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Introduction
Additional input, elaborating on configuration of the CSE (direction IPE towards CSE).
R01:

· Clarifies that either an <AE> and a <Container> has to be known or created or just a <Container> has to be created under existing <AE>
-----------------------Start of change 1-------------------------------------------
6.3.3.2 Communication direction IPE towards CSE

In an examplary setup (Figure 6.3.3.2.-1) a oneM2M AE creates a <subscription> to the <container> that is being used by the IPE. Subsequently the AE gets a <notification> along with data contained in a <contentInstance> every time the IPE creates a  <contentInstance> in that <container>. 
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Figure 6.3.3.2.-1: Data message flow from IPE to CSE to AE

As described in 6.2.2 “Generic approach” the IPE copies the ‘result’ attribute of every incoming “Observation” from OGC / STA side to the ‘content’ attribute of a new <contentInstance>. But before the IPE is able to create a <contentInstance> it needs to knowthe destination <container> on their hosting CSE. If this <container> does not exist, it has to be created. The <container> might belong to an existing <AE> or a new <AE> has to be created.
Configuration steps: If not already exist, the IPE needs to create a <container> and if necessary also a dedicated <AE> on the hosting CSE that are appointed to be used as destination for data coming from the OGC / STA side.
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Figure 6.3.3.2.-2: Configuration message flow between IPE and CSE

The detailed configuration messages are shown in Figure 6.3.3.2.-2:

1. The IPE requests to create an <AE> resource on the Hosting CSE 
2. The Hosting CSE evaluates the request, performs the appropriate checks, and creates the <AE> resource
3. Hosting CSE responds with the successful result of <AE> resource creation, otherwise it responds with an error.
4. The IPE requests to create a <container> under the <AE>
5. The Hosting CSE evaluates the requests, performs the appropriate checks, and creates the <container> resources. 
6. Hosting CSE responds with the successful result of <container> resource creation, otherwise it responds with an error.
-----------------------End of change 1---------------------------------------------
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