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•  Note taker 
•  Jabber [IMPORTANT] 
•  Please include “-mptcp-” in your draft names 
•  Please say your name at the mike 
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Note Well 
Any submission to the IETF intended by the Contributor for publication as all or part of an IETF 

Internet-Draft or RFC and any statement made within the context of an IETF activity is 
considered an "IETF Contribution". Such statements include oral statements in IETF 
sessions, as well as written and electronic communications made at any time or place, 
which are addressed to:  

–  the IETF plenary session,  
–  any IETF working group or portion thereof,  
–  the IESG, or any member thereof on behalf of the IESG,  
–  the IAB or any member thereof on behalf of the IAB,  
–  any IETF mailing list, including the IETF list itself, any working group or design team list, or any 

other list functioning under IETF auspices,  
–  the RFC Editor or the Internet-Drafts function  
 

All IETF Contributions are subject to the rules of RFC 3978 (updated by RFC 4748) and RFC 
3979 (updated by RFC 4879).Statements made outside of an IETF session, mailing list or 
other function, that are clearly not intended to be input to an IETF activity, group or 
function, are not IETF Contributions in the context of this notice. 

 
Please consult RFC 3978 (and RFC 4748) for details. 
 
A participant in any IETF activity is deemed to accept all IETF rules of process, as documented 

in Best Current Practices RFCs and IESG Statements. 
 
A participant in any IETF activity acknowledges that written, audio and video records of 

meetings may be made and may be available to the public. 
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Agenda 

1.  Chairs	  -‐	  10	  min	  
2.  MPTCP	  Proxy	  Use	  Case	  -‐	  Lingli	  Deng	  (20	  mins)	  
3.  KT's	  TCP	  Proxy	  experience	  -‐	  deployment	  and	  tesDng	  

consideraDons	  -‐	  SungHoon	  Seo	  (10	  mins)	  	  
4.  MPTCP	  Proxy	  Analysis	  -‐	  Xinpeng	  Wei	  (20	  mins)	  	  

5.  MPTCP	  Proxy	  ImplementaDon	  -‐	  Jordan	  Melzer	  (15	  mins)	  
(remote)	  

6.  Designing	  and	  implemenDng	  efficient	  MPTCP	  Proxies	  and	  
use	  cases	  –	  Gregory	  Detal	  	  (15	  mins)	  (remote)	  

7.  Experience with Multipath TCP - Olivier Bon 
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Milestones	  	  

•  Jan	  2015:	  	  Use-‐cases	  and	  operaDonal	  experiences	  
(InformaDonal)	  to	  IESG	  	  	  

•  Jan	  2015:	  	  MPTCP	  standards	  track	  protocol	  to	  IESG	  	  
•  Apr	  2015:	  	  ImplementaDon	  advice	  (InformaDonal)	  to	  IESG	  	  	  
•  Apr	  2015:	  	  MPTCP-‐enabled	  middleboxes	  (InformaDonal)	  to	  

IESG	  	  	  
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WG	  Item	  Status	  

•  draZ-‐ie[-‐mptcp-‐experience	  
– Adopted	  as	  WG	  item	  last	  August	  

•  draZ-‐ie[-‐mptcp-‐rfc6824bis	  
– 03	  version	  submi]ed	  

•  Adopt	  subflow	  reset	  proposed	  by	  Olivier	  

•  draZ-‐ie[-‐mptcp-‐a]ack	  
– Last	  Call	  finished	  (10/27)	  
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ImplementaDon	  Updates	  

•  Please	  let	  us	  know	  if	  you	  have	  any	  updates!
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Charter	  Item:	  MPTCP	  proxy	  
•  Finally,	  the	  working	  group	  will	  explore	  whether	  an	  MPTCP-‐aware	  

middlebox	  would	  be	  useful,	  where	  at	  least	  one	  end	  host	  is	  MPTCP-‐
enabled.	  For	  example,	  potenDally	  helping	  MPTCP's	  incremental	  
deployment	  by	  allowing	  only	  one	  end	  host	  to	  be	  MPTCP-‐enabled	  and	  the	  
middlebox	  acts	  as	  an	  MPTCP	  proxy	  for	  the	  other	  end	  host,	  which	  runs	  TCP;	  
and	  potenDally	  helping	  some	  mobility	  scenarios,	  where	  the	  middlebox	  
acts	  as	  an	  anchor	  between	  two	  MPTCP-‐enabled	  hosts.	  

•  The	  working	  group	  will	  detail	  what	  real	  problems	  an	  MPTCP-‐enabled	  
middlebox	  might	  solve,	  how	  it	  would	  impact	  the	  MulDpath	  TCP	  
architecture	  (RFC6182),	  what	  proxy	  approach	  might	  be	  jusDfied	  as	  
compared	  against	  alternaDve	  soluDons	  to	  the	  problems,	  and	  the	  likely	  
feasibility	  of	  solving	  the	  technical	  and	  security	  issues.	  
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