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Poncovkuui C.1.
Hep>xaBuuil yHiBepcuTeT « KUTOMHEpCHKA MOMITEXHIKA»

INPAKTUYHE 3ACTOCYBAHHA CTATYC KOIAIB RFC 9110
Y KOHTEKCTI BAJIIJALIII HTTP 3AIIUTY

Cyuacnuii ceim sadicko yssumu 6e3 6ed 3acmocynkis. OOHIEI 3 KIIOYO8UX 3A0ay npu po3pooyi apximexkmypu
0JIs1 MAKUX 3aCMOCYHKIG € 8anioayis 6xiOHUx 0anux ma kopexmuux cmanoapmuzosanux HTTP sionogioeu. |
xoua npomoxon HTTP icnye na npomszi 6inbute 1K 060X 0ecamuiims, 00Ci GUHUKAIOMb CRIPHI NUMAHHS NPU
PO3pobyi 6eb6 000amKi6 y KOHMeKCmi crmamyc Kooy 8i0nogioi.

llana cmamms posensoac suxopucmanus HTTP cmamyc xooie. 3oxpema Oocniodceni nesHi chiphi
NPUKIA0AX BUKOPUCMAHHS, MA K Yi NUMAHHS upiuuiu 6 kpaunvomy cmandapmi REFC 9110. Ha nouwamky,
cmamms po3ensidae Xpouonoeito 3min 6 cmanoapmax cemanmuxu HTTP, 6a3zoee suxopucmauus cmamyc
K00i8. Binbur demanvHo po3enidaomvcs KoOu AKi 6 PI3HUX GURAOKAX BUKOPUCHOBYIOMbCA K KOOU NOMUNOK
sanioayii HTTP 3anumy, a came 400 (Bad Request), 401 (Unauthorized), 403 (Forbidden), 404 (Not Found)
ma 409 (Conflict). Oxpemo posensdacmocs suxopucmanis kooy 422 (Unprocessable Entity) sikui esedenuti 6
KpAuHpboMy Cmanoapmi, ma nomeHyiluHo Upiuye cynepeuausi numanHs.

s onucy npobieMHuUx NUMans po3eisoacmbCsi NPUKIA0 KOOy KOHMpOJiepa 6e0-000amKy Ha niameopmi
Node.js 3 suxopucmanuam ¢petimeopry NestJS. B cmammi onucaui nomenyitini 0OpoOHUKU BUKTIOUEHD
NOBA3AHUX 3 8aANI0AYIEI0 BXIOHUX OaHux ma sanioayicio 6iznec npasun. Cmammsl 8KIIOYAE AHANI3 002080pPeHb
cniprux numans gpopmysannss HTTP 6ionogioeil y po3podHuybKill ChitbHOmi ma NOPIGHSIHHS PI3HUX NiOX00i6
00 suxopucmanns HTTP cmamycie. [lepuie cnipne numanms saxe po32nadacmucs — ye Qopmysanus 6i0nogioi
¥y eunaoxy siocymuocmi nog’szanoi cymuocmi y POST ma PUT 3anumax. Toomo 8unaoox, y akomy KiicHm
8Kaszye i0enmughixamop cymuocmi y mini 3anumy, aie 0ana Cymicms 8i0Cymus 8 cucmemi. /pyee numanms
Wo po32ns0acmvcsi, opmyeanHs 8i0n06i0i y UNAOKY SUKTIIOUEHHS. N8 S3AHUM 3 npasuiamu bisHec eanioayii.
Y cmammi exazano Ha nepesacu ma HeOONKU PI3HUX NIOX00I8 | HAOAHO PeKOMeHOAyii 00 BUKOPUCTHAHHSA
cmanoapmy RFC 9110, 30xkpema kody cmamycy 422.

Knrouoegi cnosa: hypertext transfer protocol, eeb-3acmocynok, sanioayis, apximexmypa, cCmamyc Koo.

