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Abstract

We report on the design, implementation and eval uation of ascal ablereal -time streaming architecture,
termed Yima, that enable applications such as video-on-demand and distance learning on alarge scale.
While Yimaincorporates|essons learned from first generation research prototypes, it also complieswith
industry standards in content format (MP4) and communication protocol (RTP/RTSP). Meanwhile, it
distinguishes itself from both research prototypes and commercial products because it incorporates our
recent research and it pushes the industry envelope by supporting HDTV and multi-channel panoramic
clients. This article describes the principles of existing approaches (both research and commercial)
and how Yimaimproves upon them through our research. We a so included some detailed information
on how we tweaked available hardware and software to achieve certain objectives (e.g., playback of
HDTV streams on an HDTV monitor). We describe three major contributions of Yima. First, we show
how we have reduced inter-nodal data exchange and hence improved the scalability of Yima using a
bipartite design. We report our comparison results of two such designs, both implemented in a real-
world experimental setup. Second, we explain two alternative approaches to handling variable-bit-rate
(VBR) video. Finaly, in order to recover from RTP' s potential packet-loss, wereport on our observations
in integrating a selective retransmission protocol into Yima's RTP server. Since packet-loss can mainly
be observed in a WAN environment, we experimented with streaming MPEG-4 data over the Internet.
Yima is operationa and supports a variety of display bandwidths from MPEG-4 at 800 Kb/s to five
synchronized channels of MPEG-2 at atotal of 20 Mb/s.

1 Introduction

In this article, we report on the design, implementation and evauation of a scalable real-time streaming
architecture that would enable several applications such as news-on-demand, distance learning, e-commerce,
corporate training, and scientific visualization on a large scale. A growing number of applications store,
maintain, and retrieve large volumes of real-time data, where the data are required to be available online.
We denote these data types collectively as “ continuous media”, or CM for short. Continuous media is
distinguished from traditional textual and record-based mediain two ways. First, theretrieval and display of
continuous mediaare subject to real-time constraints. If thereal-time constraints are not satisfied, the display
may suffer from disruptions and delays termed hiccups. Second, continuous media objects arelargein size.
A two-hour MPEG-2 video with a 4 Megabit per second (Mb/s) bandwidth requirement is 3.6 Gigabytes
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(GB) in size. Popular examples of CM are video and audio objects, while less familiar examples are haptic,
avatar and application coordination data [SBET99].

The first research papers on the design of continuous media servers appeared about a decade ago
(e.g. [AH91, Pol91]), followed by many papers on this topic during the past decade (here is an example
for every year [GC92, RR93, FR94, FD95, CGM96, NMW97, SY98, GT99, LLG00, LWMS01]). Our
research during this past decade started in 1993 [GS93] and continued through 2001 [SGCO01]. Some of the
projects described in these papers resulted in prototype servers, such as Streaming-RAID [TPBG93], Oracle
Media Server [LOP94], UMN system [HLD*+95], Tiger [BBD96], Fellini [MNO™96], Mitra [GZS97]
and RIO [MSB97]. Thesefirst generation continuous media servers were primarily focused on the design of
different proposals of data placement paradigms, buffer management mechanisms, and retrieval scheduling
techniques to optimize for throughput and/or startup latency time.

There are two major shortcomings with these research prototypes. First, since they were implemented
concurrently during the same time frame, each one of them could not take advantage of the findings and
proposed techniques of the other projects. For example, UMN, Fellini and Mitraindependently came out with
aseemingly identical designfor their data placement technique based on round-robin assignmentsof blocksto
disk clusters. While this approach was already superior in throughput to RAID striping (used by Streaming-
RAID), it resulted in higher worst case startup latency time. In contrast, RIO’s data placement, which is
based on random block assignment, is more flexible and results in the same throughput as round-robin with
shorter expected startup latency time. On the other hand, UMN’ssimple scheduling policy resulted inafairly
good performance without complicating the code as opposed to the constrained scheduling policies of Mitra
(round-rabin), Fellini (cycle-based) and RIO (round-based). We extended UMN'’s scheduling (to deadline-
driven) and adapted the disk cluster (in Mitra's and Fellini’s terms) or logical volume striping (in UMN's
vocabulary) storage design. We extended RIO’s random data placement (to pseudo-random placement for
easier bookkeeping and storage scale-up) and instead of an expensive shared-memory architecture of UMN
(based on SGI’s Onyx), we employed a shared-nothing approach.

The second shortcoming is that almost al of these research prototypes were completed before the
industry’s standardizations for streaming continuous media over the Internet. Hence, each prototype has
its own proprietary media content format, client (and codec) implementation and communication/network
protocol. As a matter of fact, some of these prototypes did not even focus on these aspects and never
reported on their assumed network and client configurations. They mainly assumed avery fast network with
constant-bit-rate media types in their corresponding research publications. Practically, these environment
assumptions and the specific content type are not realistic.

Several commercia implementations of continuous media servers are now available in the marketplace.
We group them into two broad categories. 1) single-node, consumer oriented systems (e.g., low-cost
systems serving a limited number of users) and 2) multi-node, professional oriented systems (e.g., high-
end broadcasting and dedicated video-on-demand systems). Table 1 lists some examples for both types.
RealNetworks, Apple Computer, and Microsoft product offerings fit into thefirst category, while SeaChange
and nCUBE offer solutions that are oriented towards the second category. Table 1 is of course a non-
exhaustive list summarizing some of the more popular and recognizable industry products.

Commercial systems often use proprietary technology and algorithms, therefore, their design choices and
development details are not publicly available and objective comparisons are difficult to achievel. Because
these details are not known, it is also unclear as to how much research resulting from academic work have
been incorporated into these systems. For example, although a good body of work has been devel oped
on how to configure a video server (e.g., block size, number of disks) given an application’s requirements

10ne notable exception is Apple Computer, Inc., which has published the source code of its Darwin Streaming Server.



Video Server Yima RealNetworks, SeaChange nCUBE
Microsoft,
Apple QuickTime,
Prototype Consumer Level Professional Level
Authoring Suite Yes Yes Yes
MPEG-1& 2 Yes Yes? Yes Yes
MPEG-4 Yes Yes’ Yes ?
HDTV MPEG-2 Yes ? ?
Multi-node Clusters Yes Yes Yes
Multi-node Fault-tolerance® Yes Yes Yes
Synchronized streams® Yes
Selective Retransmissions Yes Yes ? ?
Hardware Commaodity PC Commaoadity PC Commodity PC  Proprietary Hypercube
Software Linux Windows NT /Mac®  Windows NT Proprietary

#These systems support many other codecs that are commonly used in PC/Mac environments.

PSupported in Windows Media Player.

“Multi-node Fault-Tolerance is defined as the capability of one node taking over from another node without replicating the data.

9By synchronized streams we mean the simultaneous playback of multiple independent audio and video streams for, say,
panoramic systems.

°Real System Producer products are also available for several Unix variants.

Table 1. A comparison of continuous-media servers. Note that Yima is a prototype system and does not
achieve the refinement of the commercial solutions. However, we use it to demonstrate several advanced
concepts.

(e.g., tolerable latency, required throughput), as reviewed in [GS99], there is no indication that any of
the commercial products utilize these results. However, those details that we are aware of are referred to
throughout this paper when comparing them with the design choices of Yima.

