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oneM2M Notice

The document to which this cover statement is attached is submitted to oneM2M.  Participation in, or attendance at, any activity of oneM2M, constitutes acceptance of and agreement to be bound by terms of the Working Procedures and the Partnership Agreement, including the Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) Principles Governing oneM2M Work found in Annex 1 of the Partnership Agreement.

GUIDELINES for Change Requests:

Provide an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.

Each CR should contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem.
In case of a correction, and the change apply to previous releases, a separate “mirror CR” should be posted at the same time of this CR
Mirror CR: applies only when the text, including clause numbering are exactly the same.

Companion CR: applies when the change means the same but the baselines differ in some way (e.g. clause number).
Follow the principle of completeness, where all changes related to the issue or problem within a deliverable are simultaneously proposed to be made E.g. A change impacting 5 tables should not only include a proposal to change only 3 tables. Includes any changes to references, definitions, and acronyms in the same deliverable.
Follow the drafting rules.
All pictures must be editable.
Check spelling and grammar to the extent practicable.
Use Change bars for modifications.
The change should include the current and surrounding clauses to clearly show where a change is located and to provide technical context of the proposed change. Additions of complete clauses need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed clause number clearly shows where the new clause is proposed to be located.
Multiple changes in a single CR shall be clearly separated by horizontal lines with embedded text such as, start of change 1, end of change 1, start of new clause, end of new clause.
When subsequent changes are made to content of a CR, then the accepted version should not show changes over changes. The accepted version of the CR should only show changes relative to the baseline approved text. 
Introduction
This CR proposes the change of RW/WO/RO value of Creation Time attribute of <contentInstance>. Presently, the value of RW/WO/RO of Creation Time attribute is RO which means originator can only read this attribute of contentInstance. The change proposed is that this value should be WO for the originator. This is because, the creation time attribute is useful for the application. By virtue of this attribute, the application can store the creation time of the content instance on the IN-CSE. Presently, this attribute is set by the hosting CSE which is of no use to the application. Suppose, the application like ADN-AE wants to create a sequence of CIs on IN-CSE after some delay, but also wants to communicate this information to another ADN-AE. Then the second ADN-AE will not be able to know the actual timestamp of creation of content on ADN-AE.
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1. NoDN-1 sends some data to ADN-AE1 at time ‘t1’
2. NoDN-2 sends some data to ADN-AE1 at time ‘t2’

3. Now, ADN-AE1 creates ContentInstance of the data received from NoDN-1 and NoDN-2 at time ‘t3’ (such that t3>t1, t3>t2) on IN-CSE. 
4. IN-CSE notifies ADN-AE2 about the CI through Notification CSF.

According to present specifications, the creation Time of both the CI’s will be ‘t3’ which is the time at which the CI were created on IN-CSE and same creation time will be sent to ADN-AE2 when it will receive the notifications of CI. If the application requirements are that the creation time of content should be actual creation time of the content, then this is not possible. So, our proposal is to make this value as WO.
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
	Attributes of <contentInstance>
	Multiplicity
	RW/

RO/

WO
	Description
	<contentInstanceAnnc> Attributes

	resourceType
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	resourceID
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	resourceName
	1
	WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	parentID
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	labels
	0..1 (L)
	WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	MA

	expirationTime
	1
	WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	creationTime
	1
	RO WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	lastModifiedTime
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	stateTag
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
The stateTag attribute of the parent resource should be incremented first and copied into this stateTag attribute when a new instance is added to the parent resource.
	OA

	announceTo
	0..1 (L)
	WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	announcedAttribute
	0..1 (L)
	WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs
	0..1 (L)
	WO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	OA

	creator
	0..1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	contentInfo
	0..1
	WO
	This attribute contains information to understand the content s of content attribute. It shall be composed of two mandatory components consisting of Internet Media Type (as defined in the IETF RFC 6838) and an encoding type. In addition, an optional content security component may also be included. The format of this attribute is defined in oneM2M TS‑0004 [3].
This attribute should be used so that AEs can understand the content.
If the value of contentInfo is a supported representation of semantic information,as defined in oneM2M TS-0004 [3], the value of content shall be handled as semantic information with respect to the supported semantic oneM2M functionalities.
	OA

	contentSize
	1
	RO
	Size in bytes of the content attribute.
	OA

	contentRef
	0..1
	WO
	This attribute contains a list of name-value pairs. Each entry expresses and associative reference to a <contentInstance> resource. The name of the entry indicates the relationship and the value of the entry the indicates reference (URI) to the resource.
	OA

	ontologyRef
	0..1
	WO
	A reference (URI) of the ontology used to represent the information that is stored in the contentInstances resources of the <container> resource. If this attribute is not present, the contentInstance resource inherits the ontologyRef from the parent <container> resource if present (see note).
	OA

	content
	1
	WO
	Actual content of a contentInstance. This content may be opaque data for understandable with the help of the contentInfo. This may, for example, be an image taken by a security camera, or a temperature measurement taken by a temperature sensor.
	OA

	duplicatedAsSemanticContent
	0..1
	RW
	This attribute is a flag which indicates whether the information in the content attribute is also represented as RDF triples and stored in the <semanticDescriptor> child resource of this <contentInstance> resource. 
	OA

	NOTE:
Access to this URI is out of scope of oneM2M.


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

---End of changes to Definitions, Symbols, Abbreviations, Acronyms ---

CHECK LIST

· Does this Change Request include an informative introduction containing the problem(s) being solved, and a summary list of proposals.?
· Does this CR contain changes related to only one particular issue/problem?
· Have any mirror CRs been posted?
· Does this Change Request  make all the changes necessary to address the issue or problem?  E.g. A change impacting 5 tables should not include a proposal to change only 3 tables?Does this Change Request follow the drafting rules?
· Are all pictures editable?
· Have you checked the spelling and grammar?
· Have you used change bars for all modifications?
· Does the change include the current and surrounding clauses to clearly show where a change is located and to provide technical context of the proposed change? (Additions of complete clauses need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed clause number clearly shows where the new clause is proposed to be located.)
· Are multiple changes in this CR clearly separated by horizontal lines with embedded text such as, start of change 1, end of change 1, start of new clause, end of new clause.?
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