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1. Introduction
The contents of clause 7.3 in the current version of TR-0007 does not address about key issues on semantic reasoning. 
This contribution gives some considerations about how to make reasoning for standardising semantics and ontologies. 
2. Proposal
======================== 1st Change ========================

7.3.X

How to make reasoning?
As described in Section 7.1.2.2, “reasoning” is a mechanism to derive new implicit knowledge from semantically annotated data based on a set of asserted facts or axioms. For example, if the semantic annotation of resource “R” indicates that “R” is an instance of class “A”, and the referenced ontology indicates that “A” is sub-class of “B”, then using “reasoning” can derive that “R” belongs to class “B”. 
In practice，the semantic annotation of resources and the semantic query request from applications may use  different vocabularies in same ontologies or different ontologies, e.g. the semantic annotation for a blood pressure monitor indicates that it is an instance of “blood pressure monitor” and its “precision” is “high”, while the semantic query requests may use a different vocabulary “advance blood pressure monitor” which is sub-class of “blood pressure monitor” defined as “blood pressure monitor” with “high” “precision”. Without “reasoning”, M2M applications may not be able to correctly find target M2M resources via semantic query.
oneM2M has to provide a solution for the following issues:
· Should reasoning function of semantic engine be provided in oneM2M systems? 

· Maybe “YES” since it is too complicated for applications to only use basic concepts with multiple logical rules as filter in each semantic query request.
· Should reasoning function of semantic engine update the semantic annotation information based on reasoning results?
· Maybe “YES” since updating semantic annotation information via reasoning could improve the speed of semantic query.
· Should reasoning function of semantic engine be able to provide reasoning among multiple compatible ontologies?
· Should reasoning function of semantic engine only be triggered along with semantic query process
· Maybe “NO” since data analytics may also need the assistants of reasoning function of semantic engine.
· How to trigger reasoning function of semantic engine?
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