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	CHANGE REQUEST

	Meeting:*
	PRO#23.5

	Source:*
	TS-0004 Rapportuer

	Date:*
	2016-06-24

	Contact:*
	Nobu Uchida, Qualcomm, nuchida@qti.qualcomm.com

	Reason for Change/s:*
	This CR summarizes suggested resolutions for the editHelp comments on TS-0004. 

	CR  against:  Release*
	R1

	CR  against:  WI*
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Active <Work Item number>  

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 MNT maintenace / <Work Item number(optional)>
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 STE Small Technical Enhancements / < Work Item number (optional)>
Only ONE of the above shall be ticked

	CR  against:  TS/TR*
	TS-0004 V1.8.0

	Clauses/Sub Clauses*
	Multiple clauses, see the summary table in the introduction.

	Type of change: *
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Editorial change
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Bug Fix or Correction
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Change to existing feature or functionality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 New feature or functionality
Only ONE of the above shall be ticked

	Post Freeze checking:*
	This CR contains only essential changes and corrections?  YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
  NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

This CR may break backwards compatibility with the last approved version of the TS?       YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
  NO  FORMCHECKBOX 

This CR is a mirror CR? YES  FORMCHECKBOX 
  if YES, please indicate the document number of the original CR:         : NO  FORMCHECKBOX 
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oneM2M Notice

The document to which this cover statement is attached is submitted to oneM2M.  Participation in, or attendance at, any activity of oneM2M, constitutes acceptance of and agreement to be bound by terms of the Working Procedures and the Partnership Agreement, including the Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) Principles Governing oneM2M Work found in Annex 1 of the Partnership Agreement.

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
This CR proposes resolutions for the editHelp comments in PRO-2016-0106 (Note that CR contained comments against V1.6.0, but we’re fixing them in V1.8.0). Appreciate the detailed review by the editHelp. All of these items are also applicable to Release 2 as well. Once the group agrees on the resolutions, the rapporteuor will make changes to both release 1 and 2.
	Item #
	T or E
	Clause
	Comments and proposed resolutions

	1
	E
	3.1
	Comment:

Can we format the following definition with a note?

originator: for single-hop case, the Originator is the entity that sends a Request. For multi-hop case, the Originator is the entity that sends the first Request in a sequence of requests

NOTE:
An Originator can either be an AE or a CSE.

originator: for single-hop case, the Originator is the entity that sends a Request

NOTE 1:
For multi-hop case, the Originator is the entity that sends the first Request in a sequence of requests.

NOTE 2:
An Originator can either be an AE or a CSE.

Proposed resolution:
I suggest we should the same definition in TS-0001 as follows;
originator: in case of a request traversing a single reference point, the Originator is the AE/CSE that sends the request
NOTE:
In case of a request that traverses multiple reference points, the Originator is the AE/CSE that sends the first request in the sequence.

	2
	E
	5.5.1
	Comment:

Which clauses number are meant here?
The following clauses present the design principles which could wrap up the perspectives and ways in terms of definitions and procedures of APIs and resources for the oneM2M core protocol specified in the present document.
Proposed resolution:

The following clauses (5.5.2 to 5.5.7) present the design principles which could wrap up the perspectives and ways in terms of definitions and procedures of APIs and resources for the oneM2M core protocol specified in the present document.

	3
	E
	6.3.1
	Comment:

Which clauses number are meant here?
The following clauses define the data format of resource attributes and parameters used in primitives.

Proposed resolution:

The following clauses (6.3.2 to 6.3.6) define the data format of resource attributes and parameters used in primitives.

	4
	E
	6.3.2
	Comment:

Is it meant table 6.3.2-1 here?
The following 'built-in data types' are incorporated from XML Schema definition [3].

Proposed resolution:

The following 'built-in data types' defined in Table 6.3.2-1 are incorporated from XML Schema definition [3].

	5
	E
	6.3.3
	Comment:

Can you provide the XSD file for the e-attachment.
Table 6.3.3-1 describes oneM2M-specific simple data type definitions. XML Schema data type definitions for these data types can be found in the XSD file called CDT-commonTypes-v1_6_0.xsd.
Proposed resolution:

No action needed. When this TS is published, it come with a bundled XSD files.

	5
	E
	Table 6.3.3-1
	Comment:
Is this a reference to add? If so, should it be normative or informative?
m2m:countryCode

Country Code

KR
2-character country code as defined by ISO-3166.
Proposed resolution:

Yes, we should add ISO-3166 as a normative reference.

	6
	T
	Table 6.3.5.15-1
	Comment:
Multiplicity column is empty, is this normal?
Element Path

Element Data Type 
Multiplicity

Note

name
xs:NCName
value
xs:anyType
Proposed resolution:

The multiplicity for these elements should be 1.
Element Path

Element Data Type 
Multiplicity

Note

name
xs:NCName
1

value
xs:anyType
1



	7
	E
	Table 6.3.6-2
	Comment:
Is it meant "table 6.3.6-2" here?
NOTE:
In the above table, names of XML schema attributes are prefixed with a "@" character to differentiate these from Resource attribute names. The "@" character is not part of the actual attribute name.

