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1. Introduction
In the LS from SA, R3-111142 [1], RAN3 was kindly requested to follow the guidelines they gave about Network Sharing. SA presents, in the LS, their request on that also enhancements to existing features should be designed to work in network sharing environments. If Network Sharing is not completely supported it shall be documented in relevant stage 1, stage 2 and stage 3 documents.
2. Discussions
In the TR 36.927 [2] Network Sharing is discussed for some of the scenarios. For scenario 1 in inter-RAT and for scenario 1 for inter-eNB, it is stated. 
If all cells have the same multiple PLMNs in a network sharing scenario, there are no issues with the solutions to scenario 1. Limitations related to other network sharing scenarios are not included within this Study Item. 

An operator can do network sharing in LTE and/or in legacy cells. Furthermore, an operator can use different PLMNs in different RATs and/or carrier frequencies.  

For scenario 2 nothing is stated about network sharing. In this scenario it is most likely that broadcasted PLMN or PLMNs will be same in all cells. However, there may be femto cells that could have a different PLMN or a subset of the broadcasted multiple PLMNs.
In the WID in RP-111376 [3], Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN, it is not mentioned anything about Network Sharing and because of that we see the need of a reminder that it should be included in the WI. This does however not mean that it needs to be specially written in the WID. 

Proposal: Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN WI should (as far as possible) support to make Energy Saving in shared networks, including e.g. the MOCN case. The work ought to also consider networks were one RAT or carrier frequency is shared and another RAT or carrier frequency is non-shared. Moreover the ePLMN concept should also be considered.
3. Conclusions
We suggest that Network Energy Saving for E-UTRAN WI should (as far as possible) support to make Energy Saving in shared networks, including e.g. the MOCN case. The work ought to also consider networks were one RAT or carrier frequency is shared and another RAT or carrier frequency is non-shared. Moreover the ePLMN concept should also be considered.
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