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Code
	Clause/ paragraph/
table
	gen./
edit./
techn.
	COMMENTS
	PROPOSED CHANGE
	

	
	3.3.7
	Edit
	The term ‘centre’ does not make sense in this context
	Suggest amending to ‘midpoint’
	

	
	3.3.11
	Edit
	Constant written as ‘pw’, which is the same as that written under definition 3.3.8 for working pressure.
	Amend to symbol ‘ρw’ 
	

	
	3.4.3
	General
	The terms ‘damage’ and ‘extreme’ seem excessive when taking into consideration the definition of overload conditions. 
	Suggest rephrasing definition as follows: “Conditions outside the rated operating conditions (including flow rate, temperature, pressure, humidity and electromagnetic interference) that a gas meter is required to withstand for a short period of time without deterioration.” 
	

	
	5.3.2
	Edit
	English grammar appears unclear in this paragraph
	Suggest rephrasing as follows- ‘Gas meters are defined by three accuracy classes- 0.5, 1.0 and 1.5. Gas meters shall be classified accordingly by their accuracy into one of these classes. The value of the MPE is dependent on the applicable accuracy class listed in Table 2.’  
	

	
	5.10
	Edit
	Not necessary to state sentence “...to a flow with a flow rate...”
	Delete “...a flow with...”
	

	
	5.13.7
	Edit
	1st sentence reads ‘... and Table5apply.”
	Amend with space between ‘Table 5’ and ‘apply’
	

	
	Table 5
	General
	What does NSF in NSFa/NSFd stand for?
	Define acronym of terms as a footnote under Table 5 
	

	
	6.3.3
	Technical
	This may need to be reviewed so as to make reference to how this would apply for diaphragm metric gas meters (i.e. there are no fixed zeroes as stated in a) nor are the x10 markings as indicated in b)).
	Include another point in the paragraph about the indication of a decimal point.

	

	
	I.2.1.2.d
	Edit
	Last sentence of 2nd paragraph reads ‘should’
	Amend to ‘shall’
	

	
	11.1.2
	General
	Unclear what is stated in footnote 8 ‘.....covering etc.e” 
	Delete and add ‘[2.3.5]’
	

	
	12.5.1
	Edit
	2nd line of paragraph says “...validation methods and tests likes shown...”
	Amend “likes” to “as”
	

	
	12.5.1
	Technical
	Comment was raised in R46 (Electricity Meters) to remove DFA, CIWT and SMT, where it is believed that MID meters are classified as risk class C according to WELMEC software guide. Therefore, there isn’t a requirement for a source code check under this specific risk class.   
	Perhaps apply the same changes to reflect proposed and agreed software evaluation requirements detailed in R46 recently (i.e. delete DFA, CIWT and SMT).
	

	
	12.5.2.2
	Edit
	Section under ‘Evaluation for the use of an alternative test gas during verification’ refers to incorrect numbering of references to 12.4.13 and 12.4.3. Even when those references changed in the other sections of the revised recommendation, the new numbers refer to 12.6.13 (Vibration and Shocks) and 12.6.3 (Repeatability).    
	Amend 12.4.13 to and 12.4.3 to 12.6
	

	
	12.6.9
	Edit
	4th line reads- ‘I case...’
	Amend to “In case...”
	

	
	12.6.9
	Edit
	2nd Paragraph, line 2- “...options given in Table 5...”
	Amend to “...options given in Table 6...”
	

	
	13.1
	Edit
	2nd Paragraph seems unclear where it states ‘...or groups of meters could be statistically assessed like described in 13.2’ 
	Amend to “...or groups of meters, where the latter may be statistically assessed by the method described in 13.2.”
	

	
	13.1.2
	Edit
	1st line ‘...when submitted to initial verification...’
	Amend to “...submitted for initial verification...”
	

	
	13.1.2
	Edit
	2nd line states “...available on the meter to put on the verification...”
	Amend to “...available on the meter for placing the verification...”
	

	
	13.1.3
	Edit
	Referring back to the comment made previously by the US on 12.5.2.3 regarding the term ‘mutual difference’ which was causing confusion.
	Delete the word ‘mutual’
	

	
	13.1.4
	Edit
	Unclear about the wording in the 2nd sentence- rewording suggested 
	Amend to “With reference to performing verifications, the instructions detailed in 12.8 are to be taken into account for the initial verification, which may be of influence to the number of flow rates needed.” 
	

	
	13.1.5
	Edit
	Paragraph states “...independent on the meter orientation...”
	Amend to “...independent from the meter orientation...”
	

	
	13.2
	Edit
	Grammar in sentence “...may decide whether the use of statistical methods is allowed or not”
	Amend to “... may decide whether or not the use of statistical method is allowed”
	

	
	A.4.2
	Edit
	Object of test states- “Verification of compliance ubder...”
	Correct “ubder” to “under”
	

	
	B.2.1
	Edit
	1st line reads – “...executed using each of the applicable the piping configuration...”
	Delete “the” after “applicable”
	

	
	Annex E
	Technical
	This goes back to the comment made on 12.5.1.
	Remove description on DFA, CIWT and SMT
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