Proposed resolution:
NOTE:
In Table 6.3.6-2 above, names of XML schema attributes are prefixed with a "@" character to differentiate these from Resource attribute names. The "@" character is not part of the actual attribute name.



	8
	E
	Table 6.4.1-1
	Comment:
Which note should it be (note 1 or 2?)
Role

xs:anyType

See note 

0..1
The Role optional parameter is required when role based access control is applied. It shall be used by the Receiver to check the Access Control privileges of the Originator. As described in ETSI TS 118 103 [7], clause 7.1.2. 

The use of this parameter is reserved for future use. The exact data type is not specified in this release.
Proposed resolution:

Suggest to remove “see note” as it doesn’t point to note 1 or 2, it’s simply pointing to the note column.
Role

xs:anyType

0..1
The Role optional parameter is required when role based access control is applied. It shall be used by the Receiver to check the Access Control privileges of the Originator. As described in ETSI TS 118 103 [7], clause 7.1.2. 

The use of this parameter is reserved for future use. The exact data type is not specified in this release.


	9
	E
	Global
	Comment:
On several occasion, it reads "In this release", "in the present release". Can we replace by "in the present document"?

Proposed resolution:

Agreed. Need a global change in this TS to “in the present document”.

	10
	E
	7.1
	Comment:
Which clauses number are meant here?
The following clauses describe prerequisites such as primitive format and procedure outline with three generic scenarios that are Originator, Receiver, and Resource Handling in accordance with CRUD+N operations. In addition, for specific
Proposed resolution:

The following clauses (7.2 to 7.5) describe prerequisites such as primitive format and procedure outline with three generic scenarios that are Originator, Receiver, and Resource Handling in accordance with CRUD+N operations. In addition, for specific

	11
	E
	Table 7.2.1.1-1
	Comment:
Is the * normal here? Or is it now replace with "note"?
From

O*
See note 1
M

M

M

M

Proposed resolution:

Remove * from the column, it’s just pointing to note 1.
From

O
See note 1
M

M

M

M



	12
	E
	7.2.2.2
	Comment:
Which figure number should it be below, as Figure 7.1.1.2.2-1 does not exist

Recv-6.6.1 "Communication method?": The Receiver CSE checks whether a received request is blockingRequest or not by using Response Type parameter (see detail in clause 8.1.2 in ETSI TS 118 101 [6]). If the request was blockingRequest or Response Type parameter was not included, it goes to step Recv-6.7 "Create a success response".Otherwise, it goes back to the generic procedure of the receiver (see figure 7.1.1.2.2-1).

Proposed resolution:

Recv-6.6.1 "Communication method?": The Receiver CSE checks whether a received request is blockingRequest or not by using Response Type parameter (see detail in clause 8.1.2 in ETSI TS 118 101 [6]). If the request was blockingRequest or Response Type parameter was not included, it goes to step Recv-6.7 "Create a success response".Otherwise, it goes back to the generic procedure of the receiver (see figure 7.2.2.2-1).

	13
	E
	Figure 7.2.2.2-2
	Comment:
Was numbered incorrectly. Now corrected.

Proposed resolution:

This has been fixed in V1.8.0. No action needed.

	14
	E
	7.3.3.5
	Comment:
Link not working, can you please check.

The URI of the created resource shall be the URI of its parent resource with the resourceName appended (e.g. http://CSEbase.operator.org/myAppID , for an application resource with resourceName "myAppID" created in the...

Proposed resolution:

This is not a actual link, just an example. No action needed.

	15
	E
	7.4.5.1
	Comment:
Did you mean "in TS 118 101 [6]" ?
The detailed description can be found in clause 9.6.4 in Architecture TS.

Proposed resolution:

The detailed description can be found in clause 9.6.4 in Architecture TS-0001 [6].

	16
	E
	7.4.8.1
	Comment:
Should it be "0:plain"?

The contentInfo attribute shall provide meta information about the stored data in content. m2m:encodingType (0;plain, 1:base64 encoded string, 2:base64 encoded binary), and is optional.
Proposed resolution:

Correct, it shall be 0:plain.

	17
	E
	Table 7.4.10.1-5
	Comment:
Was numbered incorrectly. Now corrected.

Proposed resolution:

Agreed. This shall be fixed to Table 7.4.10.1-5.

	18
	E
	7.4.17.1
	Comment:
Which table numbers are meant here?
The <mgmtCmd> resource shall contain the following attributes and child resource as illustrated in table 7.4.17.1‑2, table 7.4.17.1‑3, and table 7.4.17.1‑4. The data type and default value of these attributes and child resources are included in the tables.
Proposed resolution:
Suggest to replace the current paragraph with the following text in line with other resources. No need to mention those tables.
The <mgmtCmd> resource represents a method to execute management procedures or to model commands and remote procedure calls (RPC) required by existing management protocols and enables AEs to request management procedures to be executed on a remote entity. The detailed description can be found in clause 9.6.16 in oneM2M TS-0001 Architecture TS[6].

