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Introduction
In TS-0004 scetion 7.2.2.2, generic flow for handling request at receiver is shown in the diagram below
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 Figure 7.2.2.2‑1: Generic procedure of Receiver

7.3.2.3 Create a success response (acknowledgement) 
The Receiver CSE shall create a Response primitive. The Receiver CSE shall include the following parameters in the Response primitive.

Table 7.3.2.3‑1: Response primitive parameter settings
	Parameter Name
	Value 

	Response Status Code
	"ACCEPTED"

	Request Identifier
	The value of the parameter Request Identifier in the associated non-blocking request.

	Originating Timestamp
	Timestamp when this message was built

	Content
	Reference to the <request> of the associated non-blocking request only if <request> resource is supported.


That implies in case of Non-Blocking, Reference of <request> resource is always sent along with acknowledgement if <request> resource is supported. After successfully processing of request, notification is sent to notificationURIs with the content of that notification as response of original request only if request mode is "nonBlockingRequestAsynch".
While In TS-0008, section 6.3.2 do not mention anything about reference of <request> resource as highlighted in text below:
Non-Blocking Asynchronous case
· If Response Type parameter is configured as "nonBlockingRequestAsynch" (non-blocking asynchronous case), the Originator (CoAP client) shall use the Confirmable Method for the resource to the Receiver (CoAP server). Originator shall provide a unique Token value in the request.

· The Receiver shall provide an acknowledgment of receipt of the request using Acknowledgment message.
· The Receiver, upon successful processing of the request, shall send an appropriate response in a separate Confirmable message with the Token value. The Originator shall acknowledge the Confirmable response.
First change proposes to piggy-back <request> resource reference in Non-Blocking Asynchronous on the Acknowledgement message.
Reason for change2:
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Figure 6.3.0‑1: Accessing resource cases
6.3.3
Non-Blocking Synchronous case

· If Response Type parameter is configured as "nonBlockingRequestSynch" (non-blocking synchronous case), the Originator (CoAP client) shall use the Confirmable Method for the resource to the Receiver (CoAP server). Originator shall provide a unique Token value in the request.

· The Receiver shall provide an acknowledgment of receipt of the request using Acknowledgment message. The response on the request may be piggy-backed in the Acknowledgement message if possible for the Receiver.

· The Receiver, after validating the request and before processing it fully, shall send an appropriate response including a reference in a separate Confirmable message. The Originator shall acknowledge the Confirmable response.
· The Originator can use the reference or the token to synchronously access or retrieve the resource. The Receiver, upon receipt of the request, shall respond with the current state of the resource.

NOTE:
If the Receiver is a Transit CSE, the Receiver acts as CoAP client and CoAP server.
 In nonblockingSynch request, clarification is required in bullet 2 and 3 text. Firstly, in bullet 2 it’s written “response on the request” may be piggybacked, making it explicit that <request> resource reference needs to be returned in the Acknowledgement message rather than whole response. Secondly, in accordance to the second bullet correction, third point becomes optional i.e if only the <request> reference is not piggybacked, then it needs to be sent in a separate CON (Confirmable) message.
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
6.3.2
Non-Blocking Asynchronous case
· If Response Type parameter is configured as "nonBlockingRequestAsynch" (non-blocking asynchronous case), the Originator (CoAP client) shall use the Confirmable Method for the resource to the Receiver (CoAP server). Originator shall provide a unique Token value in the request.

· The Receiver shall provide an acknowledgment of receipt of the request using Acknowledgment message piggybacking the <request> resource reference, if <request> resource is supported.

· The Receiver, upon successful processing of the request, shall send an appropriate response in a separate Confirmable message with the Token value. The Originator shall acknowledge the Confirmable response.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------

-----------------------Start of change 2-------------------------------------------

6.3.3
Non-Blocking Synchronous case

· If Response Type parameter is configured as "nonBlockingRequestSynch" (non-blocking synchronous case), the Originator (CoAP client) shall use the Confirmable Method for the resource to the Receiver (CoAP server). Originator shall provide a unique Token value in the request.

· The Receiver, after validating the request and before processing it fully, shall provide an acknowledgment of receipt of the request using Acknowledgment message. The  reference of <request> resource may be piggy-backed in the Acknowledgement message if possible for the Receiver else
the Receiver,  shall send an appropriate response including a reference of the <request> resource in a separate Confirmable message. The Originator shall acknowledge the Confirmable response.

· The Originator can use the reference or the token to synchronously access or retrieve the resource. The Receiver, upon receipt of the request, shall respond with the current state of the resource.

NOTE:
If the Receiver is a Transit CSE, the Receiver acts as CoAP client and CoAP server.
-----------------------End of change 2---------------------------------------------
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Recv-4.0: “Create a success Response”
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Recv-8.0: “Send Notification”
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