IlocranoBka mpodsaemu. Ilpm po3polbIi BeO-
JTOJTATKIB OJTHIE€IO 3 KIIIOYOBUX 3a1a4 € 00pooka HTTP
3aMUTIiB Ta TPaBWIbHA BaTifalis BXiIHUX JaHUX.
Hes3Bakatoun Ha HasBHICTh PI3HOMaHITHUX 1HCTpY-
MEHTIB Ta 0i0Mi0TeK, iHOII PO3POOHUKH CTHKAIOTHCS
3 BHKIUKOM HEOJHO3HAYHOCTI KOIIB CTarycy IpH
BaJijaIlii MaHWX Ta yHOpaBIiHHI Oi3HEC-TIpaBUIaAMH
Be0-3aCTOCYHKIB.

B wMepexi iHTEepHET IiCHYIOTh OOTOBOpEHHS
MEBHUX TUTaHb KOPEKTHOCTI TOBEPHEHHS KOJIB
400, 404 ta 409 ans pisHMX BHMAAKIB. JIOKyMeHT
RFC 9110 crammaptusye craryc xomy 422. Llei
CTaTyC KOJl BHPIIIY€ IEeBHI CIipHI MATAHHSI, TaKi K
Bajyimamiss Oi3Hec-paBUI Ta 0OpoOKa BiACYTHOCTI
OB’ 13aHO1 CYyTHOCTI, aJie BHHUKAE MUTaHHS PO HOoro
MPaKTHYHE BUKOPUCTAHHS y BeO-J01aTKax, 30KpeMa
Ha riardopmi Node.js.

V miif my6mikartii Mu po3IJITHEMO CITiPHI MATAHHS
BHKOPHCTAHHS CTATyC KOMIB BaTiaIlii Ta MpakTHIHE
3acTOCyBaHHs crarycy komiB 3rimHo 3 RFC 9110
y kouTekcti Banmifarnii HTTP 3anuris B Node.js nonat-
KaX. Mu 3BepHEMO OCOOJIMBY yBary Ha HOBHH KOX
crarycy 422 Ta Horo pojib y po3B’si3aHHI BHIIE3a3-
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HaueHUX NpobieM Badimamii Ta yHIpaBIiHHS JaHUMHA
B BeO-I01aTKaX.

AHagi3 ocTaHHiX aocailkeHb i myOsaikauiii.
Teopetnuni acrektn HTTP mpotokomy 3aknaneni
Timom Bepuepcom-JIi me y 1989 pomi. Ane mporo-
KOJI Ta CTAaHAAPTH OHOBIIOIOTHCS PI3HUMHU TPyIIaMu
iHKeHepiB, 30KpeMa HaJ CTaHAAPTOM SIKUH MU PO3-
misgaeMo B naHid crarti npamroBanu R. Fielding,
M. Nottingham Ta J. Reschke. Crangaptu nsraioThb
B OCHOBY SIK B0 PO3pOOKH B I[IJIOMY, TaK 1 apXiTeK-
Typu Beb nomarkiB. Cepen BITYM3HSHUX HayKOBIIIB
MATaHHSA PO3POOKH BeO MOAATKIB € JOBOJI MOMYIISIP-
HUM, HalpuKiIaa poOOTH Ha NaHy TEMaTHKY IHIIYTh
HactynHi HaykoBLi: [lonomaproB Irop Bonogumupo-
Buy, [Tonepeninsk CriTiana BojgoaumupisHa.

IMocTanoBka 3aBaanHsA. MeToO CTarTi € 1EMOH-
CTpalliss MOXJIMBOCTCH MPAKTUYHOTO BHKOPHUCTAHHS
xomiB 3i cranmapty RFC 9110, a came muTaHHs BUKO-
PUCTaHHS KOJIB IO MOB’si3aHi 3 TOMUJIKAMH Ballifa-
mii HTTP 3anuris.

