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Introduction

The CR proposes validation when fanoutpoint is addressed to resource other than group.

Fanout operation over a resource other than Group resource e.g. operation request on URI: /IN-CSE-0001/myGroup/fopt/x/y where myGroup is not a group type of resource could return non-specific type of response status code. It’s proposed that when fanout is requested to be performed on other than group resource, response status code “BAD_REQUEST” should be returned.

-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------

7.4.14.1 Introduction
The <fanOutPoint> resource is a virtual resource because it does not have a representation. It is the child resource of a <group> resource. Whenever the request is sent to the <fanOutPoint> resource, the request is fanned out to each of the members of the <group> resource indicated by the memberIDs attribute of the <group> resource. The responses (to the request) from each member are then aggregated and returned to the Originator. The detailed description can be found in clause 9.6.14 in TS-0001 [Error: Reference source not found].
There are no common attributes, resource specific attributes or xsd file to <fanOutPoint> resource because it is a virtual resource.
A <fanOutPoint> is addressed in the following way:

· Using a hierarchical URI formed by taking the structured or unstructured resource identifier of the parent <group> and appending the string /fopt to that URI. If the originator appends /fopt to resource identifier of resource other than <group>, then the request shall be rejected with a Response Status Code indicating "BAD_REQUEST" error.
This hierarchical URI can be extended by appending further path elements beyond the place where / fopt/ occurs. A request sent to such a URI is not fanned out to the group members, but instead it is fanned out to the resources located by taking the hierarchical URI of each group member in turn and then appending the additional path elements to that URI.

For example, if /IN-CSE-0001/myGroup were a group with members 

· /IN-CSE-0001/m1 and 

· /IN-CSE-0001/m2 

then a request sent to /IN-CSE-0001/myGroup/fopt/x/y would be fanned out to

· /IN-CSE-0001/m1/x/y and 

· /IN-CSE-0001/m2/x/y

The additional path elements can reference virtual resources, for example if m1 and m2 were both <container> resources then a request sent to /IN-CSE-0001/myGroup/fopt/la would be fanned out to the most recent <contentInstance> child resource of both m1 and m2.

If the members m1 and m2 are themselves also <group> resources, a request sent to /IN-CSE-0001/myGroup/fop will be fanned out to all the members of m1 and all members of m2.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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