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	AT1
	General
	All
	ED
	Abbreviations (like f and Q, H,  ) are not explained
	Make a terms and abbreviations section
	

	AT2
	1
	Paragraph 6
	ED
	Technical report should not define requirements. If our comments are accepted, there are no requirements specified anymore.
	Delete "and/or requirements"
	

	AT3
	1
	Last bullet
	te
	Technical report should not define requirements
	Replace

"… performance (speed of operation) shall not be reduced significantly …"

With

" … performance (speed of operation) should not be reduced significantly …"
	

	AT4
	2.1
	Paragraph 4
	ED
	ISO 10373-6
	Correct reference is  ISO/IEC 10373-6
	

	AT5
	2.1
	Last paragraph, first bullt
	ED
	The term "higher" is ambigious in :

Higher field strength may be required to enable multiple PICCs to operate correctly.
	Replace sentence with:
Multiple PICC may require higher PCD field strength then a single PICC to operate correctly
	

	AT6
	2.1
	Last sentence
	ED
	The last sentence may be misunderstood as if 14443 is missing that specification.

It may be noted that PICC resonant frequency is not specified in the current standard, although it is a

significant system parameter for multiple PICC systems.
	Delete last sentence
	

	AT7
	2.2
	first sentence
	ed
	100s mW
	replace by 100 mW
	

	AT8
	3.1
	Fist sentence
	te
	It should be recommended that different CIDs should be attributed.
	Insert word "unique" in first sentence


	

	AT9
	3.1
	Third paragraph
	te
	Technical report should not define requirements
	Replace

 "... the CID value 0 shall not be used ..." 
With

"... the CID value 0 should not be used ..."
	



