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Introduction
[change 1]

As per default authorization scheme, <accessControlPolicy> resource based, to get the corresponding access previleges to a request, the targeted resource identifier should be given. However, the current dynamic auth request from a CSE to a DAS does not madate the targeted resource identifier (trid) but targeted resource type (trt).
trt would be good to have as additional info. for DAS to efficiently fetch the matching privilges in its local DB, but does does not qualifies the fact that it is mandatory

Note: Unlike Rel-3 and 4 mirrors, Rel-2 version does not include the 2nd change request because Rel-2 does not support Distributed Authorization scheme.
********** Start of change 1 **********

6.3.5.46 m2m:dynAuthDasRequest

Used in m2m:securityInfo.

Table 6.3.5.46‑1: Type Definition of m2m:dynAuthDasRequest
	Element Path
	Element Data Type 
	Multiplicity
	Note

	originator
	m2m:ID
	1
	

	targetedResourceType
	m2m:resourceType
	0..1
	

	operation
	m2m:operation
	1
	

	originatorIP
	(anonymous)
	0..1
	

	originatorIP/ipv4Address
	m2m:ipv4
	0..1
	These elements shall only be present if the originatorIP parent element is present. Exactly one of these elements shall be present

	originatorIP/ipv6Address
	m2m:ipv6
	0..1
	

	originatorLocation
	m2m:locationRegion
	0..1
	

	originatorRoleIDs
	list of m2m:roleID
	0..1
	

	requestTimestamp
	m2m:absRelTimestamp
	0..1
	

	targetedResourceID
	xs:anyURI
	1
	

	proposedPrivilegesLifetime
	m2m:absRelTimestamp
	0..1
	

	roleIDsFromACPs
	list of m2m:roleID
	0..1
	

	tokenIDs
	list of m2m:tokenID
	0..1
	


********** End of change 1 **********
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