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1. Overall Description:

SA2 kindly thanks CN4 for their LS on Impact of Shared Public User Identities on the Sh Interface. 

CN4 correctly points out that in Release 6 the introduction of the possibility for multiple IMS Private User Identities to register a single IMS Public User Identity has implications on Sh interface functionality. Additionally, backwards compatibility issues with Rel5 ASs should be considered.  

SA2 would like to clarify that for some data (e.g. location) it would be beneficial for the Rel6 Sh specifications to support the transfer of multiple instances of the data in case the data is different for IMPIs of a a shared IMPU. In other cases (Registration State) it maybe more suitable to return only a single information element reflecting an aggregation of the data (i.e. if one user is registered, it may be suitable to reply that the IMPU is registered).  The returning of multiple instances of data may likely result in the need to define new information elements on the Sh interface for Rel6. 

Note that a Rel6 AS would still not be aware of IMPIs, but would receive all the information related to a shared IMPU and can use this for services. 

On the other hand, a Rel5 AS is not aware of the notion of shared IMPUs. Hence, a Rel5 AS would only support handling a single instance of user data. For these cases, it would be beneficial for this single instance to represent the data related to the most recent registration of the shared IMPU or to a particular tagged IMPI as set by the operator. CN4 should ensure that the data is coded in such a manner that a Release 5 AS can correctly interpret the data. 

SA2 feel that the backwards compatibility is a protocol issue and should be studied within CN4.  One approach could for a Release 6 AS to send an indication that it supports the extended capabilities of the Sh, though other approaches may exist.

As to the question on charging, SA2 believe that at least the IMPU shall be available. However, SA2 would like to point out that SA5 are the appropriate expert group to answer this question, and would hence leave it to them to decide if the availablity of the IMPI is important (in addition to the IMPU). 

2. Actions:

None. 
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