	Doc# PRO-2014-0501-CR_request_forwarding.doc
Change Request
	[image: image1.png]






	


	CHANGE REQUEST

	Group Name:*
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	Source:*
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	Format:*
	ordinary meeting

	Date:*
	2014-09-19

	Contact:*
	Shingo Fujimoto,FUJITSU,shingo_fujimoto@jp.fujitsu.com

	Reason for Change/s:*
	It was not clear which CSE should be forwarded from Receiver CSE.

This contribution proposed to change existing text to clarify which CSE to be targeted.
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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.
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
It is not efficient to send back whole content of resource when the name is not provided on CREATE request.

For HTTP case, Location header is defined to carry the name of created resource. 

This contribution proposed to change existing specification to return the name of created as response parameter nm.
Following texts are cited from RFC7231

7.1.2.  Location

   The "Location" header field is used in some responses to refer to a

   specific resource in relation to the response.  The type of

   relationship is defined by the combination of request method and

   status code semantics.

     Location = URI-reference

   The field value consists of a single URI-reference.  When it has the

   form of a relative reference ([RFC3986], Section 4.2), the final

   value is computed by resolving it against the effective request URI

   ([RFC3986], Section 5).

   For 201 (Created) responses, the Location value refers to the primary

   resource created by the request.  For 3xx (Redirection) responses,

   the Location value refers to the preferred target resource for

   automatically redirecting the request.

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
7.2.2.1.2 Send a Request to the Receiver CSE

The originator shall determine the receiver CSE as follows:

If “To” parameter of the request is towarding to the one of Registree CSE, the Registree CSE shall be Reciver, 
If else, and the originator is the IN-CSE, but no matching CSE as the destination, IN-CSE shall process the request as STATUS_NOT_FOUND.
Otherwise, the receiver of the Request shall be the registrar CSE of the originator




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

-----------------------Start of change 2-------------------------------------------

7.2.2.2.8 Forwarding

If the "to" parameter  in the request does not start with the CSEBase URI of the receiver
, the receiver CSE shall forward the request or shall serve the request locally (see below).

If the "to" parameter  in the request starts with the CSEBase URI of the receiver, then the receiver CSE shall handle the request locally.

Acting as an originator the CSE shall perform the following procedures:

1) “Record a received request with request-id”
2) "Send a Request to the receiver CSE".
3) "wait for Response primitive".
When the Response is received the receiver CSE shall:

4) Primitive specific procedure: Forward the Response to the original CSE
.

-----------------------End of change 2---------------------------------------------
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?
· 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.?
�It is not clear how Originaor know can know the routing information to the Hosting CSE. Is the configuration is permanent ?o 


�Originator should not return the error here. That must be Receiver’s role.


When the originator is IN-CSE case, IN-CSE should simply terminate procedure.


�This is not ssame behaviour of above. Need to choose correct one.


�Response should be route based on the information in the record of incoming request.


Determination of valid PoA is also needed.
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