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	Issue-1: 
Editor's note: The carrier mapping for sl-RxInterestedFreqList is pending R2 discussion.
Editor's note: The carrier mapping for sl-TxInterestedFreqList is pending R2 discussion.
Originally, the interested frequency list can only include a single entry as indicated in sl-FreqInfoList. Due to the introduction of sl-FreqInfoListSizeExt, i.e., an additional list, the FD of the interested frequency list has been updated, in a way that the frequency index is defined by firstly referring to sl-FreqInfoList, and secondly to sl-FreqInfoListSizeExt. Whether it is acceptable needs R2 confirmation.
	Keep the FD in the V18.0.0 version and remove this EN.

	Issue-2:
Editor's note: Whether the field sl-AbsoluteFrequencyPointA, together with sl-OffsetToCarrier, is sufficient for Rx UE to understand the carrier to add/modify/release from Rx UE perspective.
Since R2 agreed that Tx-UE will indicate Rx-UE on the carrier set. (In 123bis: 2.	Include carrier configuration into RRCReconfigurationSidelink message), ASN.1 design of PC5-RRC has to enable Tx-UE to indicate the configured carrier(s) to Rx-UE without misunderstanding. It seems unnecessary to repeat all fields as defined SL-FreqConfig(Common), but which fields are necessary to indicate a carrier uniquely is what R2 can confirm.
	Keep the ASN.1 in the V18.0.0 version and remove this EN.

	Issue-3:
Editor's note: The value range of sl-PSFCH-PowerOffset may need to be updated based on RAN4 reply LS.
It comes from the NOTE in R1 RRC parameter list, i.e., “Note: this valuerange may need to be updated based on RAN4 reply LS”. Although R4 replied the LS in R4-2321767, it can be further concluded/checked by R1.
	Keep this EN till R1 update the RRC parameter list.

	Issue-4:
S2 rejected R2 assumption below in the LS reply of S2-2401579
As a consequence of this agreement, it is RAN2’s understanding that upper layers and network ensure appropriate intersection of carriers for the QoS flows mapped to the same SLRB.
R2 further discuss how to proceed without this assumption. 
	Background: In 123bis, we converged on the SUI report on flow-to-freq mapping for CONNECTED UE, and in 124, we concluded on the intersection-based LCP method for the IDLE/INACTIVE/OOC case, by assuming the intersection will exist. Now without this assumption, not sure if we can keep the conclusion or not. 
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