Buxnan ocHoBHoro marepiajy. HTTP (Hypertext
Transfer Protocol) € OCHOBHHUM MPOTOKOJIOM ISt
0OMiHYy JaHWMH B [HTEpHETI, 0 BHKOPHUCTOBYETHCS
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Ul Tiepenayi rinepTeKCTOBUX AOKYMEHTIB, 300pa-
JKeHb, BiZICO Ta iHIIOTO BMICTY MiX BeO-cepBepamMu
Ta KIIEHTCHKAMH MporpaMamu. Po3poOieHuit
y 1989 pomi [1] i Bnockoranenuii 3 yacom, HTTP
€ OCHOBHMM MEXaHi3MOM KOMYHIKAIii B Mepexi
IaTepHeT, 3a0e3medyroun MBHAKANA Ta e(pEeKTUBHUN
0o0OMiH iH(popMaIIi€r0 MiXk BeO-pecypcamu.

Jns posyminns cydacHoro crany HTTP mporo-
KOy i WOr0 pPO3BHTKY BRKJIMBO PO3DISIHYTH KIIIO-
YOBI CTaHIAPTH Ta crenudikariii, IO 3MiHIOBAIHCS
3 gacoM. B depBHi 2022 poky IHTEepHET iHXKeHepHa
rpynma (IETF) omyOmikyBana HOBHI CTaHIapT
RFC 9110, sxwuii 3aminroe 3actapisii 2818, 7230,
7231, 7232, 7233, 7235, 7538, 7615, 7694 [2]. dani
cranaaptu BuzHauatroTh HTTP craryc konm sik yac-
tuHy BiamoBini Ha HTTP 3ammt. Bin BuKOpHCTO-
BY€ThCS IS Tiepedaqi iHdopmarii Tpo pe3ynb-
TaT BUKOHAHHS 3allUTy MiX KII€HTOM 1 CEpBEpOM.
Koxxen HTTP craryc xox Bka3ye Ha neBHUi cTaH abo
pesynbrar 3anuty Lli ctarycu MOXyTh BKa3yBaTH Ha
yCHilHe BUKOHAHHS 3anuTy (Hampukiaz, cratyc 200
“OK”), nmepenanpasieHds (Hampukian, craryc 301
“Moved Permanently”), momunku kiieHTa (HapUK-
nan, craryc 404 “Not Found”) aGo momuiku cepsepa
(manpuknag, craryc 500 “Internal Server Error”).

3aranom, craryc kogu HTTP mominstorhcs Ha
II’SITh OCHOBHUX TPYII, KOKHA 3 SIKMX BKa3y€e Ha TeB-
HUU acHeKT pe3y/bTaTy BUKOHaHHs 3anuTy. llepma
rpyna, sIKy MpeJcTaBiIfAIoTh CTaTycH Bif 1xx mo 1xx,
BUKOPHUCTOBYETbCSA sl iHGOPMALiHUX MOBigOM-
JIeHb, K1 MiATBEPKYIOTh, 10 3aUT OYB OTPUMAaHUI
1 00poGnenwmii. [lpyra rpyma crarycis, BiJf 2XX JI0 2XX,
[I03HAYa€E yCIILIHE 3aBEPIICHHS 3alUTy, KOJIHU CEPBEp
YCHIIIHO 3pO3yMiB i BUKOHAB 3alUT KIi€HTa. Tpers
rpyma, Big 3xx 10 3XX, BKa3ye Ha Te, IO AJIs 3aBep-
LIEHHS 3alUTy KJII€EHT MOBUHEH BUKOHATH JONATKOBI
Iii, Taki sSIK epeHanpasieHHs. YeTBepra rpyna, Big
4xx 1o 4xx, BKa3ye Ha IMOMIIKH, SIKi BUHUKIIN Yepe3
HETpaBWIbHI 200 HEKOPEKTHI 3amuTH 3 OOKy KIIi-
enTa. Hapemrri, n’ara rpyna, Bix 5xx 10 5XX, BKa3ye
Ha TIOMHJIKH, SIKi BUHHUKJIHM Ha CTOPOHI cepBepa Mix
yac 0OpoOKHM 3amMTy, Taki SK BHYTPIIIHS TOMHIIKA
cepBepa uu nepeBanTaxkeHHs [3]. Lli rpymu crary-
CiB JIOTIOMAararoTh po3poOHHUKAM Ta aMiHicTpaTopam
PO3YMITH XapakTep MPOOJIEeMH Ta BXXWUBATH BiATIO-
BiJTHI 3aX0/¥ TS 1i BUPIIICHHS.

