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Introduction
In 7.3.3.3 “Check validity of resource representation for CREATE”:
If the expirationTime attribute is present in the resource representation, but its value indicates a time in the past, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.

There are three cases where the Hosting CSE shall configure or override an expirationTime value that differs from the value specified in the resource representation (if present).

1) The Originator does not specify an expirationTime 

2) The Originator requests an expirationTime that is later than expirationTime of the parent 

3) The Hosting CSE determines the expirationTime requested by the Originator does not meet its requirements (E.g. based on a local policy)

In each of these cases, the Hosting CSE shall configure an expirationTime into the resource that is less than or equal to the expirationTime of the parent resource. In addition, the Hosting CSE shall communicate the modified value back to the originator in the response if the Result Content parameter permits this.
The expirationTime attribute of the created resource shall not be later than the expirationTime of the parent resource, but coming to 7.3.3.4 “Check validity of resource representation for UPDATE”, only the following sentence was given:

If the expirationTime attribute is present in the resource representation, but its value indicates a time in the past, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
It seems that it lacks the description of the actions Hosting CSE should do when the originator updates an expirationTime which  is less than former expirationTime value, which may couse the situation that after the update, the expirationTime attribute of the resource is later than the expirationTime of its child resources. 
This CR proposes to add some complement related to the situation above. Firstly, if happended, Hosting CSE shall reject the update request with an error which can also help letting the Originator know there is/are a child resource/child resources existing under the targeted resource. Secondly, the Originator may update expirationTime attribute of the child resource/resources, then try to update expirationTime attribute of the targeted resource.
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
7.3.3.4 Check validity of resource representation for UPDATE

The handling below shall apply to each attribute in the resource for UPDATE request primitives and the handling depends on the "presence in UPDATE request" column of the resource table. If the request is rejected based on the rules below, then the other attributes do not have to be checked.

If the expirationTime attribute is present in the resource representation, but its value indicates a time in the past, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
If the expirationTime attribute is present in the UPDATE request, and its value is earlier than the value of the expirationTime attribute that it is updating, then the Hosting CSE shall check if the targeted resource has any child resource whose expirationTime attribute value is later than the expirationTime value in the UPDATE request. If yes,  the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating " BAD_REQUEST " error. 
O attribute for update request

If the attribute is present in the resource representation in the UPDATE request, the Hosting CSE shall check if the value is acceptable according to internal policies.

If the provided value is not accepted, the Hosting CSE shall reject the request with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST " error.

NP attribute for update request

If the attribute is present in the resource representation in the UPDATE request, the Hosting CSE shall reject the request with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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