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This document describes the proposed resolution on the comments 
related to the definition of frequency deviation. 

The following comments are addressed: CID#108, 166, 379, 473, 556, 
557, 558 and 740

Summary
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CID #108: A PSDU size of 2047 should not be mandatory for SUN devices. While 
the protocol supports this value, there may be a variety of devices in the 
network and devices may choose to implement a smaller max packet size.

Proposed change: Remove the PSDU size requirement

Proposed Resolution: Reject. The PICS reflects what is in the draft and draft 
mentions the maximum PSDU size shall be 2047 for SUN PHYs.

CID #379: The SUN PHY has a variety of frequency options, but the PICS does 
not reflect that. 

Proposed change: Add in entries for the supported frequencies for the SUN 
PHYs in the PICS.

Proposed Resolution: Accept in principle. Resolved as per CID#174

Comments and proposed resolutions 
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CID #473: RF7.1 enumerates the licensed bands and shows support for them as 
optional, but because the unlicensed bands are not listed, it implies that a 
single radio must support all of the others that are not listed - should those 
not be separately enumerated?  For example, 2.4GHz should be its own line 
item, as one is not required to support it along with the sub-GHz bands, 
where I am assuming that to be compliant, one must only support one of 
those.

Proposed change: Enumerate the bands as their own line items

Proposed Resolution: AP. Remove RF7.1 from the table as these frequency bands 
are part of the table 75a and covered in RF 8.1

CID #556: Missing the 863-870 MHz band

Proposed change: Add 863-870 MHz band 

Proposed Resolution: AP. RF7.1 is removed from the table. Resolved as per 
CID#473
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CID #557 and 558: 470 MHz is not correct.

Proposed change: Change 470 MHz to 450 MHz

Proposed Resolution: AP. Resolved as per comment#545

CID #166: The PICS are confusing and not clear.

Proposed change: Please review and ensure they are correct. 

Proposed Resolution: Accept in principle. PICS have been reviewed and it's been 
improved and more clear now.

CID #740: Entries of Table D.4 are incomplete with regard to the MR-O-QPSK PHY. 
RF16 is not correct, since pilot insertion is not optional.   

Proposed change: Please, correct this. 

Proposed Resolution: AP. Remove RF16 from the table. 
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