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1. Introduction
In previous RAN1 meetings, simulation models for relay backhaul link has been agreed within RAN1 and documented in [1]. In this contribution, we propose to reuse part of these models for RAN4 relay coexistence studies.
2. Discussion
2.1 Pathloss model
In [1], channel models have been agreed for both case 1 (urban) and case 3 (suburban/rural). In fact, there are two sets of channel models for case 3, one corresponds to case 3 suburban, and the other corresponds to case 3 suburban/rural. In order to lower the workload for coexistence studies within RAN4, we propose to reuse the case 1 models and case 3 suburban/rural models as they represent two typical scenarios: scenario with low LOS probability and scenario with high LOS probability.  
2.2 Minimum coupling loss
Minimum Coupling Loss (MCL) is defined as the minimum distance loss including antenna gain measured between antenna connectors [2]. It is an important parameter that shows the minimum loss in signal due to fact that the base stations are always placed much higher than the UE(s). As relay deployment is considered, we need to consider MCL for Macro-Relay, and Relay-UE as well. 
For Macro-UE link, we propose to reuse the MCL values given in [3]. Considering Macro-Relay link, since relay node normally has higher antenna gain comparing to a normal UE and its antennas are normally placed higher than a UE, we suggest to have 5dB less MCL for Macro-Relay link comparing to the corresponding MCL for Macro-UE link. Considering 5/10m antenna height at a relay node and the relays are deployed outdoors, we propose to use 53dB MCL for outdoor Relay-UE link [2].
2.3 Correlation for shadowing 
In [3], the correlations for shadowing are given for shadowing between different sites and shadowing between different sectors of the same site. Herein, we propose to use the same correlation value for Macro-Relay link, Relay-UE link, Macro-UE link respecitely. Furthermore, these three links in general have different properties, we assume no correlation for shadowing among these three links.   
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