To meet the abjectives of an NSF ITR grant and an NSF engineering research center (Integrated Media
Systems Center)?, we needed to utilize and extend a working continuous media server to incorporate our
recent results, to enable global distribution and to support other media types such as haptic and avatar data.
Wedid astudy on both commercial and research servers and due to the above mentioned limitations, we could
use neither type the servers. Therefore, we decided to design and develop a second generation continuous
media server, termed Yima®. Yimais unique because of the following:

e |t incorporates and combines useful lessons learned from first generation research prototypes. Yima
utilizes: 1) random data placement (vs. constrained placement), 2) non-deterministic scheduling
(vs. restricted time-period approach), 3) simple scan or eevator algorithms at the disk level (vs.
GSS[YCK93] or REBECA [GKS95]), and 4) both variable and constant bit rate media types. The
main objective was not to complicate the code in order to squeeze the last 5% of disk bandwidth, but
instead to emphasize on the flexibility and extensibility of the code to enable severa key benefits as
described later. This design choice is especialy consistent with the current trend of increase in disk
bandwidth [Gro97].

e It is designed to incorporate our own recent research results. In particular, Yimais designed as a
completely distributed system (with no single point of failure or bottleneck) as well as separating
physical disks (used to store the data) from the concept of logical disks (used for retrieval scheduling)

2See http://dimlab.usc.edu/Report/nsf-itr.html and http://imsc.usc.edu/ respectively.
3Yimain ancient Iranian religion, is the first man, the progenitor of the human race, and son of the sun.



to support fault tolerance [ZG00] and heterogeneous disk subsystems* [ZG97]. Yima includes a
method to reorganize data blocks in real-time for online adding/removing disk drives[GSY Z00]. Also
included are a flexible rate-control mechanism between clients and the server in order to realize the
Super-streaming policy [SA00] and techniques to resolve stream contentions at the server for ensuring
inter-stream synchronization as proposed in [CGS95].

e |t iscompatible with industry standards. Content-wise, Yima supports the MPEG-4 file format, MP4,
and can stream MPEG-1, MPEG-2, MPEG-4 and Quicktime video formats. It supports the RTP and
RTSP communication standards as described in Sec. 5. The clients can be off-the-shelf QuickTime
players aswell as our own proprietary clients that handle multi-channel audio and video playback and
HDTYV displays. Although our proprietary clients can support specialized playback of multiple media
types, they till follow communication and format standards.

e It isoperational. The system has been implemented and can stream a wide array of media types as
we later explain. Yima has been used to stream MPEG-4 data from USC’s campus to a residential
location connected via ADSL, described in Sec. 6.3. There are plansto co-locate Yimaat our industry
partner’s data center in June 2001 so that we can test multiple high-resolution streams to clients on
our campus at up to 60 Mb/s through Internet2.

The preceding points make up the core of our contributions which we will elaborate in greater detail and
show their effectivenessthrough a series of comparativeexperiments. Severa interesting innovationsof Yima
are worth noting: 1) complete distribution where al nodes run identical software and single points of failure
are diminated, 2) efficient, online scalability of disks where disks can be added or removed without stream
interruption, 3) synchronization of several independent streams of audio and/or video within one-fiftieth of
amillisecond and 4) smooth, client-dictated transmission rate control.

We will describe our overall system architecture in Sec. 2 including an overview of system components
and connectivity. In Sec. 3, we describe the internals of our server design including several comparisons
between aternative approaches. We explain why we adopted the Yima-2 design over the Yima-1 design.
Next, in Sec. 4, we describe the various types of clients we have developed to support MPEG-2, MPEG-4,
HDTV and stream synchronized media delivery. The communications network and protocols are described
in Sec. 5 and experiments justifying our design choices and contributions are reported in Sec. 6. Finaly, in
Sec. 7, we summarize this paper and layout our future plans for our work in this area.

2 System Architecture

Fig. 1 shows the overall system architecture of Yima. Our implementation emphasizes the use of low-
codt, off-the-shelf, commodity hardware components for the complete end-to-end system. In our prototype
implementation the server consists of a4-way cluster of rack-mountable Dell™ PowerEdge™ 1550 Pentium
I11 866 MHz PCs with 256 MB of memory running Red Hat Linux 7.0. The media data are stored on four
18 GB Seagate Cheetah hard disk drives that are connected to the server nodes via Ultral60 SCSI channels.
The software architecture of the server nodes is discussed in detail in Sec. 3.

The nodes in the cluster communicate with each other and send the media data via multiple 100 Mb/s
Fast Ethernet connections. Each server is attached to alocal Cabletron 6000 switch with either one or two
Fast Ethernet lines. The local switch is connected to both a WAN backbone (to serve distant clients) and
a LAN environment with local clients. Choosing an IP based network keeps the per-port equipment cost

“Note that our concept of logical disksis very different from the concept of logical volume striping used in the UMN system.



Client Media Type Support
Media Type DivX;-) MPEG-4 MPEG-2 + Dolby Digital MPEG-2 HD MPEG-1& 2
Decoder Software Creative Dxr2 DVD Software Vela Research CineCast
Channels 1 video + 2 audio 1video + 5.1 audio 1video 4 video + 8 audio
os Linux (RH 6.2) Linux (RH 6.2) Linux (RH 6.2) Windows NT 4.0
Min. CPU Speed 500 MHz 200 MHz > 1GHz 400 MHz
Video Resolution 720% 480 720%x 480 1920x 1080 720x 480 each
Audio Encoding MP3 Dolby AC-3 N/A? MPEG-1& 2
Délivery Rate 1 Mbl/s 6-8 Mb/s 19.4 Mbls 4 x 5 Mb/s

#We currently do not decode the audio to save CPU cycles and to increase the speed of the video. Thiswill change in the future.

Table 2: Yima client mediatype support. All clients are currently implemented on standard Pentium [11 PC
platforms but could aso be ported to digital set-top boxes.

low and is immediately compatible with the public Internet. In addition, our server nodes can be deployed
within our LAN and do not need to be co-located.

Theclients are again based on the commodity PC platform. The Yimaclient software (Yima Presentation
Player) runs on either Red Hat Linux 6.2 or Windows NT 4.0. It is structured into several components and
only one of them interfaces with the actual media decoder, see Fig. 6. This alows us to plug-in multiple
software and hardware decoders and hence support various media types. Table 2 lists the different media
typesthat Yimacurrently recognizes. Note that in addition to the standard MPEG-1, MPEG-2, and MPEG-4
media types, Yima also recognizes the high-definition TV (HDTV) formats as defined by ATSC®. Sec. 4.3
details some of the challenges that we encountered while implementing HD MPEG-2 support.

A second unusua mediatype is panoramic video with 10.2 channel audio. Panoramic video consists of
multiple independent, but tightly synchronized, NTSC-quality video channels that must be combined into
a seamless, 360-degree video “cylinder” at the client location. Panoramic video may be acquired with a
camera such as the FullView™ modd from Panoram Technologies. Extending the visua field requires that
the aural presentation beimproved aswell. The combination of 10.2 channels of audio and panoramic video
isthe next step in audio-visual fidelity.

Using two clients, each equipped with a 4-channel CineCast™ MPEG-2 decoding unit from Vela
Research, we are able to deliver 10.2 channels of synchronized audio and 5 channels of synchronized video
from our Yima server. These streams are rendered through twelve speakers and either a head-mounted or
wide-angle display. This setup demonstrates the multi-stream synchronization capabilities of Yima. Note
that the choice of five channds of video and twelve channels of audio was imposed by the available media
content and is not an inherent limitation in the Yima design. Furthermore, the streams may be delivered
from one, two, or more Yimaservers residing in different locations. The final, fine-grained synchronization
isachieved at the client-side. We further elaborate on this setup in Sec. 4.4.

