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Introduction
This CR explicitly specifies JSON representation for enumeration data type: integer vs. string.

· Current text is not so clear like “numeric in nature”, so this CR puts more clarity by mentioning enumeration data type.

· During the 2nd IOP test at TTA, it seemed that most of the implementations use string for enumeration values in JSON. Even there is interger data type supported by JSON, but thinking about XML-JSON conversion by a CSE, which shall be supported, implementing enumeration in string is much cleaner with less bugs. Technically integer and string are supported by JSON, so it’s a matter of choice to us, and again XML conversion is much easier when we use string for enumeration types.

· Second point is also suggested for xs:integer for consistency, which leads easy/clean/better implementation.

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
8.1 JSON serialization
8.1.1 Terminology

The following conventions are used in the clause that follows.

· The italicized terms object, member, name, array, number, string, boolean and null are to be interpreted as in RFC 7159 [19]

· The italicized term element is to be interpreted to encompass oneM2M Primitive Parameters, Resource Attributes and other elements or attributes used inside oneM2M complex type definitions

8.1.2 Method

The primitive shall be encoded as a JSON object, conforming to the requirements of RFC 7159 [19]. This JSON object shall be restricted to Unicode characters defined in The Unicode Standard and encoded using UTF-8 as described in IETF RFC 3629 [21].  The names in each object in the JSON shall be unique.
The structure of the top-level primitive object shall be determined by the data type definitions in clause 6 and clause 7 of the present document, as follows:

1. All member''s names shall be the short name defined in clause 8.2. 

2. If an element is defined in the present document as having a complex type, then it is serialized in the JSON member as an object and its children are recursively serialized as members of that object, using short names as defined in clause 8.2. 

3. The membership of each nested object shall respect the cardinality constraints from the corresponding XSD complex type definition, 

4. If an element is defined in the present document as having an atomic data type that is numeric (including enumeration data types in clause 6.3.4) then its value is serialized into the JSON member as a number.

5. If an element is defined as having an atomic data type that is non-numeric then its value is serialized into the JSON member as a string.

6. If an element is defined as xs:boolean (or a type derived from xs:boolean) then it is serialized in the JSON member as a boolean.

7. If an element is defined as having an xs:list type in the corresponding XSD then it is serialized in the JSON member as an array.

8. If an element instance has a null value then it is serialized into the JSON member as a null, regardless of the data type that it has in the corresponding XSD. 

9. If an element is defined as having maxOccurs > 1 in the corresponding XSD then its parent JSON member is serialized as an array. 
10. If an element has an XSD data type that is a simple type with XML attributes, then it is serialized in the JSON member as an object. The XML attributes appear as members of that object (using their short names) and the value of the element is serialized as a member of that object with the special name "val". 

11. The members (at each level) may be serialized in any order. The order in which they appear in the corresponding XSD file is immaterial.
12. If an element has an XSD data type that is a complex type with XML attributes, then it is serialized in JSON as an object. The XML attributes appear as members of that object (using their short names) as do the XML elements.

The Content parameter is treated just like any other parameter of complex type. It is serialized as an object and its members are the attributes and/or child resource references of the Resource that is being transferred. The Content parameter is not required to contain all the attributes of the Resource. The JSON representation of the Content parameter shall be encapsulated by a member name as defined in the first column of  Table 7.5.2‑1 and Table 7.5.2‑2.
8.1.3 Examples

Here is an example that shows the payload of a request message serialized using JSON:

{"op": "1", "fr": "//xxxxx/2345", "to": "//xxxxx/99", "rqi": "A1234", "pc": {"m2m:sch": {"se": "* 0-5 2,6,10 * * * *"}}, "ty": 18}

· op: operation (in this case it is Create)

· fr: ID of the Originator (either the AE or CSE)

· to: URI of the target resource

· rqi: request identifier (this is a string)

· pc: attributes of the <schedule> resource with member name "m2m:sch" to be provided by Originator. This is serialized as a nested JSON object

· ty: type of resource to be created (in this case a Schedule resource). This is a number.

Note that the Operation (op) parameter is present only in Request primitives. The presence of this parameter in JSON serialized primitive representations allows to differentiate Request primitives from Response primitives.
The below example shows the payload of an <AE> resource serialized using JSON where “ae” is a complex xml element having an xml attribute “rn” :
{ 
 "m2m:ae": { 
   "rn": "appname", 
   "aei": "CAE01", 
   "ct": "20160404T132648", 
   "et": "20160408T004648", 
   "lt": "20160404T132648", 
   "pi": "ONET-CSE-02", 
   "ri": " REQID1", 
   "ty": 2 
 } 
}
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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