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[bookmark: Abstract]ABSTRACT: This first draft includes the main editorial changes resulting from the current trends in the QoS assessment and raises the main issues to solve in order to continue the revision process



Concerning the clause 5 "QoS metrics and indicators for the technical quality for the service utilization", the only service quite extensively updated in this clause is the MMS one (5.6). It can be used to discuss the general principles for updating this clause. 

In addition, the main issues to discuss are:
· What to do with the metric where there is no standard reference or informal ones although there is a clear need for it or even a recurring use of such a metric at least in France? LS to STQ? 
Concerning the references 
· Are the services listed pertinent yet?
· What are the more pertinent references for the services included in the revision

Concerning the clause 6, "QoS metrics and indicators for all service life cycle steps other than utilization" the main issues to discuss are:
· Change in the deliverable title
· New deliverables added or updated in clause 2 " References "
· Editorial changes in the definitions to comply to the new editing rules
· New definitions added in particular " indicator " and " metric " to approve and some deleted 
· Replacement of the word " capability " by " capacity " 
· Decision to take about the replacement of the word " availability " by " accessibility " where appropriate
· "OR " added in clause 3 " Abbreviations "
· Changes in clause 4.3.1
· " MOS " replaced by " OR " in many places
· Replacement of the word "parameter" by "indicator"
· Changes in the titles of the tables in clauses 5 and 6 : replacement of " Indicator " by " metric " and replacement of " parameter (measure) " by " Related indicator definition (KQI) "
· Replacement of " Fidelity/accuracy " by " Integrity " (better acknowledged than the first ones)
· Similar changes in the text where appropriate.
· Alignment of the titles of several clauses for consistency.
· When the indicator standard reference is ES 202 057-1, which identifier should be taken in EG 202 009-2: that from ES 202 057-1 or that from EG 202 843?
· When the current reference is not fully appropriate, should an appropriate one be developed in EG 202 843 e.g. "Fulfilment of QoS targets"? 
· P206, P207 and P313 references change for ES 202 057-1 P1 or P2 instead of P8 or be fully defined in EG202843?
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