3 Server Design Challenges

Animportant component of deliveringisochronous multimediaover | P networksto end usersand applications
is the careful design of a multimedia storage server. The task of such a server is twofold: (1) it needs to
efficiently store the data and (2) it must schedule the retrieval and delivery of the data precisely beforeit is
transmitted over the network. We investigate two design approaches for our Yima CM server: master-dave

SAdvanced Television Systems Committee, http://www.atsc.org.
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Figure 1. The Yima multi-node hardware architecture. Each node is based on a standard PC and connects
to one or more disk drives and the network.

(Yima-1) and bipartite (Yima-2). One of the main differences between the two isthe logical interconnection
topology between the nodes in acluster. We start by describing the common features for both server designs
in Secs. 3.1 and 3.2. Then the specifics of each of the master-dave and bipartite servers are described in
Sec. 3.3.

3.1 DataPlacement and Scheduling

Magnetic disk drives have established themselves as the storage device of choice for CM servers because of
their high performance and moderate cost. A single high-end disk, such as the Seagate Cheetah X 15, can
sustain an average transfer rate of morethan 30 MB/s (e.g., sixty 4 Mb/s streams, under ideal conditions). If —
for alarge-scale server —ahigher bandwidth or more storage space are required than asingle disk can deliver
then disk drives are commonly combined into disk arrays [CCM97]. For load-balancing purposes without
requiring data replication a multimedia object X is commonly striped into blocks, e.g., X, X1,..., Xn—1
across an array [Pol91, TPBG93]. Data striping may be achieved implicitly by using a storage system with
embedded RAID [PGK88] controller. In this case the CM server software is unaware of the data striping
and treats the RAID system as one large disk drive. If the data striping is explicitly under the control of the
CM server software, then the distribution of data can extend beyond a single machine. This alows a system
to scale to very large server clusters. Examples of such architectures are Yima, SeaChange’'s MediaCluster,
and nCUBE's n4 Sreaming Media System (see Table 1).

Both, the display time of a block and its transfer time from the disk are a function of the display
requirements of an object and the transfer rate of the disk, respectively. A multimedia object may either
require aconstant bit-rate (CBR) or avariable bit-rate (VBR) for asmooth display. VBR encoding generally
results in a superior visua quality as compared with CBR for the same object size, because hits can be
allocated to high-complexity scenes rather than being spread out evenly. However, the bursty nature of VBR
media imposes additional challenges for the data scheduling and transmission mechanisms. A CM server
should be designed to handle both types of rates. Many of today’s popular compression algorithms, e.g.,
MPEG-4, produce VBR streams. Fig. 2 shows the display bandwidth requirement of a 10-minute segment
for the movie " Saving Private Ryan.”

The blocks of VBR multimedia objects can be stored with two fundamental approaches: (1) the size of
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Figure 2. Variable consumption rate of a 10-minute segment of a typical MPEG-4 movie “Saving Private
Ryan.”

each block is varied to keep the display time per block constant, or (2) the size of each block is constant
which results in a variable display time per block. The first approach simplifies the retrieval scheduling
but the storage system becomes more complex. For the second approach the tradeoffs are reversed. The
Yima framework is based on constant block sizes and our solution to the more complex VBR scheduling
and delivery is presented in Sec. 4.1.

There are two basic techniques to assign the data blocks to the magnetic disk drives that form the
storage system: in around-robin sequence [BGMJ94], or in a random manner [SM98]. Traditionally, the
round-robin placement utilizes a cycle-based approach to scheduling of resources to guarantee a continuous
display, while the random placement utilizes a deadline-driven approach. In general, the round-robin/cycle-
based approach provides high throughput with little wasted bandwidth for video objects that are retrieved
sequentialy (e.g., a feature length movie). Block retrievals can be scheduled in advance by employing
optimized disk scheduling algorithms (such as elevator [SCO90]) during each cycle. Furthermore, the load
imposed by adisplay is distributed evenly across all disks. However, theinitia startup latency for an object
might be large under heavy load because the disk on which the starting block of the object resides might be
busy for several cycles. The random/deadline-driven approach allows for fewer optimizations to be applied,
potentially resulting in lessthroughput. However there are several benefits that outweigh this drawback such
as 1) support for multiple delivery rates with a single server block size, 2) smpler design of the scheduler,
3) support for interactive applications due to short startup latencies and stream switching, and 4) automatic
achievement of the average transfer rate with disks that are multi-zoned.

One potential disadvantage of random data placement is the need for alarge amount of meta-data: the
location of each block X; must be stored and managed in a centralized repository (e.g., tuples of the form
(nodeg, disky)). Yimaavoids this overhead by utilizing a pseudo-random block placement. With random
number generators, aseed value initiates a sequence of random numbers. Such asequence is pseudo-random
because it can be reproduced if the same seed value is used. By placing blocks in a pseudo-random fashion,
the next block in a sequence of blocks can aways be found using the pseudo-random number generator and
the appropriate seed for that sequence. Hence, Yima needs to store only the seed for each file object instead
of locations for every block.



3.2 Scalability, Heterogeneity, and Fault-Resilience

Scalability isadesired property of any CM server design so that it can easily expand to allow for future growth
in user demand or increased application requirements. Scalability is addressed with several techniques for
CM sarvers, First, instead of a single disk, multi-disk arrays are employed. However, if all the disks are
connected to a single large computer then the I/O bandwidth constraints of this computer will limit the
overall achievable throughput. The architecture of Yima server implementation isillustrated in Fig. 1. The
distributed, multi-node design is based on commaodity personal computer hardware components. The storage
nodes are interconnected via a high-speed network fabric that can be expanded as demand increases. Each
node provides high data throughput from and to the network via a Fast Ethernet connection (100 Mb/s, or a
Gigabit Ethernet), a high performance disk interface (for example up to 160 MB/s for Ultral60 SCSI), and
fast magnetic disk drive arrays. This modular architecture provides a cost-effective and scalable solution in
which older PCs can be easily replaced by newer, more advanced PCs. More nodes can be added to support
more simultaneous video requests.

Applications, such as video-on-demand, that rely on large-scale CM servers require continuous operation
around the clock. To achieve high reliability and availability for al the CM datathat are stored in the server,
Yimaimplements a parity-based data redundancy scheme that, in addition to providing fault-tolerance, can
also take advantage of a heterogeneous storage subsystem [Z2G97, Zim98]. Current disk drives are fairly
reliablewithameantimeto failure of upto 1,000,000 hours. However, if alarge number of disksisaggregated
into a CM storage system, the chance that one disk fails increases. For example, assuming that all the disks
are independent and that their lifetimes are exponentially distributed [PGK88], then a disk array consisting
of 1,000 disks experiences a mean time to data loss (MTTDL) of 1/1,000th of a single disk, equivaent to
1,000 hours or approximately 42 days. The trend for disk devices is of annually increasing performance
and storage capacity [Gro97]. Therefore, it is usually more cost-effective to replace afailed disk with a
newer model. Moreover, in the fast-paced disk industry, newer model disks are added to systems requiring
more storage capacity because the origina disks are simply unavailable. For these reasons heterogeneous
storage systems are a common occurrence and Yima manages these heterogeneous resources intelligently
to maximize their utilization and to guarantee jitter-free real-time delivery. Yima manages heterogeneous
storage systems with a technique termed Disk Merging [ZG97]. This technique presents a virtual view of
logical disksontop of the actual physical storage system. The application layers of asystem can now assume
auniform characteristic for all thelogical disks. Asaresult of this abstraction, conventional scheduling and
data placement algorithms as described previously can be applied.

