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1.
Introduction
Regarding relay selection, it was agree as follows. 

-
For out-of-coverage, the radio level measurements can be used by the remote UE together other higher layer criteria to perform relay selection.   

-
For in-coverage, it is FFS how these measurements are used (e.g. the measurements can be used by the UE to perform selection similar to out-of-coverage case, or they can be reported to the eNB).
This contribution is focused on which entity between remote UE and the network is proper for relay selection for in-coverage (potential) remote UE based on the analysis. 
2.
Discussion 
For (potential) remote UE which is moving towards out of coverage, either the network (i.e. eNB) or remote UE may selects the relay UEs among relay candidates. In case of network based selection, it is assumed that the remote UE measures channel quality of PC5 between relay candidates and the UE and reports an assistance information including measured results to the network. Then the network selects one relay among candidates based on the assistance information. In case of remote UE based selection, the remote UE itself selects/reselects based on measured results and upper layer information. The detailed procedure for UE based selection is found in [1].
From our view, the network based selection has a merit that RAN2 could adhere to the philosophy of network control over RRC connected UEs. However, we think it has a few demerits compared to remote UE based relay selection. First one is relay reselection. If the network does not aware of the several factors which the upper layer of the remote UE considers during relay selection, the relay selection by the network may result in different relay from the one selected by remote UE. In other words, in case the (potential) remote UE is out of coverage soon, the remote UE may selects another relay upon being out of coverage after the network selects one relay for the (potential) remote UE when the UE is in coverage.

In addition, it is likely that subsequent procedure for one-to-one connection between the relay and the remote UE is performed by the remote UE upon selected relay information is provided to the UE. If the remote UE continuously stays in the cell edge, the UE may unnecessarily be connected to relay even though the UE could be served by the network since the network is not aware of whether the UE is going toward out of coverage. If the there is any capacity of the relay that the relay could serve, this unnecessary connection might prohibit the remote UE in real need from being connected to the relay. On the contrary, since the (remote) UE may be aware of whether the UE itself is going toward out of coverage, it seems that the above problem may not happen for the UE based selection. 
Furthermore, for the network to determine an appropriate relay for the (potential) remote UE, the UE is required to measure and report the measurement result of PC5 link to the network. This means that standardization impact (defining new measurement configuration/measurement event/measurement report) for relay selection is inevitable. 
From the above reasoning, in order to have unified solution for relay selection regardless of the UE coverage, we propose
Proposal 1 The in-coverage remote UE selects the relay among relay candidates for the UE itself.
3.
Conclusion
In this contribution, for the entity of relay selection for in-coverage remote UE, it is proposed as follows.
Proposal 1 The in-coverage remote UE selects the relay among relay candidates for the UE itself.
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