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Discussion
It has been proposed that NR should support the simultaneous use of different numerologies (different sub-carrier spacing and/or different CP lengths) on the same carrier, also referred to as mixed numerology. Mixed numerology is to be enabled by the use of spectral confinement on a subband basis. 
In [1] we propose that spectral confinement on a subband basis should be specified as (RAN4) requirements on out-of-subband emissions (transmitter side) and adjacent subband interference suppression (receiver side) with no specification on exactly how the spectral confinement is achieved. These requirements should not be a single value but should rather specify the out-of-subband emissions and adjacent-suband interference suppression as a function of the distance to the subband of interest. 
In [2] we further state that, in case of mixed numerologies, sub-carriers of acertain numerology should still lie on their “normal” grid, i.e. the sub-carrier grid and resource-block grid applicable for a certain numerology should not be impacted by the fact that mixed numerologies are used on a carrier. 
However, there is still a question what guardbands one should assume between two subbands using different numerologies. What guard band is needed depends on, at least
· The out-of-subband emissions and  adjacent-subband interference suppression
· The acceptable inter-subband interference
The acceptable inter-subband interference heavily depends on the deployment
· In some cases a deployment is targeting high SINR implying the need for very low inter-subband interference and thus a high degree of inter-subband interference suppression. As a consequence, a larger guards band between subbands using different numerologies is needed.
· In other cases, for example in wide-area deployments or deployments with a high traffic density per node, the achievable SINR will anyway be limited and even a relatively high level of inter-subband interference will have limited impact on the overall performance. As a consequence, a smaller guardband would be sufficient. In some cases operation with zero-guardband may even be possible.

Proposal
In case of mixed numerologies within one carrier, the guardband between subbands with different numerologies should not be specified but should be a deployment decision.
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