B koHTEKCTI TaHOi CTaTTi HAC IIKABIATh HACTYITHI
CTaTyc KOIu:

* 400 — Bad Request: Lleii kon cTarycy BKasye
Ha Te, IO CepBep HE MOXKE OOpPOOUTH 3amuT depe3
TTOMUJIKY Y CHHTAKCHCI 3aInTy, 0 3pOOHB KITI€HT.

* 401 — Unauthorized: Lle#t kox crarycy o3Ha-
Yae, MO KIIEHT HE aBTOPU30BAHUH AJIS TOCTYIy IO

pecypcey. Lle Moxke cTatu pe3yasTaTroM HEIOCTaTHBOT
aBTopu3aiii abo BiACYTHOCTI BaJigHUX OOJIKOBHUX
JIAHUX.

* 403 —Forbidden: CepBep noBizoMIIsi€ KITi€HTA,
IO JOCTYH [0 3allMTaHOro pecypcy 3a00pOHEHUH.
Ile Moxe OyTH uepe3 HeJOCTATHI Mpasa JIOCTyIy abo
0OMEKEeHHS1, BCTAHOBJICH] Ha CepBepi.

* 404 — Not Found: Ilei#t xom crarycy o3Hauae,
110 3alMTaHUKi pecypc He 3HaleHnid Ha cepepi. Lle
Moxe Oytu yepe3 HeBipHy URL agpecy abo uepes
BiJICYTHICTb pecypcy Ha cepBepi.

* 409 — Conflict: Ileit xon crarycy BKasye Ha
KOHQUIIKT Y BUKOHAHHI 3aIlUTy, SIKUH MOXXE BUHUK-
HYTH, HalpUKJIaa, TpH crnpodi CTBOPHTH pPecCypc,
SIKUH BXKE iICHYE.

» 422 — Unprocessable Entity: Lleit xon crarycy
O3HayYae, 10 CepBep HE MOXKE OOPOOUTH 3alUT uepe3
HenpaBwIbHUNA (Qopmar abo HEBipHI JaHI y BMICTI
3alUTy, HE3BAXKAIOUYM Ha Te, IO caM 3amuT OyB
KOPEKTHUM.

OnuieMo TIMOTETHYHHUN TNPHKIAA JOJAaTKy Ha
MoBi TypeSctipt 3 BuKOpHCTaHHAM (PEHMBOPKY
NestJS [4]. Hexaif B Hawmiii cucteMi iCHYyIOTb CYT-
HocTi kopuctyBau (User) ta 3amaua (Task). inenrudi-
KaIlif0 CyTHOCTEH BUKOHYETHCS 3a moromororo UUID
(Universally Unique Identifier) [5], xoxnHa 3amaua
Mae 2 MOCHJIaHHS Ha CYTHICTH KOPUCTyBada: CTBO-
proBau (creator) Ta BuKoHaBellb (actor). UML cxema
300pakeHa Ha puc. 1.

