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Introduction
Uncertainty from the original text and proposals:
·  Uniqueness of the Request ID – globally unique? or unique in a Registrar CSE only?

· This CR suggests to make it globally unique over all Transit CSEs including Registrar CSEs.

·  How do we make the Request ID globally unique? 
· This CR suggests to pre-pend a SP-relative-ID of the Originator.

· When an AE is the Originator, the Registrar prepends the AE’s SP-relative-ID (c.f., currently AE-ID-Stem).

· When a CSE is the Originator, the Originator CSE itself prepends its (SP-Relative) CSE-ID and send it to the Registrar CSE.

Other minor changes are:

·  Need a discussion on Mcc’ aspect. This should be included over Mcc’ also. (paragraph 1)

·  Removed the “M2M-” from the ID. This would be the same discussion which oneM2M defined ID should have “M2M-“ prefix. There’s no specific rule, therefore some IDs have the prefix while the others don’t. (See clause 7.1). If there’s no rule, then it’s better to remove all the prefix in the IDs.

·  Moved the paragraph (i.e., starting with “In case an IN-CSE needs to send”) to the end considering the clause 7.1.7 text structure. The flow is, 1) ID role/feature, 2) ID for AE initiated request, 3) ID for CSE initiated request, 4) Request ID spanning over request/response chain, 5) ID duplication issue, and 6) Mcn issue.
R01:globally unique request ID ( SP-relative request ID. The request ID is Service Provider domain unique.
R02:

- maintains “M2M-“ prefix in the name of the ID (needs further discussion later on this prefix)

- makes it “globally” unique again, this is the important point

- adds the text to cover Mcc’ aspect
----------------------- Start of change 1 -----------------------
7.1.7
M2M-Request Identifier (M2M-Request-ID)
The Request-ID tracks a Request initiated by an AE over the Mca reference point, and by a CSE over the Mcc or Mcc’ reference point, if applicable, end to end. It is also included in the Response to the Request.

To enable an Originator AE to track Requests and corresponding Responses over the Mca reference point, AEs shall include a distinct Request Identifier per request over the Mca reference point to the Registrar CSE for any initiated request. 
The Registrar CSE of the AE shall make such Request Identifier  globally unique by prepending the SP-Relative-AE-ID (see clause 7.2) and slash(‘/’)  in front of it (e.g., CSE01/C190XX7T/001, S200YY1S/001) .
If the Registrar CSE creates an Request Identifier by pending AE-ID-Stem, then the CSE shall maintain a binding between the Request Identifier received from the AE and the Request Identifier it created in its interactions towards other peer CSEs. The Registrar CSE shall include the Request Identifier received from the AE in its Response to the AE. This binding shall be maintained by the Registrar CSE until the Request message sequence is completed. 
To enable an Originator CSE to track Requests and corresponding Responses over the Mcc reference point, CSEs shall include a distinct Request Identifier per request over the Mcc reference point to the Registrar CSE for any initiated request. The Originator CSE shall make such Request Identifier globally unique by including its SP-Relative-CSE-ID in the beginning of the Request Identifier (e.g., CSE01/001). When the request is forwarded over Mcc’ by IN-CSE, the IN-CSE shall prepend its M2M-SP-ID to the Request Identifier in the received request.
Note that the Request initiated by the CSE could be the result of an application Request, or a request initiated autonomously by the CSE to fulfil a M2M Service.

A CSE receiving a Request from a peer CSE shall include the received Request Identifier in all additional Requests unspanned (i.e. 1:1) it has to generate (including propagation of the incoming Request) and that are associated with the incoming Request, where applicable.

If a Receiver CSE receives a request from an Originator for which another request with the same Request Identifier is already pending, the request shall be rejected. Otherwise - even if the same Request Identifier was already used by the same Originaor sometime in the past, the request shall be treated as a new request.
In case an IN-CSE needs to send a request to a receiving CSE that is not reachable over any of the Underlying Networks, the IN-CSE initiates the procedure for "waking up" the Node hosting the receiving CSE by using procedures such as device triggering over the Mcn reference point. For Device Triggering, the triggering reference number to co-relate device triggering response is independent of the M2M Request Identifier. An IN-CSE may use the same value of an Request-Identifier in an incoming request for the triggering reference number in its interaction with the underlying network.
----------------------- End of change 1 -----------------------
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