
RE: Mitac Technology Corp. 
FCC: MAU021 
 
Dear Tim, 
Here are our answers, 
 
EMC/SAR 
1) FYI… .In future application, please note that if average power techniques are 
used for 15.247, then the limits on page 21,45 & 69 should also cite >30 dB. 
ANS: Thanks for the information.  
. 
2) FYI… While the beginning of each SAR plot section showed the test date, 
please note that the FCC expects test dates to be provided on all SAR plots. 
Please consider this in the future. 
ANS: Thanks for the information 
 
3) FYI… .Conductivity for > 5 GHz should been < 2.5%, not 5% as the limits 
show. Note the data shows compliance to 2.5% for body tissues, but please 
adjust the limits in the future. 
ANS: Thanks for the information. But according SAR measurement requirements 
you mailed on page 4. Is there any change in FCC? 

 



 
4) Section 3.2 of the SAR report cites a 5 mm scan height. However 5 GHz 
typically requires closer measurements of 2.5 mm and closest 2 points are < 
5 mm for > 4.5 GHz. This information could not be found in the report. 
Please comment. 
ANS: We have modified the report on 3.1.5 & 3.1.6 , please refer the updated SAR 
report. 
 
5) As part of the SAR validation > 5 GHz, the FCC asks that the extrapolated 
peak SAR value at the phantom surface above the dipole feed-point should 
be within 15% of the calibrated target value. Information on this was not 
found. 
ANS: We have modified the report on 3.1.5 & 3.1.6 , please refer the updated SAR 
report. 
 
 
DFS Related: 
6) While we understand you response to item 11, please note that the request 
for a expanded plot (not have a sweep greater than 600 ms) for the channel 
transmission closing time demonstrating that the device vacates the channel 
in the required 200 ms is a new requirement from the FCC. We have 
recently received RT’s on all DFS results shown similar to those provided 
asking for this. Additionally, training on February from the FCC requires it. 
See the following: 
NOTE: Please ensure or label which signals are from the master and which are 
from the client as levels were not clearly distinguishable. Note the FCC gave the 
following as an example below which clearly shows 2 levels. The current plot is 
hard to determine these. 
 
ANS: (This DFS report is performed by ADT.  They ask their TCB and got the 
following information. I am very sorry if this is not what you want. ) This comment is 
unreasonable. There is no document require test report label the traffic signal from 
Master or Client. And, Master already got FCC certificate and then the traffic signal shall 
all comply the requirements. 