® Task

id: uuid

cregtor: User
actor: User
description: string

@ LUser

id: uuid
name: string

ITone creator 3amOBHIOETHCS Y BIAMOBITHOCTI IO
MIOTOYHOTO KopucTyBada. [Tome actor 3amoBHIOETHCS
KOpHUCTyBadeM. BiqnoBiHO y HamIiii cucTeMi MaroTh
icayBaru REST pecypc [6] /api/tasks . PosrisiHemo
OpUKIax Kooy Ui KiHIEeBHX To4oK (endpoint)
POST /api/tasks — nyis CTBOPEHHS CyTHOCTI 3aBAaHHS
ta PUT /api/tasks/{uuid! — nns penmaryBaHHS CyT-
HOCTI 3aBiaHHsA. Po3misiHEMO 4acTHHY MOTEHIIHHOTO
CIIPOILEHOTO JIICTUHTY KOy KOHTPOJUIEPY:
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@Controller('api/tasks")
@UseGuards (JwtAuthGuard)
export class Tasks {
constructor(
private readonly taskGateway: ITaskGateway,
private readonly userGateway: IUserGateway,
private readonly canBeUpdatedSpec: CanBeUpdatedSpecification,
private readonly validDataSpec: ValidDataSpecification,

) {}

I coe

@Post()

public async create(
@Body () data: TaskRequest,
@CurrentUser() userRetriever,

): Promise<TaskResponse> {
const entity = data.toEntity(new Task());
entity.creator = await userRetriever();
entity.actor = await this.getUserOrFail(data.actorId);
await this.validDataSpec.isSatisfiedOrFail(entity);
const task = await this.taskGateway.create(entity);

return TaskResponse.fromeEntity(task);

}

@Put(':id")
public async update(
@Param('id') id: string,
@Body () data: TaskRequest,
): Promise<Action> {
const dbTask = await this.getTaskOrFail(id);
await this.canBeUpdatedSpec.isSatisfiedOrFail(dbTask);
const entity = data.toEntity(dbTask);
if (dbTask.actor.id !== data.actorld) {
entity.actor = await this.getUserOrFail(data.actorId);
}
await this.validDataSpec.isSatisfiedOrFail(entity);
await this.gateway.update(entity);

return TaskResponse.fromeEntity(task);

}

private async getTaskOrFail(id: string): Promise<Action> {
const entity = await this.taskGateway.getOneById(id);
if (l!entity) throw new NotFoundException();
return entity;

}

private async getUserOrFail(id: string): Promise<Action> {
const entity = await this.userGateway.getOneById(id);
if (l!entity) throw new LinkedEntityNotFoundException();
return entity;
}
}
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JlonaTkoBO pO3IIITHEMO BUKOPUCTAHI KJIACH:

o UseGuards, JwtAuthGuard — nexoparop 1o
BIJIIIOBI/Ia€ 32 ayTHMHTEHTH(]IKAI[il0 KOHTpoJuIepa Ta
BiJINIOBi/IHA CTpATeris ayTeHTUdiKarii.

o [TaskGateway, IUserGateway — aOcTpakTHi
IUTIO3W, SKi BiATOBITAIOTh 3a 30€peKeHHS TaHNX
y CHCTEMI.

*  CurrentUser — nexoparop OTPHUMaHHS IOTOY-
HOT'O KOPUCTYyBaya.

» TaskResponse, TaskRequest — DTO, mo penpe-
3€HTYIOTh JJaHi 3alUTy Ta BIAMOBII 1715 BeO 3amuTy.

» CanBeUpdatedSpecification, ValidDataSpeci-
fication — cepBicu CTBOpEHi 3a marTepHOM creuudi-
Kamis [7].

Hari xox Ha piBHI 10JIaTKy Ma€ IOBEPTATH BUKIIIO-
YEHHSI Y HACTYITHUX BHITaJKaX:

» Kopucrysad ve aBrerTudikoBanmii — 401 craryc.

* HempaBuibHO cQopMOBaHi AaHi 3amuTy —
400 cratyc.

* BincyrHe 3apnanns y 6a3i nanux — 404 craryc.