DataReorganization Animportant goal for any computer cluster isto achieve abalanced load distribution
across al the nodes. Both round-robin and random data placement techniques distribute data retrievals
evenly across al disk drives over time. A new challenge arises when additional nodes are added to a server.
If the existing data are not redistributed then the system evolves to become a partitioned server where each
individual retrieval request will impose aload on only part of the cluster. One might try to even out the load
by storing new media files only on the added nodes (or at least skewed towards these nodes), but because
future client retrieval patterns are usually not precisely known this solution becomes ineffective.

Redistributing the data will once again yield a balanced load on all nodes. Reorganizing blocks placed
in a random manner requires much less overhead when compared to redistributing blocks placed using a
constrained placement technique. For example, with round-robin striping, when adding or removing a disk,
amost al the data blocks need to be relocated. Instead, with arandomized placement, only afraction of all
data blocks need to be moved. For example, increasing a storage system from four to five disks requires that
20% of the data from each disk be moved to the new disk. For disk removal, only the data blocks on the



disk that is scheduled for removal must be relocated. Redistribution with random placement must ensure
that data blocks are still randomly placed after disk scaling (adding or removing disks) to preserve the load
balance.

Asdescribed in Sec. 3.1, we use a pseudo-random number generator to place data blocks across al the
disks of Yima. If the number of disks does not change, then we are able to reproduce the random location
of each block. However, upon disk scaling, the number of disks changes and some blocks need to be moved
to different disks in order to maintain a balanced load. Blocks that are now on different disks cannot be
located using the previous random number sequence, instead a new random sequence must be derived from
the previous one. In Yimawe use a composition of random functions to determine this new sequence. Our
approach, termed SCAling Disksfor Data Arranged Randomly or SCADDAR, preserves the pseudo-random
properties of the sequence and results in minimal block movements after disk scaling while it computes the
new locations for data blocks with little overhead [GSY Z00]. This algorithm can support scaling of disks
while Yimais online.

3.3 YimaMulti-Node Server Architecture

Yimaserversare built from clusters of multiple server CPUswhich werefer to as nodes. Each node connects
to a common network fabric via Fast or Gigabit Ethernet. A distributed file system provides a complete
view of all the data on each node without the need to replicate individual data blocks (except as required for
fault-tolerance [ZG97]). A Yima cluster can run in one of two possible modes. master-slave or bipartite.
We will now describe each onein turn.

Master-Slave Design (Yima-1) Onetechnique to enable a server application to access the storage resources
located on multiple nodes is to introduce a distributed file system. With this design, an application running
on a specific node operates on al its files through the distributed file system layer, which transparently
provides access to local and remote data. If remote data are read or written, then the distributed file system
forwards the data via a network protocol to the corresponding node.

The Yima-1 software consists of two components: the Yima-1 high-performance distributed file system
and the Yima-1 mediastreaming server asshowninFig. 3. Thedistributed file systemisactually comprised of
multipleFilel/O moduleslocated on each node. Themediastreaming server itself iscomposed of ascheduler,
aReal-Time Streaming Protocol (RTSP[SRL 98]) module and aReal-Time Protocol (RTP[SCFJ96]) module,
see Fig. 6. Each Yima-1 node may either run only the distributed file system, in which case the Yima-1
media streaming server isinactive, or both components. A node running only the file system is said to have
slave capabilities while a node running both components is said to have master and slave capabilities.

A master server nodeisthe point of contact for aclient during asession. A sessionisdefined asacomplete
RTSP transaction for a continuous media stream, starting with the DESCRI BE and PLAY commands and
ending with a TEARDOWN command. When a client requests a data stream using RTSP, it is directed to a
master server node. If multiple master nodes exist in the cluster, then this assignment is decided based on
around-robin domain name service (RR-DNS) or aload-balancing switch. Each master node retrieves and
streams the corresponding datato its various clients. To satisfy the real-time constraints of each data stream,
the distributed file system is optimized for fast block access and transfer between nodes. Furthermore, it
keeps track of the locations (i.e. disk number) of al data blocks for each mediafile. Thisis facilitated by
using a pseudo-random number generator that determines the particular disk number that a specific block
falls onto based on a seed value as previoudy described in Sec. 3.1. The master node also must keep
configuration files that provide the disk-to-node mapping for al disks. Requests for blocks can then be
brokered to correct ave nodes which are connected to the particular disk containing the requested data
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block.

One mgjor advantage of using a distributed file system, which transparently maps remote data into a
local address space, is that applications need not be aware of the distributed nature of the storage system.
Hence, even applications that were designed for a single node can to some degree take advantage of acluster
organization. In fact, the Yima-1 media streaming server component is based on the Darwin Streaming
Server™ (DSS) project by Apple Computer, Inc. The DSS code assumes that all media data are located in
asingle, local directory. Enhanced with our distributed file system, multiple copies of the DSS code (each
running on its own master node) were able to share the same media data.

With this architecture, the ease of utilizing clustered storage is offset by some major performance
problems. The master node can easily become a bottleneck since al transmitted data funnels through it.
Even more significantly, the master-dave architecture leads to heavy inter-node traffic which may saturate
inter-node links. The outgoing network traffic, the inter-node traffic and the CPU load of the master nodes
al increase as the number of sessions increases. Furthermore, a master node potentially becomes a single
point of failure such that all sessions are lost if it fails. These drawbacks motivated the design of Yima-2
which addresses these issues to provide a higher performing and more scalable solution.

Finally, we require a hit rate smoothing technique to support the delivery of variable bit rate media. In
our implementation of Yima-1, we use a binary variation: a stream is sent at a rate of either Ry or zero
megabits per second, where Ry is the transfer rate across a network. R isfixed at a value between the
average and maximum consumption rate of astream (the correct value depends on the client buffer size). We
denote this as the pause/resume transmission scheme since the client issues pause and resume commands
to the server depending on how full the client buffer is. A disadvantage of this technique is that it may
temporarily require a higher link transmission rate than other smoothing techniques. Additionally, its on/off
nature can lead to bursty traffic. Advantagesinclude its simple design and that it can be applied dynamically
to streams that are in progress without any precomputation other than knowing the maximum consumption
rate.

Bipartite Design (Yima-2) The design of Yima-2 addresses aimost al of the limitations of Yima-1. Itis
based on a bipartite moddl. Recall that with the Yima-1 master-dave design, the slave nodes forward all data
blocks to the master node where the blocks are placed into the correct order and scheduled for transmission
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to the clients.

Hence, from the viewpoint of a single client, the scheduler, the RTSP and the RTP server modules are
al centralized on a single master node. Yima-2 expands on the decentralization by keeping only the RTSP
module centralized (again from the viewpoint of a single client) and parallelizing the scheduling and RTP
functions as shown in Fig. 4. Hence, every node retrieves, schedules, and sends data blocks that are stored
locally directly to the requesting client, thereby eliminating the bottleneck caused by routing all datathrough
asingle node. The elimination of the master node bottleneck and the distribution of the scheduler reduces the
inter-node traffic to only control related messages, which is orders of magnitude less than the streaming data
traffic. Theterm “bipartite’ relatesto the two groups, aserver group and aclient group (in the general case of
multiple clients), such that data flows only between the groups and not between nodes of agroup. Although
the advantages of the bipartite design are clear, its realization imposes severa new challenges. First, since
clients are receiving data from multiple servers, aglobal order of all packets per session heedsto be imposed
and communication between the client and servers needs to be carefully designed, see Sec. 5. Second, an
RTSP server node still needs to be maintained for client requests. The original DSS code component of
our Yima-1 media streaming server clearly did not fit the Yima-2 decentralized model and it needed to be
replaced with a distributed scheduler and RTP server. Lastly, aflow control mechanism is needed to prevent
client buffer overflow or starvation.

