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For enumerations, as defined in clause 5.2.4.3, the OpenAPI Specification [4] file shall contain a definition in the components/schemas clause defining a schema with the name of the enumeration as key.
The schema
-	shall contain the "anyOf" keyword listing as alternatives:
1.	the "type: string" keyword and the "enum" keyword with a list of all defined values for the enumeration; and
2.	the "type: string" keyword and the "description" keyword with a description stating that the string is only provided for forward compatibility with future extensionsbility and is not used to encode contents defined in the present version of the specification. Future extensions may need to be defined in conjunction with the supported feature mechanism as specified in clause 6.6.2 of 3GPP TS 29.500 [2]. and
-	may contain a description listing the defined values of the enumeration together with explanations of those values.
NOTE:	The "enum" keyword restricts the permissible values of the string to the enumerated ones. This can lead to extensibility problems when new values need to be introduced.
Example:
Table 5.3.12-1: Enumeration ExampleEnumeration
	Enumeration value
	Description
	Applicability

	One
	Value One description
	

	Two
	Value Two description
	



The data structure in table 5.3.12-1 is described in an OpenAPI specification file as follows:
components:
  schemas:
    ExampleEnumeration:
      anyOf:
      - type: string
        enum:
          - One
          - Two
      - type: string
        description: >
          This string provides forward-compatibility with future
          extensions to the enumeration but is not used to encode
          content defined in the present version of this API.
      description: >
        Possible values are
        - One: Value One description
        - Two: Value Two description
* * * Next Change * * * *
Annex B (informative):
Backward Incompatible Changes
This Annex provides information about the changes in the API that are considered as backwards compatible and those that are considered as backwards incompatible. This list is to be considered informative and it may be expanded in future releases, when necessary.
Backward compatible changes are additions or changes in the API that do not break the existing Service Consumer behaviour. Examples of backward compatible changes include:
-	Adding a new, optional child resource/URI;
-	Supporting a new HTTP method;
-	Adding new elements to a resource representation;
-	Changing the order of fields in a resource representation;
-	Addition of a new status code:
NOTE 1:	When a NF / NF Service receives a HTTP status code that it cannot recognize it will treat it as the corresponding x00 status code as specified in clause 5.2.7.3 of 3GPP TS 29.500 [2].
-	Corrections of obvious errors in an OpenAPI file required to enable a correct parsing of the file such as misspelled references;
-	Corrections that only relate to smaller and optional parts of the functionality (e.g. a supported feature, see 3GPP TS 29.500 [2] clause 6.6.2), even if the changes are backward incompatible with respect to that part of the functionality; and
NOTE 2:	It is recommended to only apply corrections which are also backward compatible with respect to such smaller and optional parts of the functionality. If this is not possible a new supported feature can be introduced to enable a negotiation of the support of the correction, and the old corresponding supported feature can be marked as "withdrawn" in the table defining the supported features of an API.
-	Backward-compatible changes related to the semantics (i.e. functional behaviour) specified for an API.
Changes in the API that do not result in any loss of existing functionality (i.e. functionality that works fine if both consumer and provider do not support the change) if only consumer or only provider implements the change can be considered as backwards compatible corrections or additions. 
Backward incompatible changes are additions or changes in the API that break the existing Service Consumer behaviour. Here is a list of backward incompatible changes that shall require incrementing the 1st field (MAJOR) of the API version number unless they only relate to smaller and optional parts of the functionality (see above):
-	Removing a resource/URI:
-	Removing support for an HTTP method;
-	Renaming a field in a resource representation;
-	Adding mandatory parameters to a resource URI or resource representation;
-	Attribute data type changes;
-	Cardinality changes (NOTE 3); and
NOTE 3:	Whether attribute cardinality changes are backward compatible depend on the type of change. Examples of non-backward compatibility changes include decreasing the upper bound of a cardinality range for attributes sent by the NF service consumer, changing the meaning of the default behavior associated to the absence of an attribute of cardinality 0..N, etc.
-	Backward incompatible changes related to the semantics (i.e. functional behaviour) specified for an API.
Changes in the API that result in loss of existing functionality (i.e. functionality that works fine if both consumer and provider do not support the change) if only consumer or only provider implements the change can be considered as backwards incompatible modifications.
When a change although being categorised as backwards compatible correction or addition results in interoperability issues, it is expected that the issue will be resolved by implementing the change at both consumer and provider. 

* * * End of Changes * * * *
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