BinpinicTe BHNAOKIB HAa CHLOTOOHIIIHIA HEHB
MOKPHUTI CTaHJapTaMH Ta PEKOMEHAAIISIMH IOBOII
OJTHO3HAYHO. PO3MIsTHEMO BUMAIKH Yy AKX BHHHKA-
I0Th HEOJHO3HAYHOCTI, Ta Ak crangapt RFC 9110
BUpILIyE iX BUPILIYE.

BincyThiii xopucTyBad 3 imeHTH(]IKaTOpOM TIpU
MIPUCBOEHHI BUKOHABISI. B Hamomy JiCTHHTY, KOI
noBepHe 404 craryc. 3a3Ha4YMMO, 110 JaHE MUTAHHS
00TOBOPIOETHCS MIPOTATOM JIOBIOTO Yacy y mpodeciii-
Hill cribHOCTI pO3pOOHUKIB MporpaMHoOro 3abesre-
4yeHHs. MU MO)XeMO 3HAWTH HAcTyNHi 0OTOBOpPEHHS
JTAHOTO Ta CHOPITHEHWX MHUTaHb Ha ITOMYJISPHOMY
pecypci st po3pobrukiB Stack Overflow:

+ “StackOverflow: 400 vs 422 response to POST
that references an unknown entity” [8];

* “Should POST request return 404 if reference
to other entity fails?” [9];

»  “StackOverflow: 400 vs 422 response to POST
of data” [10];

» “StackOverflow: RFC — 404 or 400 for relation
of entity not found in PUT request” [11];

» “StackOverflow: RestApi: 404, 422 or 500?”
[12].

3BepTaeMo yBary, 1o sl OUTBIIOCTI 0OTOBOpEHI
i Bignosimen akryanmsauM RFC e 7231. [lexTo 3 Bin-
MIOBiIa4iB TIOCHIIAETHCSA HA OINBIN CTapHil CTaHIAPT
RFC 2616. Po3rissHeMO OCHOBHI BapiaHTH BiJIIOBi-
Jlen:

* 404. YactuHa po3poOHUKIB BUKOpUCTOBYE 404
(Not Found) ctaryc. Tum He MeHIIIe CTaHAAPT TOBO-
PUTH TIPO BUKOPUCTAHHSA TAHOTO CTaTyCy y BHIIA-
Kax KOJHM He 3HalJIeHO IMIbOBUH pecypc. B Hamomy
BUMAJIKY 11€ €HANONHT Ha CTBOPEHHS UM PeAaryBaHHs

3aBJaHHs, TOMy BHKOPHCTaHHS JaHOTO CTaTycy He
BIJIITOBIZIa€ CTAHAAPTY.

* 400. [TorynsspHAM BapiaHTOM cepes 3aluTyBa-
uiB Takox € 400 (Bad Request) craryc. [lanuii cra-
TYC BHUKOPHCTOBYETBCS UIS HEBIPHO C(HOPMOBAHUX
3amuTiB. Y HAIIOMY BUMAJIKY, IIel CTaTyC Y KOHTEKCTi
nonist 3anuTy actorld Mu Moriin 6 BUKOpHCTATH SIKIIIO
TI0JIe BiZICYTHE, a00 He BignmoBigae popmary uuid.

* 409. HenomynspHuM Ta BCE€ » HEMNOTaHUM
kangunatom € 409 (Conflict). Ane 3HOBY X, CTaH-
JapT TOBOPHUTH NP0 HEMOXJIMBICTh 3aBEPIIUTH
3aIHT Yepe3 HasBHICTh KOH(IIKTY cTaHy IiIOBOTO
pecypcy. ToOGTo Takmii craTyc Kpaiie BHKOPHCTOBY-
BaTH JIJIS Bajigarii 6i3HeC IpaBwIIL.