With Yima-2, each client maintains contact with one RTSP module for the duration of a session for
control related information (such as PAUSE and RESUME commands). For load-balancing purposes each
server node may run an RTSP module. For each client, the decision of which RTSP server to contact can
be based on either around-robin DNS or aload-balancing switch. However, contrary to the Yima-1 design,
if an RTSP server fails, sessions are not lost — instead they are reassigned to another RTSP server and the
delivery of datais not interrupted.

With Yima-2, we replaced the DSS-based server component with our own light-weight code that ac-
complishes the distributed scheduling, handles multiple concurrent client sessions (via the RTSP protocol),
and transmits media data as RTP streams. For the storage of media blocks we adapted the MPEG-4 file
format as specified in MPEG-4 Version 2 [MP4]. The MP4 file format is a flexible container format that
is based on the QuickTime™ file format from Apple Computer, Inc. Its structure is object-oriented and
stores both a hierarchy of metadata (also called atoms) and the media data itself. Metadata known as hint
tracks provide instructions on how to packetize and deliver the media data according to, for example, the
RTP protocol. In Yima-2 we expanded on the MP4 format by allowing compressed media data other than
MPEG-4 to be encapsulated (e.g., MPEG-2). This gives us the flexibility of easily ddivering any data type
by augmenting it with MPEG-4 conforming metadata information while still being compatible with the MP4
industry standard. Our server is multi-threaded with each thread having a specific task as shown in Fig. 4.
We are using the thread library Qpthread, that handles message queues and thread pools. The result is a
light-weight, easily extendible server framework.

In order to avoid bursty traffic caused by the pause/resume transmission scheme of Yima-1 (as described
in further detail in Sec. 4.1), the client controls the datatransmission ratein Yima-2. By periodically sending
slowdown or speedup commands to the Yima2 server, the client can receive a smooth flow of data by
monitoring the amount of data in its buffer. If the amount buffer data decreases (increases), the client will
issue speedup (slowdown) requests. Thus, the amount of buffer data can remain close to constant. This
mechanism will complicate the server scheduler logic, but bursty traffic is greatly reduced as shown in
Sec. 6.2.
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4 Client Systems

We have built a client application called the Yima Presentation Player to demonstrate and experiment with
our Yima server. The Yima player can display a variety of media types and is available for both Linux
and Windows platforms. Clients receive streams via standard RTSP and RTP communications, which are
detailed in Sec. 5. In the following sections we describe the client design and how it handles various media
types. We start with an overview of our playout buffer management technique that is common across all
mediatypes. In Sec. 4.3, we report on the current state of our HDTV client. Finally, we describe how we
can achieve stream synchronization across multiple clients required by certain applications in Sec. 4.4.

4.1 Client Buffer Management

A circular buffer in the Yima Presentation Player reassembles media streams from RTP packets that are
received from the server nodes. Recall that Yima supports variable bit rate media. Numerous techniques
have been proposed in the literature to transmit VBR media (for an overview see [AG98]). Most of the
techniques smooth the consumption rate R by approximating it with a number of constant rate segments.
Such smoothing algorithms implemented at the server side need complete knowledge of R as afunction
of time to compute each segment length and its appropriate constant bit rate. Segment boundaries are
determined based on the following two assumptions. (1) the data transfer takes a fixed amount of time and
(2) no data are lost, hence the client buffer fullness can be computed. Neither of these two assumptions is
true in real world networks, where packet delays and drops are common.

To work in a dynamic environment we based our buffer management techniques on a flow control
mechanism. A circular buffer of size B accumulates the media data and keeps track of two watermarks:
buffer overflow W Mo and buffer underflow W M. Data are consumed from the same buffer by the
decoding thread. We introduce two schemes termed the pause/resume scheme and the Ap scheme and
describe them as follows.
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Pause/Resume If the data in the buffer reaches W M, the data flow from the server is paused. The
playback will continue to consume media data from buffer. When the data in the buffer reaches the
underflow watermark W My, the delivery of the stream isresumed from the server. If the delivery rate (R )
of the datais set correctly then the buffer will not underflow while the stream is resumed.

Inanideal casethe server could be paused and resumed instantaneously and the watermarks could be set
asfollows: WMo = Band W My = 0, where B isthe buffer size. However, inareal world implementation
the processing of pause and resume results in some delays (Yima uses the RTSP commands PAUSE and
PLAY for these purposes). The accurate values of W Mo and W My are calculated asfollows. After apause
reguest is sent out, the server is still sending data during a short time T3, where T is the one-way delivery
time from server to client. The data accumulated during T is (Ry — R¢) x T,. Hence, the buffer overflow
watermark must be set to

WMo < B—(Ry — R¢) x Tqy ()

to avoid a buffer overrun. Similarly, the buffer underflow watermark must be set to
WMy > Ro x Ty ()

The delay time T,; depends on the network delay between the client and the server as well as the server
request processing time and must be empirically obtained. Finally, the following condition must hold:
WMo > W My. If this condition is not met then the buffer size B is not large enough for this operating
environment. Although the pause/resume technique is a simple, clean design, if pausing and resuming
actions coincide across multiple sessions, then bursty traffic will become a noticeable effect.

Client-controlled Ap Ap istheinter-packet delivery time used by the schedulers to schedule the transmis-
sion of packets to the client. A globa Ap is maintained across al the schedulers of al the server nodes.
Schedulers use the Network Time Protocol (NTP) as the common time across nodes in order to know when
to send packets. Using NTP and the timestamp of each packet, server nodes send packetsin order at Ap time
intervals. The Ap delivery rate at which packets are sent should be adjusted to match the client-side variable
consumption rate as closely as possible. This adjustment is fine-tuned by the client by updating the server
with new Ap values based on the amount of its buffer data. The client-side buffer is used to smooth out
any fluctuations in network traffic which might lead to late packets. Thus, the client adjusts the amount of
datawithin this buffer by issuing speedup and slowdown commands to the server to keep the amount of data
between predetermined overflow and underflow watermarks. ldeally, by fine-tuning Ap, the client should
be able to keep a constant amount of buffer data throughout the session. Speedup commands decrease the
Ap value while slowdown commands increase the Ap value. The initial default Ap value needs to be small
enough to quickly fill the buffer to a desired amount. Changing the Ap is the control mechanism which
affects the amount of data within the buffer. This control mechanism can be used to enable different types of
policies such as a policy dictating the fastest possible delivery rate given a specific server load and network
load.

To compute the amount of Ap fluctuation, the client issues commands to speedup or slowdown the data
stream as shown in Fig. 7. Several watermark thresholds are used to fine-tune the streaming rate. As the
amount of client buffer data approaches the overflow watermark, the client will increase Ap first by 10%
and eventually by 20% if the amount continues to increase. Similarly, as the amount of data approaches
zero due to a high consumption rate, the client will speedup the delivery rate by decreasing Ap first by 10%
and then by 20%. Asin Yima-1, if the amount of data reaches either the overflow or underflow watermarks,
then PAUSE or RESUME commands are issued, respectively. A RESUVE command will set Ap to theinitial
default value. The percentages of increase and decrease were chosen in accordance to the characteristics of
our media. Differing media consumption rates may necessitate a different set of percentages for optimized
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Figure 7. The amount of datain the client buffer triggers the client to issue speedup or slowdown commands
if athreshold is crossed.

delivery smoothness. Thus, the client isable to control the delivery rate of received data to achieve smoother
delivery and prevent bursty traffic.

4.2 YimaPresentation Player Media Types

We have experimented with a variety of media types for our Yima player. Fig. 6 shows the three-threaded
structure of the player. The Playback thread is responsible for interfacing with the actual media decoder.
The decoder can either be software or hardware based. Table 2 lists some of decoders that we incorporated.

