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Introduction
Flow for Non-Blocking async should be corrected 
Non-blocking-async request should produce response without reference to the request.
Notify request should return when it was accepted (not when it is delivered).

Notification should be stored on registrar CSE for retargeting since AE may be offline when the notification is delivered to the CSE.

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
8.2.2.3 Asynchronous Case

In the asynchronous case, it is assumed that the Originator or other entities that need to know about the outcome of a Request are able to receive notification messages, i.e. the CSE carrying out the requested operation can send an unsolicited message to the Originator or to other indicated entities at an arbitrary time to send the status and result of the requested operation to one or more notification target(s). The possible mechanisms for the notification to reach the Originator or the other notification targets are the same as in the case of a notification after a subscription to a resource got triggered.

In the asynchronous case, a Receiver CSE that does not support the <request> resource type shall be able to respond to an acceptable request with a response containing an Acknowledgement without a reference to a resource containing the context of the request.

In the asynchronous case the exemplary information flow depicted in figure 8.2.2.3-1 is applicable. In this case it is assumed that the Originator of the Request provided two notification targets. - the Originator and one other notification target - to which notification shall be sent when the result of the requested operation is available or when the request failed.

Equivalent information flows are valid also for cases where the target resource of the requested operation is hosted on the Receiver CSE itself. From an Originator's or notification target's perspective there is no difference as the later notification of the result of a requested operation would always be an exchange of request/response messages between the CSE carrying out the requested operation and the notification targets using reference to the original Request ID.
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Figure 8.2.2.3-1: Non-blocking access to resource in asynchronous mode 
(Hosting CSE not equal to Receiver - 1 CSE), Originator provided targets for notification

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