* 422. Came nanuii BapiaHT HaOpaB HaWOLIBITY
KIJIBKICTD TOJIOCIB Yy HaWMOMyIApPHIIIOMY OOTOBO-
penHi. JlaHuii Kox TOBOPHUTH PO Te, WO CEpBEP
PO3yMi€ CYTh 3alUTy, ajle He MOKE€ BUKOHATH MOTOY-
HUX IHCTPYKIii. THM HE MeHIle Ha MOMEHT JaHOTO
obroBopenHs craryc 422 (Unprocessable Entity)
OyB BigcytHiii B crangapti HTTP, ta 6y onucanunii
B posmupenHi 1t WebDAV (RFC 4918) [13]. Came
oM (HaKTOM KOHTPApPryMEHTYIOTH iHILNI KOPHUCTY-
Baui. Takoxx aBTOp JaHOI BiAMOBIAI BKa3ye Ha JaHUN
(hakT i pekoMeHIy€e BUKoprucTOBYBaTH Kox 400, sKwmit
e B RFC 7231 [14] y Bunazky, sIKII0 BUKOPUCTAHHS
422 He BUIISAAE€ IPUAHATHUM.

TakuM YMHOM MU MOKeMO OauuTH, 1110 TOBTHH Yac
iCHyBaJIa HEOTHO3HAYHICTh HABKOJIO JAHOTO TUTAaHHS,
aKy Bupimrye ctagaapt RFC 9110, nomaBmm craryc
422 B craanmapt: “The 422 (Unprocessable Content)
status code indicates that the server understands
the content type of the request content (hence a
415 (Unsupported Media Type) status code is
inappropriate), and the syntax of the request content
is correct, but it was unable to process the contained
instructions. “

Hpyre cmnipHe nuTaHHA L€ CTaryCc Ko NpH
BUHUKHCHHI TOMHJIKM Balifamii Oi3HEC MpaBuIL
B KOHTEKCTI HAIIOro MPHKIAAY L€ BUKIUKH (YyHK-
uii isSatisfiedOrFail intepdeiicy cnenudikamii. Mu
MOXEMO 3HAWTH NHUTaHHs Oi3HEC Bajizaiii o6roso-
PIOETHCS Y HACTYITHUX T1IKax POPyMiB:

o “422 or 409 status code for existing email
during signup” [15];

e “Which HTTP response code for “This email is
already registered”?” [16];

* “Should HTTP status codes be used to represent
business logic errors on a server?” [17].

3anpornoHoBani Bapiantu koxiB € 400, 409 Ta
422. AprymeHTaris moMHIKOBOCTI koxy 400 Taka
K 1y nonepeH,oMy BUManKy — xoua 400 mommika
1 BBAXKAETHCS 3arajbHOI0, Ta 3TiJJHO CTAHIAPTy BOHA
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TOBOPUTH MPO HEKOPEKTHO cpopMoBanwmii 3anuT. Po3-
nistHeMo aeranbHime 409 ta 422 xomu. 409 roso-
pPUTh TPO KOH(QIIKT 3 MOTOYHHM CTAaHOM JO/aTKY.
V Bumaaky 3 6i3HEC BaIiAaIisIMU, MH 3a3BU4ail TOBO-
pUMO TIPO HEMOXJIMBICTh BHUKOHATH TIEBHY OIepa-
Iif0 32 MOTOYHUX YMOB, TOOTO MH MaeMO KOHQIIKT
3 HOTOYHUM cTaHoM, oTke 409 Kox Hac BIAIITOBYE.
Boanouac 422 ko ToBOpUTSH MPO T€, IO CEPBEP PO3Y-
Mi€ CYTh 3allUTYy, aje HE MOKe BHKOHATH MOTOYHHUX
iHCTpyKIIiHi. Tobro 0bumasa xomu 409 ta 422 MOXYTh
OyTH 3acCTOCOBaHI AJIsi MMOMHJIOK Oi3HEC Bajimamii.
OpauM 3 BapiaHTiB nudepeHIiarii TaHuX KOJliB MOXe
OyTH HaIll TPUKIIAT;

* CanBeUpdatedSpecification noBepHe BUKHHE
MOMMJIKY 1110 TpaHcopmyeThes B 409 ko1 OCKIIbKU
MH BXOAMMO B KOH(QIIIKT 3 TIOTOYHHM CTaHOM CHC-
TEMHU.

