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1. Introduction
The editor’ note of clause 7.3 in TR0007 points that more key issues can be further considered  for standardising semantics and ontologies. 
This contribution gives some considerations about how to enable semantic rule to enhance semantic reasoning. 
2. Proposal
======================== Start of 1st Change ========================

7.3.X
How to enable semantic rule ?
In general, ontologies concentrate on classification methods, putting an emphasis on defining 'classes', 'subclasses', on how individual resources can be associated to such classes, and characterizing the relationships among classes and their instances. 
Rules, on the other hand, concentrate on defining a general mechanism on generating new relationships based on existing concepts and relationships in ontologies using logical manners such as “if, then” manner (e.g. if ‘A’ has relationship ‘B’ with ‘C’ and ‘A’ has relationship ‘D’ with ‘E’, then ‘A’ is ‘F’).  A typical format for representing semantic rules is RIF which is based on XML and/or RDF and compatible with OWL [1]. 
Compared with ontologies, semantic rules can be exchanged locally and temporarily, so using semantic rules can facilitate defining dynamic or private relationships. For example, an M2M application can exchange one semantic rule with the semantic engine in M2M platform, and the semantic engine will use this semantic rule only for processing the request from that M2M application. It is very flexible. In addition, the semantic rules can also be used to associate the concepts in multiple different ontologies. 
oneM2M has to provide a solution for the following issues:
· Should semantic rule be supported in oneM2M systems? 

· Maybe “YES” since it is more flexible than only using ontologies, e.g. applications can dynamically define new relationships according to their own requirements via using semantic rules, which do not need to revise ontologies.
· Should reasoning function of semantic engine support the reasoning simultaneously with semantic rules and ontologies?
· How do semantic logic rules be exchanged in oneM2M systems.
Informative references
[1] Rule Interchange Format (RIF) overview (Second Edition), available at http://www.w3.org/TR/2013/NOTE-rif-overview-20130205/
 ======================== End of 1st Change ========================
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