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1 Background
In RAN#90e, during the discussion [90E][37][MBMS_flexible_BW], some companies proposed that the proposal in [1] is incomplete due to the lack of RAN4 requirements.

In this short contribution, we explain the intention of the proponents, and some views on the RAN4 impact.

2 Channel bandwidth vs PMCH allocation
First of all, we would like to clarify that the proposal in [1] does not introduce a new channel bandwidth: the requirements for this transmission would be based on 10MHz channel bandwidth (e.g. ACLR, ACS).
Observation 1:  The proposal in [1] does not introduce a new channel bandwidth.
The proposal in its current form is similar to the one in [2], where a new TRS bandwidth for NR was defined in order to provide coexistence between NR and a narrowband system (e.g. GSM) transmitted from the same base station. In this case, the coexistence between both systems is solved outside 3GPP (typically due to the fact that both GSM / NR are deployed in the same set of base stations by the same operator).
Observation 2: The objective of the proposal in [1] is similar to the agreed proposal in [2]. Coexistence issues are to be solved outside 3GPP (e.g. by an operator owning a large chunk of spectrum, or by other arrangements).
In practice, broadcast spectrum is organized in such a way that bringing into operation a transmitter calls for coordination between affected administrations and network operators. In ITU-R Region1 this is governed by the GE06 Plan and Agreement which provides the necessary regulatory mechanisms and tools. Coordination takes into consideration relevant technical criteria to assess interference in order to ensure compatibility between networks. 
For cases that may not be solved by the above arrangements (e.g. due to a single operator owning a single 6/7/8MHz channel in a geography where coexistence cannot be solved directly), new requirements for these new bands may be introduced in future releases of 3GPP. As usual, these bands would be introduced in a release-independent manner, and thus it will be possible to operate a Rel-16 system (from RAN1/ASN.1 perspective) with requirements defined during the timeline of a future release (e.g. Rel-17).
Observation 3: If in the future an operator wants to introduce new requirements for the new PMCH allocation (e.g. ACLR, ACS), it can be done by introducing a new band in a release-independent manner.

A Figure explaining the channel bandwidth, PMCH bandwidth and CAS bandwidth is shown in the following figure:
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