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Comments on Clause 5 – Use Cases

The use cases described, including the diagrams, focus very much on the”M2M Gateways”, “M2M Devices” and “M2M Platform”, not showing the oneM2M Entities (CSEs, AEs, NSEs) and Nodes.

Although a use case does not necessarily engage into the architectural concepts, it would be interesting if the proposed use cases could provide clarifications on potential mappings onto the oneM2M Entities and Nodes.
Comments on Clause 8 – Available Options

The first comment that comes to mind is that it seems very strange that solutions (clause 8) are already proposed, when no requirements or principles have been agreed. Or is clause 8 only about listing existing technologies that are related to the use cases listed, without implying that they could be used to solve the (non-descript) issues?
Comments on Clause 8.2 – Proposal 1: Solution for Tokens
The clauses 8.2.2 and 8.2.3 define new resources to support an architecture for token issuance and usage.

An issue that has often been raised in the oneM2M architecture about the creation of new resource types is whether oneM2M should specify resources or not.

The general guideline so far has been that it makes sense to create (and specify) new resources in oneM2M if these resources will actually be exposed over the oneM2M reference points Mca, Mcc and Mcn.

Reading the text with an external perspective, a couple of issues seem to appear with these resources.

First, it is not clear why the proposed resources are virtual.
Second, it seems that creation of the proposed resources corresponds to some provisioning action (relationship with device management could also be investigated here), whereas retrieval of such resources correspond more to the operational phase, where the policies are retrieved, checked and used. This does not seem very consistent. One could expect that retrievel of the resources would also correspond to provisioning/management operations.

It is advised that one looks at device management – related resources and procedures.
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