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Introduction
Even for some optional parameters, they need default value for default behaviour of the Hosting CSE. Currently Response Type parameter and Delivery Aggregation parameter have no default values.
The default for Response Type  is suggested as ‘blocking’ in this contribution for discussion, this default value may need more discussion. Decision can be made by answering some questions:

- which is more commonly used? so that we can call it a default.

- which is always supported?

- and so on.
The default for Delivery Aggregation would be off(FALSE), this seems not controversial.

----------------------- Start of change 1 -----------------------
8.1.2
Request

· Response Type: optional response message type: Indicates  what type of  response shall be sent to the issued request and when the response shall be sent to the Originator:

· nonBlockingRequestSynch: In case the request is accepted by the Receiver CSE, the Receiver CSE responds, after acceptance, with an Acknowledgement confirming that the Receiver CSE will further process the request. The Receiver CSE includes in the response to an accepted request a reference that can be used to access the status of the request and the result of the requested operation at a later time. Processing of Non-Blocking Requests is defined in clause 8.2.2 and in particular for the synchronous case in clause 8.2.2.2.

· nonBlockingRequestAsynch {optional list of notification targets}: In case the request is accepted by the Receiver CSE, the Receiver CSE shall respond, after acceptance, with an Acknowledgement confirming that the Receiver CSE will further process the request. The result of the requested operation needs to be sent as notification(s) to the notification target(s) provided optionally within this parameter as a list of entities or to the Originator when no notification targets are provided. Processing of Non‑Blocking Requests is defined in clause 8.2.2 and in particular for the asynchronous case in clause 8.2.2.3.

· blockingRequest: In case the request is accepted by the Receiver CSE, the Receiver CSE responds with the result of the requested operation after completion of the requested operation. Processing of Blocking Requests is defined in clause 8.2.1. This is the default behaviour when the Response Type parameter is not given the request.

Example usage of the response type set to nonBlockingRequestSynch: An Originator that is optimized to minimize communication time and energy consumption wants to express a Request to the receiver CSE and get an acknowledgement on whether the Request got accepted. After that the Originator may switch into a less power consuming mode and retrieve a Result of the requested Operation at a later time.


Further example usage of response type set to nonBlockingRequestSynch:  When the result content is extremely large, or when the result consists of multiple content parts from a target group which are to be aggregated asynchronously over time.
· Delivery Aggregation: optional delivery aggregation on/off: Use CRUD operations of <delivery> resources to express forwarding of one or more original requests to the same target CSE(s). When this parameter is not given in the request, the default behaviour is aggregation off.
NOTE 7:
Since Delivery Aggregation is optional, there could be a default value to be used when not present in the Request. This parameter could not be exposed to AEs via Mca.

Example usage of delivery aggregation set on: The CSE processing a request shall use aggregation of requests to the same target CSE by requesting CREATE of a <delivery> resource on the next CSE on the path to the target CSE.

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