	19
	E
	7.5.1.1
	Comment:
Which figure number is meant here as figure 6.3.4.2..31-2 does not exist in the document.

The data type of the notification data object is defined in tables 7.5.1.1-1 and 7.5.1.1-2. The first column of figure 6.3.4.2.31‑2 defines the permitted names the root element the notification data object can take with the data type listed in the third column.
Proposed resolution:

This has been fixed in V1.8.0. No action needed.

	20
	T
	7.5.1.2.2
	Comment:
Which step are meant here?
· Step 2.2: Check the notificationEventCat attribute:

· If the notificationEventCat attribute is set, the Notify request primitive shall employ the Event Category parameter as given in the notificationEventCat attribute. Then continue with the next step

· If the notificationEventCat attribute is not configured,then continue with other step.

· Step 2.3: Check the latestNotify attribute:

· If the latestNotify attribute is set, the Originator shall assign Event Category parameter of value 'latest' of the notifications generated pertaining to the subscription created. Then continue with other step.
Proposed resolution:

Need to double check with the original contributor (LGE?).
· Step 2.2: Check the notificationEventCat attribute:

· If the notificationEventCat attribute is set, the Notify request primitive shall employ the Event Category parameter as given in the notificationEventCat attribute. Then continue with the  step 2.3.
· If the notificationEventCat attribute is not configured,then continue with step 2.3.
· Step 2.3: Check the latestNotify attribute:

· If the latestNotify attribute is set, the Originator shall assign Event Category parameter of value 'latest' of the notifications generated pertaining to the subscription created. Then continue with step 3.0.

	21
	E
	7.5.2
	Comment:
Are these e-attachment?
Clauses 7.2.1.1 and 7.2.1.2 enumerate the forms that the Content primitive parameter takes in various Request and Response cases. Note that the Content primitive parameter is denoted as primitiveContent in both, CDT‑requestPrimitive-v1_6_0.xsd and CDT-responsePrimitive-v1_6_0.xsd.
Proposed resolution:

No action needed. When this TS is published, it come with a bundled XSD files.

	22
	E
	8.2.1
	Comment:
Which clause number is meant here?
The mapping between the full names and their shortened form is given in the clauses that follow.
Proposed resolution:

The mapping between the full names and their shortened form is given in the clauses 8.2.2 to 8.2.5.

	23
	T
	Table A.4-1
	Comment:
Are the * normal here?
AVP

*

*

O

-

-

-

*

*
Proposed resolution:

Seemes we don’t need this row as it’s strange to have a item called AVP for AVP name column. Suggest to delete this row. Need to double check with the original contributor (Ericsson?).

	24
	E
	E.2.2
	Comment:
Which table numbers are meant here as these do not exist in the document.
2) If the Receiver CSE supports non-blocking synchronous interactions (this is indicated by its support for the <request> resource), it creates an instance of <request> resource. The requestStatus attribute of the <request> resource is set to " ACCEPTED". Please refer to tables 7.1.2.2.4-1 and 7.1.2.2.4-2 for other attributes.

Proposed resolution:

2) If the Receiver CSE supports non-blocking synchronous interactions (this is indicated by its support for the <request> resource), it creates an instance of <request> resource. The requestStatus attribute of the <request> resource is set to " ACCEPTED". Please refer to tables 7.3.2.2-1 and 7.3.2.2-2 for other attributes.

	25
	E
	H.1
	Comment:
Which clause number is meant here?
The details on how those parameters impact the CMDH processing are described in the next clauses. This annex uses the short names as listed above to refer to request and response parameters.
Proposed resolution:

The details on how those parameters impact the CMDH processing are described in the next clauses in H.2. This annex uses the short names as listed above to refer to request and response parameters.

	26
	E
	H.2.4
	Comment:
Which clause numbers are meant here?
2.3.2
For all messages allowed for forwarding and for which Mcc communication connections are established, apply steps 1.3 through 1.5 in this clause above.
...

When any message buffered for CMDH forwarding expires, carry out step 1.4 in this clause above. End this cycle of CMDH message forwarding and wait for new triggering events.

Proposed resolution:

The details on how those parameters impact the CMDH processing are described in the next clauses in H.2. This annex uses the short names as listed above to refer to request and response parameters.

	27
	E
	H.2.4
	Comment:
The step 2.1 is missing, is it normal?

2
Else, i.e. when the 'ec' parameter of the messages does not have the value corresponding to 'immediate':
2.1.1
Buffer the message to be forwarded in the CMDH forwarding buffer:
The processing in this situation is described by the flow chart in figure H.2.4.2. If the message is a request message and the 'ec' parameter of the messages has the value corresponding to 'latest':
Proposed resolution:

Need to clean up the numbering in H.2.4. Qualcomm will bring a separate CR for this.

	28
	E
	global
	Comment:
There are 27 hanging paragraphs, highlighted in blue in the document. 

Proposed resolution:

Agreed. Need a global change in this TS.


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.)
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