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Economic perspective
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What makes economic sense?
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How to measure success?
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Relationship between Quality of Life and R&D expend itures
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R&D matters for Quality!!!
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measurment infrastructure and QoL
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Measurement infrastructure also matters!!!
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Metrology R&D and Quality of life
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Scale matters!!!
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Different National preferences
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Relative cost efficiency of publicly funded metrolo gy 
infrastructures in EMRP participating states
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Tax-payers perspective
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What makes economic sense?
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What makes economic sense?


