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PROVIDER Survey Results — Stakeholder Demographics & Interest
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Business Model

Provider-agnostic, interoperable and scalable
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Serv. Readiness
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Interoperability & Scalability
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Serv. A Performance & Requirements

-> Driving Requirements
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Serv. B Performance & Requirements @esa

-> Driving Requirements
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Service Requirements

-> Driving Requirements: Interoperability, Service Quality, Scalability, Data Security, Legal & Regulation
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PROVIDER Survey Results — Summary & Conclusion
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