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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.

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 sections need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed section number clearly shows where the new section 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 clarification regarding piggybacking of <request> resource reference in Non-Blocking Asynchronous and Synchronous cases as shown in diagram below: 
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----------------------- 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 -----------------------
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?

· Does this change request  make all the changes necessary to address the issue or problem?  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?

· 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 sections need not show surrounding clauses as long as the proposed section number clearly shows where the new section is proposed to be located.)
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