First, we started with CineCast™ hardware MPEG decoders from Vela Research. They support both
MPEG-1 and MPEG-2 video and 2 channel audio. However, content that includes 5.1 channdls of audio (i.e.,
Dolby Digital) is not recognized. To remedy for this situation, we use the open source ac3dec audio library
to downmix 2 channels from the 5.1 channels of received audio. Hence, the CineCast decoders process the
video and the PC sound cards render the 2 channels of audio. However, this solution presented a problem
in that the audio and video were not synchronously displayed. Extensive fine tuning was performed to shift
the audio to match the video.

Next, we moved to a Dxr2™ PCI card from Creative which can decompress both MPEG-1 and 2 video
in hardware. Additionally it decodes MPEG audio and provides a 5.1 channel Dalby Digital audio output
terminal. With this solution the multi-channel audio synchronization was accomplished in hardware and the
rendering presented no problems.

With the emergence of MPEG-4 we started to experiment with asoftware decoder called DivX;-) [Hib01].
Using this decoder, we can decompress MPEG-4 data entirely in software without any specialized hardware.
MPEG-4, anewer standard than MPEG-2, provides a higher compression ratio. A typical 6 Mb/s MPEG-2
mediafile may only require a 800 Kb/s delivery rate when encoded with MPEG-4. Sec. 6.3 contains details
on one of our end-to-end experiments, where we delivered an MPEG-4 video stream at near NTSC quality
to aresidential client site viaan ADSL connection.

4.3 HDTV Client

The streaming of HD content presented several challenges for our Yima implementation. First, HD media
require a high transmission bandwidth. For example, a video resolution of 1920x 1080 pixels encoded via
MPEG-2 resultsin adatarate of 19.4 Mb/s. Thisturned out to beless of a problem at the server side because
Yimawas designed to handle high data rates.

We faced the moreintriguing problems at the client-side. Consumer hardware decoders that can be easily
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integrated with our software are not yet available®. Professional solutions can cost up to tens of thousands
of dollars. Hence we decided to integrate a software decoder. We started with alibrary from the mpeg2dec
open source project. However, even though we were able to decode our content, achieving the real-time
frame rates with HD video was non-trivial. HD media contains up to seven times more pixels per frame
than standard NTSC video and hence requires much more CPU cycles to decode than, for example, aDVD
movie. On a 933 MHz Pentium 111 we were able to achieve 13 to 14 frames per second’. The software
decoder does take advantage of MM X and SSE multimedia instructions, but does not utilize the graphics
chipiDCT capabilities. After further optimization to the code we are confident that we will achieve rea-time
decoding. A software decoder has the advantage of being cheap and easy to disseminate.

An additional problem was introduced with the software decoder: the interfacing with an actual HD
television set. Both, resolutions and refresh rates of conventional computer monitors are different from what
HD sets can handle. The 4x3 aspect ratio of most computer monitors is different than the 16x 9 aspect
ratio used with HD content. Also, unlike multi-sync monitors, HD sets usually only synchronize to the
specific formats defined in the ATSC standard. We were able to overcome these limitations by configuring
the computer graphics card to a non-standard, HD-compatible mode, such as 1280x 720. Sometimes even
the actual physical video connection can present a problem. Conveniently, our AF3.0HD test monitor from
Princeton Graphics did have a 15-pin VGA-type input connector. For other models, which only feature
Y PoPr input terminals, a converter is needed (e.g., Audio Authority’s model 9A60). This solution allowed
us to configure the output also for 960x 540 progressive display, which the HD set interpreted similarly to
1920x 1080 interlaced video. In this lower resolution made (which is still considerably better than NTSC)
we were able to demonstrate full screen MPEG-4 compressed video at just over 2 Mb/s bandwidth, see
Fig. 8. We estimate that full-resolution HDTV is hence possible at approximately 8 Mb/swith MPEG-4. An
interesting application would be to upgrade the picture quality of the panoramic video described in the next
section. The five synchronous video channels would require a total bandwidth of approximately 40 Mb/s
and produce an astounding 9000x 1000 pixel display.

4.4 Multi-Stream Synchronization

The flow control techniques implemented in the Yima client-server communications protocol allow us to
synchronize multiple, independently stored media streams. Fig. 5 illustrates the client configuration for the
playback of panoramic, 5 channel video and 10.2 channel audio. The five video channels originate from a
360-degree video camera system such as the FullView™ model from Panoram Technologies. The audio is
recorded from multiple microphones. Each video channel is combined with two audio channels and encoded
into a standard MPEG-2 program stream®. During playback, al of the streams must be rendered in tight
synchronization such that the five video frames that correspond to one time instance are accurately combined
into a panoramic 3000x 480 mosaic every 31—0 of asecond. Thereal-time seamless frame stitching is achieved
with processing equipment from Panoram Technologies. A segment of the resulting panoramic video can
either be shown on awide-screen display or an observer may wear a head-mounted display (HMD). If the
HMD is combined with a head tracking device, then the observer can freely “look around” (360 degrees)
and experience a much more immersive visual sensation than is possible with a conventional display.

The experience is enhanced with surround audio that is presented phase-accurately and in synchroniza-
tion with the video. 10.2 channels of immersive sound create a seamless, fully three-dimensional aural
environment that preserves the correct spatial sound localization for a participant, even if he or she moves

5The Win-HD card from Hauppauge may be a candidate in the future.
"With Linux 6.2 and X Free86 4.0.1 on an nVidia Quadro 2 graphics accelerator.
80ne stream is audio only because we have 5 video and 12 audio channels.
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Figure 8. HDTV display connected to an Yima client. The Yima client can decode HD MPEG-2 formats
in software up to the full the resolution of 1920x 1080i (with some degradation in the frame rate on a 933
MHz PC). The picture shows a quarter-resolution video with 960x 540p pixels compressed via MPEG-4.

around in the environment. 1n our system we output the audio streams into mixing equipment which allows
for interactive changes and adjustments. For example, undesirable room characteristics can be compensated
before the audio signals are amplified and rendered with high-quality speakers.

Yima achieves such precise playback with two levels of synchronization: (1) coarse-grained via the
flow control protocol and (2) fine-grained through hardware support. The flow control protocol alows usto
maintain approximately the same amount of datafor each MPEG-2 stream in the client buffers, even if there
are variations in the bitrate across multiple streams. With this pre-requisite in place, we can lock-step the
hardware MPEG decoders to produce frame-accurate output. For this we use multiple CineCast™ MPEG
hardware decoders from Vela Research genlocked to one timing signal. The genlock signal assures that the
current frame playout starts and stops together in all decoders. However, if one decoder originally started its
playback several frames ahead of others, then this difference will actually be“locked in” instead of corrected.
For example, if decoder A isthree frames ahead of decoder B, then genlocking them together will aways
keep A three frames ahead of B because the genlock signal only provides synchronization within the current
frame (however, there will be no drift). Moreover, lost packets which result in missing frames will affect the
synchronization and may lead to drift. In our LAN we do not experience dropped packets, but a solution
will eventually be required for WAN and Internet delivery. All streams need to be started precisely at the
sametime. The CineCast decoders provide an external trigger input for this purpose. In our system we can
software-control this trigger to initiate the playback when all channels have sufficient initial data. Using
two clients, each of them equipped with a 4-channel CineCast decoder, we are able to render up to eight
synchronous streams of MPEG-2 data (i.e., 8 video and 16 audio channels).
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5 RTP/UDP and Sdlective Retransmission

Yimasupports the industry standard real-time protocol (RTP) for the delivery of time-sensitive data. Because
RTP transmissions are based on the connection-less User Datagram Protocol (UDP), a data packet could
arrive out of order at the client or be altogether dropped at some point along the network. The characteristics
of real-time data places rigid constraints on packet delivery and may be sensitive to packet loss. If amissing
packet does not arrive at the client before it is scheduled to be consumed, then it is considered lost. To
achieve the best visual and aural quality possible, we start decoding amovie only after the arrival of aninitial
amount of data at the client-side buffer.

