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1
Decision/action requested

The group is requested to discuss and approve the pCR below

2
References

[1]

3GPP TS 28.831: " Management and orchestration; Study on basic Service-Based Management Architecture (SBMA) enabler enhancements"
3
Rationale

None.
4
Detailed proposal

The following changes are proposed for TR 28.831[1].
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4.6
Issue #6: HTTP error response format

4.6.1 Issue description

When a MnS producer cannot fulfil a HTTP request, the MnS producer should provide in the error response detailed information about what exactly failed and for what reason. Ideally the error response body returned is standardized.
4.6.2 Analysis

The error response of CRUD operations is currently defined as

    ErrorResponse:

      description: >-

        Default schema for the response message body in case the request

        is not successful.

      type: object

      properties:

        error:

          type: object

          properties:

            errorInfo:

              type: string

The error response is a JSON object with a single property "errorInfo" that is of type string. Vendors can provide error information in "errorInfo" and extend the object with addition properties. The standard provides hence just a container for vendor specific error information. Error details cannot be provided in a standardized way. An error response format should be standardized.
RFC 7807 [x] provides an example how the issue has been approached in the industry.
4.6.6
CR proposal
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