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According to the text in TS 23.228 v7.2.0 on the alias groups for IMS Public User Identities, CT4 has agreed on the attached CRs.  Even though these CRs were agreed as basis for future work, some concerns were raised and they have been included in this discussion paper.
For some of the delegates in the meeting it is not clear whether group of aliases should be able to share transparent data, or if this is the only grouping possibility that needs to be considered.  It could be made possible for any grouping to share transparent data, even for non-aliases identities. This was seen for other delegates as indicated by the text “and that Sh operations are applicable to all of the IMPUs within the same service profile” and as one of the things that would be useful to reduce the signalling in the Sh interface for alias groups.
[image: image1.png]



Figure 1

The proposed implementation in the attached CRs adds a new Data Reference in the Sh Interface, allowing the creation in HSS of instances of transparent data associated to the group of identities (as represented in the figure above). With this new reference, the data will be shared in the group and updates in the data using any of the identities will be reflected in all the others. 
Another concern was related to the scope of the group. The text in 23.228 explicitly refers to a group of identities sharing the same service profile, and it was assumed by the group that these identities are in the same IMS Subscription.  There were questions about whether the group of aliases could be open to all identities sharing the same service profile, even across different IMS subscriptions.  On the other hand, there were also reasons to think that the group of aliases should be restricted not only to share the same service profile, but also to those included in the same implicit registration set.  For some of the operations in the Sh Interface (i.e. Sh-Pull for the IMSUserState), the same value will be returned always for those identities only if they are in the same implicit registration set.  Additionally, if the intention is to have a group of identities that behave in an equivalent way, they may also share the same registration state.  It must also be noted that in the Cx Interface, the information sent to the S-CSCF only groups the identities that share the same service profile and implicit registration set in a single IMS Subscription, so if other grouping structures are required by SA2, then the Cx Interface protocol will also need changes.
Actions to SA2:

CT4 kindly requests from SA2:

· To confirm whether alias identities have distinct per IMPU (non-common) transparent data i.e. to verify if figure 1 is correct.

· To confirm that operations on the transparent data are affected by the text: “and that Sh operations are applicable to all of the IMPUs within the same service profile.” This implies that it is possible for the AS to access transparent data that is common to all identities in the alias group, avoiding the need to make the update once per each identity in the group.
· To answer the question of whether the identities in an alias group are restricted to the same implicit registration set.  If this is not the case, then CT4 will also need to know whether changes in the information sent in the Cx Interface from the HSS to the S-CSCF are expected to carry this grouping information and whether identities in an alias group are restricted to the same IMS Subscription.
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