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Introduction
To better align with TS-0004 and add furher clarification for the case where a polling request times out, add text to clarify that the CSE shall return a response to the originator with a status indicating the timeout occurred.

----------------------- Start of change 1 -----------------------
10.2.13.7
Long Polling on Polling Channel
This procedure is originated by a request-unreachable entity to poll requests from a polling channel. Once the Originator starts Long Polling on a polling channel by sending a RETRIEVE request, the Receiver who is the <pollingChannel> Hosting CSE holds the request until it has any requests to return to the Originator. If the request expires and there's no available request to return, the Receiver shall send the response with a status indicating a timeout has occurred to inform the Originator that a new polling request should be generated again.

Table 10.2.13.7-1: Long Polling RETRIEVE
	Long Polling RETRIEVE

	Associated Reference Point
	Mca and Mcc 

	Information in Request message
	All parameters defined in table 8.1.2-2 apply with the specific details for:

To: Address of <pollingChannelURI> child resource of the <pollingChannel> resource

	Processing at Originator before sending Request
	According to clause 10.1.2

	Processing at Receiver
	According to clause 10.1.2 with the following:

· Check if the Originator ID is the same as the CSE-ID or AE-ID of the parent <remoteCSE> or <AE> resource, respectively
· If both the check fail, the Receiver shall reject the request
· Check if there is any request to be returned to the Originator. If there is any, the Receiver shall generate the response containing the request(s) for the Originator. If none, the Receiver shall wait for any request for the Originator to be reached at the polling channel until the request expiration time

	Information in Response message
	All parameters defined in table 8.1.3-1 apply with the specific details for:

· Content: request message(s) targeting the Originator

	Processing at Originator after receiving Response
	If the Originator receives the response from the Receiver that the Long Polling request is expired, the Originator may send a new Long Polling request

	Exceptions
	If the Long Polling request is expired at the Receiver, the Receiver shall send an unsuccessful response to the Originator


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