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General comments on the content
	Comments from Reviewer:

	In general this is a well presented review on the progress of the development of the operations tools. I have a couple of general comments. 
1. When dependencies are described, please can an assessment of risk and mitigation be included. This need not be in great depth. 
2. Please could an assessment of expected priorities and timescales be included consistently across all tools when describing Future Plans? It has been done well for some (e.g. GOCDB) but others read like a wish list without an understanding of importance. 
3. There is a section missing from the ARGO that needs inclusion
A few minor comments are included in track changes (as are these general comments)

	Response from Author: 

	[bookmark: h.k4y8hk4ifil8]1 . The dependencies have been described with more details. Nevertheless this aim here is to describe the technical impacts between the tools not to cover the potential risk of a tool to be in the future .
[bookmark: h.p7yz2o35x605]2. I have added some dates for this part . Even it looks like wish lists this is actually the features that should be put in place during PY2 . As we have always incoming requests from EGI during the phase the estimation of priorities and timescale could vary during the year.
[bookmark: h.op4h5ispni9y]3. section added
[bookmark: h.a4tz057afuki]
[bookmark: h.nt91dagnbgjy]For the standardisation of the document I totally agree with you . But I think that the template should enforce this standardisation and should more directive . As main author it was long and painful to compile so much inputs and for the review it is a nightmare .
[bookmark: h.oat3i8sjlp0p]
[bookmark: h.gjdgxs]







Additional comments 
I appreciate that this document is written by committee, but an overall edit to standardise style before publication would be good.
	From reviewer:
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English and other corrections:
Note: English and typo corrections can be made directly in the document as comments.
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