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CIDs: 1577, 1956
	CID
	Page.

Line
	Clause Number
	Comment
	Proposed Change
	Resolution

	1577
	355.51
	36.3.22
	for the indication of 320MHz, 320_1, and 320_2 has been defined. But, 320_1 and 320_2 are not applied in 27.3.23.2.
	define the channel number by considering the 320_1 and 320_2
	Rejected. Channel numbering is not related with BW. Definition for center frequency of 320_1 and 320_2 are defined in Annex E as in the CR for CID 1956. 

	1956
	385.18
	Annex E
	Define 320-1 and 320-2
	as in comment
	Rejected
320-1 and 320-2 is only different in location/center frequency. Giving them different operating class seems not necessary. In the scenario where operating class will be used, channel numbering will also be provided, I believe that there is no ambiguity if we put 320-1 and 320-2 in a same class. 
The purpose of mentioning 320-1 and 320-2 is to remove ambiguity in BW location for a PPDU, and this differentiation is only needed in PHY preamble. 

Defnition for 320-1 and 320-2 is required in CID 3175. And the definition can be provided based on current Annex E. 

“Set to 4 for 320 MHz EHT PPDU occupying one of the channels defined in the Operating class 137  with center frequency 31, 95, 159.
Set to 5 for 320 MHz EHT PPDU occupying one of the channels defined in the Operating class 137 with center frequency 63, 127, 191”



Proposed Changes: None
Abstract


This submission proposes resolutions for the comments from the CC34 on P802.11be D0.3





The following 2 comments under “36.3.22 Channel Numbering”  and Annex E are resolved:


CID 1577, 1956
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