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1. Introduction
At the RAN#69, a study item (SI) for channel modelling of frequency spectrum above 6 GHz was approved [1]. In the following RAN1#84, a set of scenarios were agreed [2] which includes Urban macrocell and Urban microcell. The path loss model as a function of frequency will be a key component of the channel model. It is known that foliage loss increases with higher frequencies [3],[4],[5],[6]. In this contribution we discuss some considerations on foliage loss and whether this should be modelled explicitly.
2. Foliage loss at higher frequencies
Measurements and modelling of foliage loss at higher frequencies can be found in [3],[4],[5],[6]. The loss increases with frequency and penetration depth through the foliage. Modelling approaches such as [6] can also account for contributions from diffracted, ground-reflected and scattered waves. 
3. Modelling of foliage loss
While there exist models for the explicit loss contribution from foliage, it is important not to account for such losses twice in the channel model. In a stochastic path loss model the model is parameterized using measurements in the scenarios of interest. In the UMa and UMi case this will include path loss measurements in urban areas which often include trees and other vegetation. Thus, in a stochastic path loss model the effect of the foliage is already included. It is therefore unnecessary to add an explicit foliage loss model. 
Proposal: Do not model foliage loss explicitly since it is already implicitly accounted for in the stochastic path loss models
4. Summary
In this contribution, we give our view on foliage loss modelling: 
Proposal: Do not model foliage loss explicitly since it is already implicitly accounted for in the stochastic path loss models
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