEC codes. 
I0084. For block FEC, the FEC encoder always waits for 
enough video packets to fill in K symbols of a coding block, 
and then the FEC encoder generates (N-K) parity packets and 
transmits the parity packets. There is thus always a spreading/ 
delay between FEC packet transmission time and source 
packet transmission time, which depends on the coding unit 
size T, source symbol number K and original video traffic 
pattern. This intrinsic spreading (?delay) is hard to manage 
and calculate. Table 2 shows the sequences used in the stag 
gered FEC experiments. Sequence G is with 100% FEC pro 
tection and sequence F is without any FEC protection. For a 
fair comparison, two video sequences were encoded from the 
same "KungFu' raw video using different quantization 
parameters to get similar overall bandwidth usage. The video 
sequence was looped long enough to accommodate 5 hand 
offs (burst duration). Again the UDP/IP/MAC/PHY headers 
were included in the traffic statistics. 

TABLE 2 

H.264 main profile encoded video sequences 

Sequence Name 

F G 

Slice Size (bytes) 450 450 
Quantization 27 34 
parameters 
Avg. SNR-Y 40.1 36.02 
FEC code rate O 100% 
Video Traffic 1399.9076 578.2O6 
(kbps) 
Parity Traffic O 648.2268 
(kbps) 

Overall Traffic 1399.9076 1226.4328 
(kbps) 

0085. The length of the handoff (burst) duration and the 
nature of packets (whether they belong to I frames or P 
frames) lost during handoff/burst were two important factors 
that effected the received video quality. In the tests per 
formed, the FEC parity stream was delayed with a value of 0 
second, 1 second and 2 seconds respectively to the original 
Video stream in addition to the intrinsic spreading (?delay). 
The received video quality under various handoff durations 
was calculated and they were compared to show the effec 
tiveness of staggered FEC multicast. FIG. 15(a) shows the 
video quality of sequences F and G when the handoff duration 
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was 0.2 second and the FEC stream was delayed 0 second, 
which means the FEC packets were sent out immediately 
upon generation. For sequence F without FEC, the video 
quality degraded dramatically during handoffs/bursts. The 
sequence G with FEC protection was completely recovered at 
the receiver even without extra FEC delay. This is due to the 
error correction capability of strong FEC, a relatively short 
burst of packet loss during Small handoff burst duration, as 
well as the intrinsic spreading (?delay) of FEC packet trans 
mission time and source packet transmission time as men 
tioned above. 
I0086. Another interesting point shown in FIG. 15(a) is that 
no matter where the handoff/burst loss started, the video 
quality was always completely recovered until the next I 
frame (whose location is indicated by the vertical dashed 
lines) was correctly received. This may depend on the error 
concealment Scheme used in the video decoder. A frame copy 
error concealment is used in the experiments. Although the 
five handoffs/bursts were of the same duration (all were 0.2 
second) in FIG. 15(a), the width of the quality glitches were 
different because of the different handoff/burst starting point 
with respect to the next I frame. The differences were more 
distinct in FIG. 15(b), where in the third handoff/burst an I 
frame was lost and the video quality was completely recov 
ered until the next I frame was correctly received 2 seconds 
later. 
I0087 FIG. 15(b) shows the video quality of sequences F 
and G when the handoff intervals were 0.5 second and the 
FEC stream was delayed 0 second. In FIG. 15(b) some of the 
handoff loss burst was more than what FEC without delay 
could handle so that there were video quality degradation in 
the FEC protected video sequence G. As the handoff/burst 
duration increases, more packets were lost during handoff 
burst. Lost packets cannot be recovered even with strong FEC 
if there is no delay between video and parity streams. 
I0088 FIG. 15(c) shows the video quality of sequences F 
and G when the handoff duration was 1.8 seconds and the 
FEC delay 0 second. Another interesting point shown in FIG. 
15(c) is that the last 3 quality glitches of sequence G (with 
FEC protection) were thinner than those of sequence F (with 
out FEC protection). That is because some source RTP pack 
ets from 2 consecutive blocks were lost during handoffs/ 
bursts. Those from the first block could not be recovered 
because their FEC packets got lost during handoffs/bursts as 
well. Those from the second block were recovered because 
their FEC packets were correctly received. 
I0089 FIG. 15(d) shows the quality comparison between 
video sequences F and G. The FEC delay was increased to 1 
second. FIG. 15d shows that a 1 second FEC delay is enough 
to recover handoff burst duration of 0.8 second. But as the 
handoff/burst duration increases over FEC delay, the received 
Video quality could no longer be guaranteed. 
0090 FIG. 15(e) shows the quality comparison between 
video sequences F and G when the handoff/burst duration was 
set to around 1.8 seconds, where 1 second FEC delay was no 
longer Sufficient. 
0091 FIG. 15(f) shows the quality comparison between 
video sequences F and G. The FEC delay was increased to 2 
seconds. This time there was no quality loss for sequence G 
during the handoff/burst. Note that a half rate RS code 
(N=2K) was applied in this handoff/burst experiment. The 
parity packet stream generated by the half rate RS code was 
another description of the original video packet stream. Even 
if all video packets were lost in a burst during handoff, the lost 
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packets could be recovered from the corresponding parity 
packets alone. The system can guarantee recovery from the 
burst packet loss up to the duration of time shift between the 
Video stream and parity stream without additional random 
packet loss. 
0092. The effectiveness of FEC staggercasting is demon 
strated more distinctively when sequences F and G were 
transmitted in an AWGN environment with handoff duration 
of 0.2 second. FIG.16 shows the quality comparison between 
sequences F and G. In FIG. 16, the video quality of sequence 
F totally lost its shape whereas the quality of sequence G only 
shows minor degradation. 
0093. It is to be understood that the present invention may 
be implemented in various forms of hardware, software, firm 
ware, special purpose processors, or a combination thereof. 
Preferably, the present invention is implemented as a combi 
nation of hardware and software. Moreover, the software is 
preferably implemented as an application program tangibly 
embodied on a program storage device. The application pro 
gram may be uploaded to, and executed by, a machine com 
prising any suitable architecture. Preferably, the machine is 
implemented on a computer platform having hardware Such 
as one or more central processing units (CPU), a random 
access memory (RAM), and input/output (I/O) interface(s). 
The computer platform also includes an operating system and 
microinstruction code. The various processes and functions 
described herein may either be part of the microinstruction 
code or part of the application program (or a combination 
thereof), which is executed via the operating system. In addi 
tion, various other peripheral devices may be connected to the 
computer platform such as an additional data storage device 
and a printing device. 
0094. It is to be further understood that, because some of 
the constituent system components and method steps 
depicted in the accompanying figures are preferably imple 
mented in Software, the actual connections between the sys 
tem components (or the process steps) may differ depending 
upon the manner in which the present invention is pro 
grammed. Given the teachings herein, one of ordinary skill in 
the related art will be able to contemplate these and similar 
implementations or configurations of the present invention. 

