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Introduction
Currntly in the TS-0004, the semantic annotation representation type of the <semanticDescriptor> resource can only be “RDF+XML”. 
	m2m:descriptorRepresentation
	Semantic content representation
	application/rdf+xml:1
	A string consisting of a media type followed by a m2m:encoding separated by ':' character. The only permitted value is application/rdf+xml:1


However, in the TS-0001, this is just one example type so it should be open to the well known types like Turtle and RDF+JSON. 
Maybe there should be the discussion if the spec should define the list of allowed media types or let it open with some examples. 
R01: Proposes to remove the data type m2m:descriptorRepresentation which has been used for the descriptor attribute of <semanticDescriptor> resource . Instead, use the m2m:ontologyFormat that is used for the ontologyFormat attribute of the <ontology> resource. 
********** Start of change 1 **********
6.3.3 oneM2M simple data types

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-v3_8_0.xsd.

The types in table 6.3.3‑1 are either:

· Atomic data types derived from XML Schema data types by restrictions (other than enumeration) or union.
· List data types constructed from other XML Schema or oneM2M-defined atomic data types.

The oneM2M-defined enumeration data types are defined in clause 6.3.4.

Table 6.3.3‑1: oneM2M Simple Data Types

	
	
	
	


********** End of change 1 **********

********** Start of change 2 **********
Table 7.4.34.1‑3: Resource Specific Attributes of <semanticDescriptor> resource
	Attribute Name
	Request Optionality 
	Data Type
	Default Value and Constraints

	
	Create
	Update
	
	

	descriptorRepresenation
	M
	O
	m2m: ontologyFormat
	No default

	semanticOpExec
	NP
	O
	m2m:sparql
	No default

	descriptor
	M
	O
	xs:base64Binary
	No default

	ontologyRef
	O
	O
	xs:anyURI
	No default

	relatedSemantics
	O
	O
	List of xs:anyURI
	No default

	semanticValidated
	NP
	NP
	xs:boolean
	No default

	validationEnable
	O
	O
	xs:boolean
	No default


********** End of change 2 **********

********** Start of change 3 **********
6.3.4.2.51 m2m:ontologyFormat
Used for ontologyFormat attribute in <semanticDescriptor> and <ontology> resources.

Table 6.3.4.2.51‑1: Interpretation of ontologyFormat
	Value
	Interpretation
	Note

	1
	IRI
	See [11]

	2
	File format: Functional-style
	See [44]

	3
	File format: OWL/XML
	See [45]

	4
	File format: RDF/XML
	See [46] & [47]

	5
	File format: RDF/Turtle
	See [46] & [48]

	6
	File format: Manchester
	See [49]

	7
	File format: JSON-LD
	See [x]


********** End of change 3 **********

********** Start of change 4 **********
2.1
Normative references

The following referenced documents are necessary, partially or totally, for the application of the present document. Their use in the context of this TS is specified by the normative statements that are referring back to this clause.
[x]
W3C Recommendation:  "JSON-LD 1.1: A JSON-based Serialization for Linked Data", 05 September 2018.

********** End of change 4 **********
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