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1. Introduction 
In 3GPP RAN2#113bis-e meeting, the relay re/selection has been discussed and we reached the agreements as follows.
Proposal 2-2 [easy]: For L2 relay, PLMN ID supported as additional AS criteria for relay (re)selection.  Whether cell ID is used can be further discussed by RAN2.

Proposal 3-1 [easy]: Besides serving cell ID, PLMN ID, L2/L3 relay support (if agreed in discovery session) and relay load, other additional AS criteria are not considered in this release.

In this contribution, we elaborate our views on cell ID and relay load to be considered in relay selection/re-selection.
2. Discussion

2.1 Cell ID in relay selection/re-selection
In last meeting, it was agreed that PLMN ID is to be considered for relay selection/re-selection for L2 relay. In our opinion, it is not enough to only consider PLMN ID in relay selection/re-selection. The cell ID of the serving cell of candidate relay UE can provide additional information.

Cell ID is helpful for remote UE to identify whether candidate relay UE is within the same cell coverage or not. For example, according to different remote UE’s capability, the relay UE who is in the same serving cell should be prioritized. So, cell ID may have an impact on how to perform relay selection/ re-selection. 
Proposal 1: Cell ID of the serving cell of candidate relay UE should be considered in NR sidelink relay re-selection
2.2 Relay load in relay selection/re-selection

In email discussion [Post113bis-e][Relay]Definition of relay load criterion, it is discussed how to define relay load. We think relay load indication should be useful to indicate whether the relay UE can support remote UE’s request based on its current load level, therefore it is beneficial to distribute loads among relay UEs.
On the definition of relay load, as already discussed in on-going email discussion, we prefer a simple solution. Each candidate solution e.g. number of active remote UEs, resource pool usage, number of serving remote UEs, free bandwidth etc has its pros and cons. Therefore, we think number of serving remote UEs should be a feasible indicator for relay load as it is easy to calculate and somewhat reflecting the performance that a remote UE could achieve. On how to indicate relay load, we are fine to include a coarse relay load indication e.g. high load, low load to help with the selection/re-selection  
Proposal 2: Number of remote UEs being served by relay UE or high load/low load indication should be considered in NR sidelink relay re-selection. 
3. Conclusion
We propose RAN2 to consider the proposals as follows.
Proposal 1: Cell ID of the serving cell of candidate relay UE should be considered in NR sidelink relay re-selection
Proposal 2: Number of remote UEs being served by relay UE or high load/low load indication should be considered in NR sidelink relay re-selection. 