* JalidDataSpecification =~ ToBepHE  BUKHHE
MIOMUJIKY 1110 TPAaHCPOPMYEThCS B 422 KO OCKUIBKU
MU HE MOXEMO BHUKOHATH JiI0 3 HOBUMH JaHUMH
1 3MIHUTH CTaH CUCTEMH Ha HOBHH.

BucHoBku. Crarts cnpsMoBaHa Ha JEMOHCTpALIO
MpaKTUYHUX MOKMBocTel BukoprcTanus HTTP craryc
KomiB, 110 Bu3HadueHi B cranmapri RFC 9110, 3okpema
KOIB, IOB’s13aHuX 3 rmoMiikamu Bamigarii HTTP 3amm-
1iB. [llmsXoM aHasi3y CHIpHUX MHUTAaHb BUKOPHUCTAHHS
HTTP craryciB Ta momanpIioro po3misy iX MPaKTHIHOTO
3aCTOCYBaHHSI B KOHTEKCTI BeO-TIO/IaTKiB Ha TIaTtqopmi
Node.js, M1 TOKa3aju, K HOBUH CTaHIAapT MOXKE BIUIH-
HYTH Ha pO3pOOKY Ta YIpaBliHHS AAHUMH B Cy4acHHX
BeO-1oarkax. Jlana cTarTs CrpsiMOBaHa Ha MOKPAICHHSI
PO3YMIHHSI MOKJIIBOCTEH 1 TIepeBar BUKOPHICTAHHS CTaH-
naprizoBannx HTTP craryc komiB Ta monomoxke po3po0-
HHKaM 3pOOHTH KpaILl pillIeHHs Y CBOiX MMPOEKTax.
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InpopmaTuKa, 06uKCII0BAIbHA TEXHIKA Ta aBTOMAaTH3aLlis

Ronskyi S.I. PRACTICAL APPLICATION OF RFC 9110 STATUS CODES
IN THE CONTEXT OF HTTP REQUEST VALIDATION

1t is hard to imagine the modern world without web applications. One of the key tasks in developing an
architecture for such applications is the validation of input data and correct standardized HTTP responses.
And although the HTTP protocol has existed for more than two decades, controversial issues still arise when
developing web applications in the context of the response code status.

This article discusses the use of HTTP status codes. In particular, certain controversial use cases are
investigated, and how these issues were resolved in the final standard RFC 9110. At the beginning, the article
examines the chronology of changes in HTTP semantics standards, the basic use of status codes. The codes
that are used as HTTP request validation error codes in various cases are considered in more detail, namely
400 (Bad Request), 401 (Unauthorized), 403 (Forbidden), 404 (Not Found) and 409 (Conflict). The use of
code 422 (Unprocessable Entity), which is introduced in the latest standard, is considered separately and
potentially resolves controversial issues.

1o describe the problematic issues, an example of the controller code of a web application on the Node.
Js platform using the NestJS framework is considered. The article describes potential exception handlers
related to input data validation and business rule validation. The article includes an analysis of discussions
on controversial issues of HTTP response generation in the development community and a comparison of
different approaches to using HTTP statuses. The first controversial issue under consideration is the formation
of a response in the absence of a related entity in POST and PUT requests. That is, the case in which the client
specifies an entity identifier in the request body, but this entity does not exist in the system. The second issue
under consideration is the formation of an answer in the event of an exception related to business validation
rules. The article points out the pros and cons of the different approaches and provides recommendations for
using RFC 9110, including status code 422.

Key words: hypertext transfer protocol, web application, validation, architecture, code status.
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