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	US
	6.2/17N3834/14443-2, 2010
	Table-1
	T
	Exponent, a US national body member has performed calculations to assess whether field limits specified for the additional classes 2-6 violate FCC 15.225 regulations. Consequently, the results outlined in document b10.5-2010-00026-000 suggest that the current limits may not violate this FCC regulation, however additional physical testing is suggested to verify the results. The initial calculations did not consider data rates and modulation. 
	Section 6.2 can be interpreted as PCD Field Strength (as stated) or as Field operating volume. Which is the intended interpretation?

Note: The Exponent calculations were based on the PCD field strength assumption.
	

	US
	
	Table-1
	T
	Please provide data to demonstrate that the field strength limits above 10A/m do not provide or cause any human health hazards and complies with current standards and other relevant national and international standards such as CE, UL, etc.
The US national body is reviewing FCC OET Bulletin 56.
	Section 6.2 can be interpreted as PCD Field Strength (as stated) or as Field operating volume. Which is the intended interpretation?
Note: The Exponent calculations were based on the PCD field strength assumption.
	

	US
	
	Table-1
	T
	Please provide data to demonstrate that the field strength limits above 10A/m do not provide interoperability, backwards compatibility, and security concerns associated with the longer read ranges that will be generated. 
	Section 6.2 can be interpreted as PCD Field Strength (as stated) or as Field operating volume. Which is the intended interpretation?

Note: The Exponent calculations were based on the PCD field strength assumption.
	

	US
	
	
	T
	Field strength limits above 10A/m may create other functional issues in regards to interoperability with both existing and future PICC’s and PCD’s. In example, the US body is concerned with the effects of an 18A/m PCD functioning with a class 1 PICC and the effects of increased active field distance that will far exceed the current market definition and expectation of proximity (10cm or less). Class 6 PICCs will also experience problems operating with the existing class 1 PCD’s that have been deployed.

	Section 6.2 can be interpreted as PCD Field Strength (as stated) or as Field operating volume. Which is the intended interpretation?

Note: The Exponent calculations were based on the PCD field strength assumption.
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