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GUIDELINES for Change Requests:

Provide an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.

Each CR should contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem.
In case of a correction, and the change apply to previous releases, a separated “mirror CR” should be posted at the same time of this CR
Follow the principle of completeness, where all changes related to the issue or problem within a deliverable are simultaneously proposed to be made E.g. A change impacting 5 tables should not only include a proposal to change only 3 tables. Includes any changes to references, definitions, and acronyms in the same deliverable.
Follow the drafting rules.
All pictures must be editable.
Check spelling and grammar to the extent practicable.
Use Change bars for modifications.
The change should include the current and surrounding clauses to clearly show where a change is located and to provide technical context of the proposed change. Additions of complete sections need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed section number clearly shows where the new section is proposed to be located.
Multiple changes in a single CR shall be clearly separated by horizontal lines with embedded text such as, start of change 1, end of change 1, start of new clause, end of new clause.
When subsequent changes are made to content of a CR, then the accepted version should not show changes over changes. The accepted version of the CR should only show changes relative to the baseline approved text. 
Introduction
In Figure 11, these key functionalities are proposal for M2M system (see section 7 title), should not be limited in oneM2M system.The naming is used in left box is suggested to change to “external systems/entities” that is better than “non-oneM2M system”.

In addition, many lines with arrow are drawn in Figure 11 in order to show interworking or relations between two functional modules. Actually, interworking is internal process, and interworking and relations of these internal modules are complicated if we show all situation in the figure. For example, reasoning may directly use the ontology  through ontology repository module rather than firstly interworking with data analytic module, semantic analysis and query module should not interwork with device abstraction directly,etc.Refering to Figure 6.2-1(Common Services Functions)in TS 0001.It is suggested that all the lines used in Figure 11 are deleted. 

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
7.1.2
Key functionalities for Semantics
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Note: The entities and relationships depicted in the above figure are useful of analytic purposes of this present document but is not meant to be used for the purpose of normative standardization.


Figure 11: Generic functional model for supporting semantics

-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------

CHECK LIST

· Does this change request include an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.?
· Does this CR contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem?
· Have any mirror crs been posted?
· Does this change request  make all the changes necessary to address the issue or problem?  E.g. A change impacting 5 tables should not only include a proposal to change only 3 tables. Includes any changes to references, definitions, and acronyms in the same deliverable?
· Does this change request follow the drafting rules?
· Are all pictures editable?
· Have you checked the spelling and grammar?
· Have you used change bars for all modifications?
· Does the change include the current and surrounding clauses to clearly show where a change is located and to provide technical context of the proposed change? (Additions of complete sections need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed section number clearly shows where the new section is proposed to be located.)
· Are multiple changes in this CR clearly separated by horizontal lines with embedded text such as, start of change 1, end of change 1, start of new clause, end of new clause.?
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