To reduce the number of RTP data packets lost between the server and client weimplemented a selective
retransmission protocol [PP96]. This protocol was configured to attempt at most one retransmission of each
lost RTP packet only if it seemed likely (based on the round-trip packet delay) that the retransmitted packet
would arrive in time for consumption by the decoder. With this technique the raw transmission data loss
P, = p can be reduced to an effective data |l oss of

Pepp=px(q+((1—q) xp)) ?3)

where p is server-to-client and ¢ is the client-to-server data loss probability. Eq. 3 assumes a different loss
rate for both link directions since most broadband technologies (such as ADSL and cable modems) provide
asymmetric throughput for upstream and downstream data flow. If the loss probability isidentical in both
link directions, then Eg. 3 simplifiesto

Peff_symmetric = p2 X (2 - p) (4)

As aresult of this technique, the transmission of video/audio streams is more error-resilient for both local
or wide area networks (LANs and WANS, e.g., Internet2). We report on the reduction in data loss in an
end-to-end experiment in Sec. 6.3.

5.1 RTP/UDP with Multiple Server Nodes and Selective Retransmission

When multiple servers deliver packets which are part of a single stream, as with Yima-2, the following
guestion arises. If a data packet did not arrive, how does the client know which server node attempted to
send it? In other words, it is not obvious to which node the client needs to send its retransmission request.
There are two solutions to this problem: 1) the client computes which server node to issue the retransmission
reguest to, or 2) the client broadcasts the retransmission request to al the server nodes.

Unicast approach  Recall from Sec. 3.1, that the locations of the data blocks can be determined by regen-
erating a pseudo-random sequence. With the unicast approach, retransmission requests are addressed to
a specific server node possessing the requested packet. The client can determine the source of a missing
packet if it hasall of the following information: the block 1D of this packet, the seed of the movie, amapping
of which logical disks lay on which server nodes and the original pseudo-random number generator used
to randomly distribute the data blocks. While this approach sends the retransmission request to the correct
server node, the amount of meta-data needed by the client leads to greater complexity and book-keeping.
Each time disks are added or removed from Yimaduring disk scaling, the disk-to-node mapping information
needs to be passed onto the clients. Logicaly, the clients should be oblivious to the configurations and
components of the file system. Moreover, if the client is low on resources, then the added computation of
the packet locations would be unfavorable.
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Broadcast approach  We have incorporated the broadcast approach into our Yima-2 design. Broadcasting
the packet retransmission request to all of the server nodes placeslittleload on the client since no computation
to identify a specific server node is necessary. Instead, server nodes receive the request, check whether they
hold the packet and either ignore the request or perform aretransmission. Thus the client remains unaware
of the server sub-layers. Moreover, most local area networks have LAN |P addresses which can be used
to multicast packets to al IP addresses on that LAN. In essence, the client could send a unicast of the
retransmission request to the LAN IP address upon which the LAN gateway would broadcast the request to
all the server nodes. So with the broadcast model, we separate the client from knowledge of the underlying
server file system such as the server disk configurations and the random sequence of the data blocks.

Even though this technique works well in our system, we realize that it may impact the scalability of
Yima-2. We plan to investigate other techniques, such as forward error correction (FEC) to find an optimal
solution.

6 Experiments

We conducted a series of experiments to verify and evaluate our design choices and to provide evidence of
improvements in Yima-2 vs. Yima1. While the majority of our server and client tests were on our local
area network, we also report on the results of atest across the public Internet. All of our experiments were
conducted on the same hardware components in order to provide fair comparisons.

6.1 Server Experiments

We made several design choices to improve the overall performance of Yima-2 over Yima-1. Most signifi-
cantly, we eliminated the inter-node data traffic which limits the number of streams per node, A/, as shown
in Eq. 5. This equation assumes full-duplex network links with a throughput of R each and m nodes.
Intuitively, by increasing the number of nodes, the fraction of the data that is local decreases. The second
factor 2_%_ denotes the reduction that is due to the inter-node traffic. For large configurations the throughput

iscut in half.

_ RNX’ITL _RNXmX 1
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We tested the Yima-1 and Yima-2 software on a 4-way server configuration as described in Sec. 2. The
MPEG-2 encoded test mediarequired 8 Mb/s of bandwidth per stream. In the case of Yima-1, al four nodes
were save nodes and we increased the number of mastersfrom 1 to 4. For Yima-2, we increased the number
of participating nodes from 1 to 4, because every node sends out data.

Method of measurement We needed a way to measure the number of sustainable, concurrent clients. For
Yima-1, the Darwin Streaming Server component of the Yima-1 media streaming server begins to exhibit a
significant drop in throughput when the number of sessions increases to a point where the server bandwidth
or the server CPU are maxed out. Because our system bottleneck isin the network, the available bandwidth
maxed out before the CPU utilization. Hence, increasing the number of sessions by one should increase the
total server throughput by 8 Mb/s. The maximum number of sustainable, concurrent clients is determined
when an 8 Mb/s increase in throughput is not observed after increasing the number of sessions by one.
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Figure 9: The number of client streams (at 8 Mb/s) that can be supported with the Yima-1 and the Yima-2
architecture asthe number of nodesincreases. Theinter-node datatraffic clearly limitsthe Yima-1 scalability.

For Yima-2, a noticeable increase in hiccups will occur when the number of sessions increases beyond
acertain number of sustainable, concurrent sessions. Again, thisisthe point at which the available network
bandwidth begins to max out. To find this threshold, we considered that the maximum number of sessions
had been reached when the last session admitted experienced a 2% delay of packets. A delayed packet is
defined as a packet which was sent 1 or more seconds too late. We observe that visual and audible quality
degrades significantly when the number of delayed packetsis > 2%.

A limiting factor to the results which we obtained for our experiments is that the network cards supplied
by our server manufacturers seemed to only support a maximum uplink delivery rate of 50 Mb/s instead
of the expected 100 Mb/s. However, the results for our experimental sets were all performed on the same
hardware components so that the relative performances are compared fairly.

Measurement results  The maximum number of sustainable 8 Mb/s data streamsfor Yima-1 and Yima-2 are
shown in Fig. 9. Yima-2 exhibits an ailmost perfectly linear increase in the number of streams while Yima-1
levels off early. Of course, Yima-2 will also become sub-linear with larger configurations and/or low-bit-rate
streams, but we are pleased to see that it scales much better than Yima-1. This expectation of non-linearity
is attributed to the increase of inter-nodal control commands. We observe a decrease in the average number
of supportable streams per server node as the number of server nodes isincreased for Yima-1.

6.2 Client Experiments

We conducted two sets of experiments on our client system. First, we compare the delivery rate of media
streams for Yima-1 and Yima2 over a period of time. Recal from Sec. 4.1 that Yima-1 utilizes the
pause/resume method, which leads to bursty traffic, while Yima-2 uses the Ap method, which leads to a
smoother delivery rate. The actual consumption rate is compared to the delivery rate using Ap and the
similarity between the two verifies that the client attempts to keep a constant amount of data in its buffer.
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Figure 10: Yimaend-to-end configuration.

