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Introduction

This is a mirror of ARC-2018-0002-dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs_R3

During preparation of XSD files, the following error was identified in PRO-2017-0383-PRO32_changes_of_XML_schemas_to_align_with_TS-0004. This contribution fixes the error.

PRO-2017-0316R04-TS-0004_AEContact (R3)
NOTE 2: dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs attribute is missing in TS-0001v3_9_0. This attribute must be present for all resource types featuring accessControlPolicyIDs attribute.

During resolution of this error, the following additional errors are identified.

9.6.7 contentInstance: has dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs but not accessControlPolicyIDs.  Change 1 removes dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs from contentInstance
9.6.9 schedule: has dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs but not accessControlPolicyIDs. Additionally, the schedule states the following: “An Originator shall have the same access control privileges to the <schedule> resource as it has to its parent resource.” Change 2 removes dynamicAuthorizationConsultationIDs from schedule
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
9.6.7
Resource Type contentInstance
The <contentInstance> resource represents a data instance in the <container> resource. The content of the contentInstance can be encrypted.

Unlike other resources, the <contentInstance> resource shall not be modified once created. An AE shall be able to delete a contentInstance resource explicitly or it may be deleted by the platform based on policies. If the platform has policies for contentInstance retention, these shall be represented by the attributes maxByteSize, maxNrOfInstances and/or maxInstanceAge attributes in the <container> resource. If multiple policies are in effect, the strictest policy shall apply.

The <contentInstance> resource inherits the same access control policies of the parent <container> resource, and does not have its own accessControlPolicyIDs attribute.
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Figure 9.6.7-1: Structure of <contentInstance> resource
The <contentInstance> resource shall contain the child resources specified in table 9.6.7-1.

Table 9.6.7-1: Child resources of <container> resource

	Child Resources of <contentInstance>
	Child Resource Type
	Multiplicity
	Description
	<contentInstanceAnnc> Child Resource Types

	[variable]
	<semanticDescriptor>
	0..n
	See clause 9.6.30
	<semanticDescriptor>, <semanticDescriptorAnnc>


The <contentInstance> resource shall contain the attributes specified in table 9.6.7-2.

Table 9.6.7-2: Attributes of <contentInstance> resource

	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
	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

	
	
	
	
	

	creator
	0..1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	contentInfo
	0..1
	WO
	This attribute contains information to understand the contents 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.
	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

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


-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
-----------------------Start of change 2-------------------------------------------
9.6.9
Resource Type schedule

The <schedule> resource contains scheduling information. The usage of the <schedule> resource is slightly different depending on the associated resource type, such as follows:
· A child <schedule> resource of the <CSEBase> resource shall indicate the time periods when the CSE can send and receive the request.
· A child <schedule> resource of the <AE> resource shall indicate the time periods when the application entity can be accessed. 

NOTE: The ASN/MN-CSE needs to assure the consistency between the information in the child <schedule> resource of <AE> and child <schedule> resource of <CSEBase>.

Editor’s Note: the definition of consistency and the mechanism to assure consistency between <schedule> resources are FFS.
· A child <schedule> resource of the <subscription> resource shall indicate the time periods when the notifications can be sent to be Receiver.
· A <schedule> resource linked as mgmtLink attribute of the <cmdhNwAccessRule> resource shall indicate the time periods when use of specific underlying networks is allowed.

· A child <schedule> resource of the <trafficPattern> resource shall indicate the time periods when the traffic pattern of a node applies to the underlying network that is indicated by the targetNetwork attribute of the <trafficPattern> resource.
An Originator shall have the same access control privileges to the <schedule> resource as it has to its parent resource.
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Figure 9.6.9-1: Structure of <schedule> resource 

The <schedule> resource shall contain the child resource specified in table 9.6.9-1.

Table 9.6.9-1: Child resources of <schedule> resource

	Child Resources of <schedule>
	Child Resource Type
	Multiplicity
	Description
	<scheduleAnnc> Child Resource Types

	[variable]
	<subscription>
	0..n
	See clause 9.6.8
	None


The <schedule> resource shall contain the attributes specified in table 9.6.9-2.

Table 9.6.9-2: Attributes of <schedule> resource

	Attributes of 
<schedule>
	Multiplicity
	RW/

RO/

WO
	Description
	<scheduleAnnc> 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

	expirationTime
	1
	RW
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	MA

	creationTime
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

	lastModifiedTime
	1
	RO
	See clause 9.6.1.3.
	NA

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

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

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

	
	
	
	
	

	scheduleElement
	1 (L)
	RW
	A scheduleElement shall be composed by seven fields of second, minute, hour, day of month, month, day of week and year.
	OA


-----------------------End of change 2---------------------------------------------
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