1. A system for transmitting data, comprising: 
a packetizer, said packetizer packetizing said data; 
a forward error correction encoder, said forward error cor 

rection encoder performing forward error correction 
(FEC) encoding on said packetized data in order to gen 
erate a parity packet, said forward error correction 
encoder being in communication with said packetizer; 

said forward error correction encoder appending FEC con 
trol information as padding to the end of payload data of 
said packetized data, said FEC control information 
including a padding length, a source block number and 
an encoding unit ID, said forward error correction 
encoder being in communication with a buffer, said 
buffer being in communication with a protocol stack; 
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a communications interface, said communications inter 
face transmitting said packetized data and said parity 
packet, said communications interface being in commu 
nication with said protocol stack. 

2. The system according to claim 1, further comprising said 
buffer delaying transmission of said parity packet for a pre 
determined offset time period after transmission of said pack 
etized data. 

3. A method for staggercasting, said method comprising: 
encoding and compressing a first data sequence; 
packetizing said compressed encoded data sequence to 

form a data packet; 
performing forward error correction (FEC) encoding on 

said data packet in order to generate a second data 
sequence related to said first data sequence; 

appending FEC control information as padding to the end 
of payload data of said data packet; 

packetizing said second data sequence to form a packet; 
multicasting said data packet to a first multicast group; 
multicasting said packet formed using said second data 

sequence delayed by an offset time to a second multicast 
group. 

4. The method according to claim 3, wherein said second 
data sequence is a parity packet. 

5. An apparatus for staggercasting, said method compris 
ing: 

a video encoder, said video encoder encoding and com 
pressing a first data sequence; 

a packetizer, said packetizer packetizing said compressed 
encoded data sequence to form a data packet, said pack 
etizer being in communication with said video encoder; 

a forward error correction encoder, said forward error cor 
rection encoder performing forward error correction 
(FEC) encoding on said data packet in order to generate 
a second data sequence related to said first data 
sequence, said forward error correction encoder being in 
communication with said packetizer; 

said forward error correction encoder appending FEC con 
trol information as padding to the end of payload data of 
said data packet, said forward error correction encoder 
being in communication with a buffer, said buffer being 
in communication with a protocol stack; 

said packetizer packetizing said second data sequence to 
form a packet; 

a communication interface, said communications interface 
multicasting said data packet to a first multicast group, 
said communications interface being in communication 
with said protocol stack; 

said communications interface multicasting said packet 
formed using said second data sequence delayed by an 
offset time to a second multicast group. 

6. The apparatus according to claim 5, wherein said second 
data sequence is a parity packet. 
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