The closer the amount of buffer data is to becoming constant, the closer the delivery rate will mimic the
consumption rate. Keeping the amount of data in the buffer constant also improves client utilization of the
buffer. The client can better allocate unused portions of memory for other uses if the amount of used buffer
space is known beforehand.

In the second set of experiments, we evaluated the accuracy of our synchronization mechanism for multi-
channel clients. With our experimental setup we have been able to achieve frame accurate video playback
over an extended period of time. Genlocked frames are played out very precisely with differences of at most
afew milliseconds. Audio multi-channel synchronization is actually more critical because even dight time
delays between two channels result in phase differences that can shift the position of an instrument from its
correct rendering location to the left or right. Our audio content is sampled at either 44,100 or 48,000 Hz.
Even afew samples worth of time difference can be noticed by atrained listener. To test our experimental
setup we played the same content on combinations of two channels (out of eight possible channdls on one
CineCast™ MPEG decoder) and recorded the rendered signals as a stereo file. This stereo file was used
as input into a program, written in Matlab, to find the sampling difference between the maximum cross-
correlations of a 90-second segment of each channel. Correlating all combinations of two channels resulted
in either a0 or 1 sample time difference between channels.

6.3 End-to-End Experiments

There have been anumber of reports of trials and deployments of video-on-demand services. However, little
tonoinformation is available about the architectural details and performance tradeoffs for these systems. We
have used our Yimatestbed to investigate the end-to-end performance of near NTSC quality video delivery
over IP. Fig. 10 illustrates the experimental setup.

The data sent out from the Yima serversin our lab were transported via the USC campus network to the
public Internet. Table 3 shows the data route between one of our test client locations and the Yima servers.
The geographical distance between the two end points is approximately 40 kilometers. The client was set up
in aresidential apartment and linked to the Internet viaan ADSL connection. The raw bandwidth achieved
end-to-end between the Yima client and servers was approximately 1 Mb/s®.

Our test media was encoded with an MPEG-4 software codec caled “DivX;-)” [Hib0l]. The high

9The ADSL provider did not guarantee any minimum bandwidth but stated that 1.5 Mb/s will not be exceeded.
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| Hop# | Router |
user-2iniv81.dialup.mindspring.com (165.121.125.1)
207.69.228.1 (207.69.228.1)
A-1-1.Isancal-crl.bbnplanet.net (4.24.24.13)
p2-1.Isancal-bal.bbnplanet.net (4.24.4.5)
p0-0-0.Isancal-cr3.bbnplanet.net (4.24.4.18)
s0.uscisi.bbnplanet.net (4.24.40.14)
usc-isi-atm.In.net (130.152.128.2)
rtr43-18-gw.usc.edu (128.125.251.210)
rtr-gw-1.usc.edu (128.125.254.1)

zanjaan.usc.edu (128.125.163.158)

A OWN P

O OWo~NO O

=

Table 3: End-to-end route from one Yimaclient (located in West Covina, California, connected viaan ADSL
line) to the Yima server (USC campus, Los Angeles). The distance between the two locations is approx. 40
km.

Raw Packet Loss [%] Effective Packet Loss [%]

14 r 1 14 r

12 F 1 12 F

10 1 10

8 r 1 8 F

=)
=)

IS
IS

N
N

l l L

L
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 0 00 300 400 500 600
Time [seconds] Time [seconds]

Fig. 11a. Raw dataloss. Fig. 11b: Effective data loss.

Figure 11:. The raw and effective packet loss for a MPEG-4 encoded movie segment of 10 minutes. The
average declines from 0.365% to 0.098% with packet retransmissions.

compression ratio of MPEG-4 alows for near NTSC quality video transmissions at less than 1 Mbl/s
bandwidth requirement, suitable for a residential ADSL connection. For example, our test stream was
encoded with a frame size of 720x576 pixels and 25 frames per second (fps). The stream required an
average of 105 KB/s (840 Kb/s) bandwidth for both the video and audio layers (audio was encoded in
MPEG-1 Layer 3 format); the bit rate of a 10 minute video segment is shown in Fig. 2. This compares
favorably with MPEG-1 which would require 1.5 Mb/s for alower video resolution of 320x 240 pixels at 30
fps.

We have conducted several end-to-end video streaming playback tests with the physical setup described
in the previous paragraphs and the selective retransmission scheme presented in Sec. 5. Figs. 11aand 11b
illustrate the reduction in lost datafrom an average of 0.365% to 0.098% with this protocol in our test system.
Note that the |oss characteristic of areal network link isvery bursty (asillustrated in Fig. 11a) as compared
with the uniform approximations of Egs. 3 and 4. Hence, the real reduction of the loss rate is less dramatic
than would be expected from the analytical equations. However, in practice the protocol worked very well
and some of the loss peaks are completely eliminated while others are reduced significantly.

Thevisual and aura quality of an MPEG-4 encoded movie at lessthan 1 Mb/sis surprisingly good. Our
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test movie, encoded at amost full NTSC resolution, displayed some dlight blocking artifacts during complex
scenes that can be attributed to the high compression ratio. If ahighly compressed movie is streamed over
anetwork and packets are lost, then artifacts are visible. In our setup, because of the low packet loss rate,
amost no degradation of the movie was noticeable compared with its local playback.

7 Conclusions and Future Work

Yima is a second generation scalable real-time streaming architecture, which incorporates results from
first generation research prototypes, and is consistent with industry standards. By separating the physical
disk subsystem used for data storage from logical storage units used for retrieval scheduling, Yima can
support heterogeneous magnetic disks and can achieve fault-tolerance. By utilizing a pseudo-random block
assignment technique, we are able to reorganize data blocks efficiently when new disks are added or
removed. Furthermore, Yimahas arate-control mechanism that can be utilized by a control policy such as
Super-streaming, to speedup and slowdown streams. Finaly, it supports inter-stream synchronization.

In this article, we explained and compared two aternative designs for Yima: master-slave and bipartite.
The former was implemented by porting an operational single-node server (i.e., Darwin Streaming Server)
as a component on top of our distributed file server architecture. The advantage of this design as opposed
to severa independent single-node serversis its load balancing capabilities by avoiding the partitioning of
the resources. The main disadvantage is that only a single-node (the master node) exists, from the client
perspective, resulting in a bottleneck node and single point of failure. The latter was implemented from
scratch utilizing our own lightweight streaming server components. The bottleneck node was eliminated in
the bipartite design resulting in close to linear scale-up as we increase the number of nodes.

We aso demonstrated that Yimais aworking prototype. We discussed the details of its high-end client
implementation, the communication protocol and its retransmission component, and Yima's handling of
variable-bit-rate video. Findly, extensive sets of experiments were conducted to verify different aspects
of our design. The results demonstrated the superiority of Yima2 in scale-up and rate-control. It aso
demonstrated the effectiveness of the incorporated retransmission protocol.

We intend to extend Yimain three ways. First, we intend to co-locate Yima at a data center to stream
several high-resolution audio and video content to our campus. This environment provides us with a good
opportunity to not only perform severa intensive tests on Yima but also collect detailed measurements on
hiccup and packet-loss rates aswell synchronization differences. Second, we plan to extend our experiments
to support distributed clients from more than one Yima server. We already have three different hardware
setups hosting Yima. By co-locating one Yima server cluster at an off-campus location and the other two
serversin different buildings within our campus, we have an initial setup to start our distributed experiments.
We have some preliminary approaches to manage distributed continuous media servers [SAKO1] that we
would like to incorporate, experiment with and extend. Finally, we performed some studies on supporting
other mediatypes, in particular the haptic [SKBT01] data type. Our next step would be to store and stream
haptic data.
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