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FYI: Updated PRs, etc

#1673 “Fill-Fetch” Updated based on last interim discussion

#1674 SWITCH_FROM (hard)

FYI: Subscribe to our meetings in calendar:
webcal://datatracker.ietf.org/meeting/upcoming.ics?show=moq
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https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/pull/1673
https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/pull/1674
http://datatracker.ietf.org/meeting/upcoming.ics?show=moq


#1801 Reconsider "OR" (Set) functionality in range filters

In fine MOQ tradition, we now have more than one way to do the same thing -

1. Make two subscriptions with different filters
2. Make one subscription with OR'd filters specified by SetID

Key difference – 2) deduplicates an object that matches more than one filter and 
1) does not.

Range filters are optional via the MAX_FILTER_RANGES Setup Option, but SetID 
is not.  Also, Location Filter doesn’t have SetID

Clarification: Within a given property, Range filters allow ‘ORing’ without the SetID 
functionality that’s designed to span Properties or filter types
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https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/issues/1801


#1801 Reconsider "OR" functionality in range filters

From Victor:

● There is a spectrum of how simple vs flexible we can make filter.
● The version without OR is a good spot in terms of complexity vs use cases 

addressed.
● We can ship a more complex scheme in the future when we get more 

experience with what people actually want in practice.
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#1801 Reconsider "OR" functionality in range filters

Related: Updating “OR” FilterSets is complex today
OBJECT_PROPERTY_FILTER { Type=0x28, Length, [SetID], [Property Type], Range... }

If the Length is 0, the filter is removed
SetID is after Length, so that removes the filter for all SetIDs

If the Length is non-zero, a SetID is specified, and only that SetID is overwritten

To remove a single SetID with REQUEST_UPDATE, you use two 
OBJECT_PROPERTY_FILTERs:

First with 0 length to remove all the filters
Second adding the one you want to keep back

Do we guarantee that Properties order are maintained when there are multiple?
If not, you could end up with no filter if they're switched
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https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/issues/1801


#1801 Reconsider "OR" functionality in range filters

Possible Paths Forward:

1. Status Quo - The current syntax is complex to update, so I’d rather not
If we do keep it, we need much clearer text on how to use it

2. Remove SetID functionality - Removing it is simple, not many people have 
likely implemented it yet, so now is a good time.

Can always add it back later once we have more experience
3. Adjust the wire format to make Filter Sets easier to manage
4. Adjust the wire format AND add SetID to the Location Filter

Editor’s Recommendation: 2) Remove SetID, and see if allowing multiple 
Subscriptions to a Track is sufficient
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https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/issues/1801


#1800 NAMESPACE doesn’t have Parameters

PUBLISH_NAMESPACE has Parameters, but NAMESPACE does not

Intentional choice to make NAMESPACE simpler and smaller

Did we go too far and make extensibility more difficult?

Examples:

● "epoch" indicating the start time of a broadcast
● "etag" similar to above but helps distinguish between a new broadcast and a 

resumption
● "cost" used when there are multiple connections to route subscriptions
● "hops" a list of priors nodes that advertised this namespace to prevent loops

Luke’s draft-lcurley-moq-cluster uses hop counts in NAMESPACE for routing
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https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/issues/1800
https://datatracker.ietf.org/doc/draft-lcurley-moq-cluster/


#1800 NAMESPACE doesn’t have Parameters

Options:

1. Add Parameters back in, though we need to specify what Parameters are 
propagated from the original PUBLISH_NAMESPACE (ie: not Auth?)

2. Leave it as is and let future extensions negotiate this in SETUP
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https://github.com/moq-wg/moq-transport/issues/1800

