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Introduction
There is some errors, redundancies and missing optionalities  in summary of Response Message parameters at Table 8.1.3-1.

The “unsuccessful Operation Operation = or N” is to be deleted “or”.

The “successful Operation Operation = “ is redundancy for Create, Retrieve, Update, Delete and Notify.

An optionality for ‘unsuccessful Operation Operation = or N’ is missing for parameters: Event Category, Content Status and Content Offset.
The followings are comments from first discussion.
A notification procedure might be required Event Category parameter in Response messages.
Therefore, optionality for Event Category is OA 
 `-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
Table 8.1.3-1: Summary of Response Message Parameters

	
	
	
	

	Response message parameter/success or not
	Ack
	successful Operation 




	unsuccessful
 Operation 



	
	
	Create
	Retrieve
	Update
	Delete
	Notify
	Create / Retrieve / Update / Delete
	Notify

	Response Status Code - successful, unsuccessful, ack
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M

	Request Identifier - uniquely identifies a Request message
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M
	M

	Content - to be transferred
	O
(address of <request> resource if response is ACK of a non-blocking request)
	O 

(The address and/or the content of the created resource)
	M 

(the retrieved resource content or aggregated contents or an address list)
	O

(The content replaced in an existing resource. The content of the new attributes created. The name of the attributes deleted.)
	O

(The content actually deleted)
	O (see note, end-to-end security protocol message)
	O

(Additional error info)
	O (see note, additional error info secured using ESPrim)

	To - the identifier of the Originator or the Transit CSE that sent the corresponding non-blocking request
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O

	From - the identifier of the Receiver
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O

	Originating Timestamp - when the message was built
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O

	Result Expiration Timestamp - when the message expires
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O (see note)
	O
	O (see note)

	Event Category - what event category shall be used for the response message
	O 
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O
	O

	Content Status
	N/A
	N/A
	O
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Content Offset
	N/A
	N/A
	O
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	Token Request Information
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	O
	O

	NOTE:
This parameter is present if the response contains an end-to-end security protocol message. Otherwise this parameter is not applicable.


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