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I. Relevance
Relevance is the degree to which statistical outputs meet current and potential users’ needs. It depends on whether all the statistics that are needed are produced and the extent to which concepts used (definitions, classifications etc.) reflect user needs. 

I.1 Completeness
Completeness is the extent to which data are available — compared with the requirements in terms of characteristics, geographical and activity breakdown, as specified in Annexes I and II to the FATS-Regulation
. Questions I.1.1 to I.1.3 are to be pre-filled by Eurostat.
	I.1.1. Data availability (in percentage):

	Level of detail
	Formula
	Calculation
	Result

	a) series 1G: characteristics based on foreign-controlled enterprises (Z9), business economy (BUS)
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	(11/11)*100
	100 %

	b) series 1G: activities based on foreign‑controlled enterprises (Z9), number of enterprises (11110)
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	111/113)*100
	98  %

	c) series 1G: partners based on business economy (BUS), number of enterprises (11110)
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	(46/48)*100
	96  %

	d) series 1G2: partners based on business economy (BUS), number of enterprises (11110)
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	(81/242)*100 
	33 %

	e) series 1G: overall rate
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	(23408/54096)*100
	43 %

	f) series 1G2: overall rate
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	(729/2420)*100
	30 %

	I.1.2. The following details are missing:

	a) characteristics 
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 nothing missing

	b) activity breakdown in series 1G
	I603,J67
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 nothing missing

	c) geographical breakdown in series 1G
	NZ
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 nothing missing

	d) geographical breakdown in series 1G2
	EE;AD;AG;AI;AN;BZ;CK;DM;GD;GG;IM;JE;JM;KN;KY;LC;LR;MS;MV;NR;PH;SG;VU;WS;AF;AL;AM;AO;AQ;AR;AS;AW;BA;BD;BF;BI;BJ;BN;BO;BR;BT;BV;BW;CC;CD;CF;CG;CI;CL;CM;CO;CR;CU;CV;CX;DJ;DO;DZ;EC;ER;ET;FJ;FK;FM;FO;GA;GH;GL;GM;GN;GQ;GS;GT;GU;GW;GY;HM;HT;ID;IO;KE;KG;KH;KI;KM;KP;KW;KZ;LA;LK;LS;LY;MA;ME;MG;MK;ML;MM;MN;MO;MP;MQ;MR;MW;MX;MY;MZ;NA;NC;NE;NF;NG;NI;NP;NZ;OM;PF;PG;PK;PN;PR;PS;PW;PY;QA;RW;SA;SB;SC;SD;SH;SL;SN;SO;SR;ST;SV;SZ;TD;TF;TG;TJ;TK;TM;TO;TP;TT;TV;TZ;UG;UM;UY;UZ;VA;VE;VN;WF;YE;ZA;ZM;ZW
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 nothing missing

	I.1.3. The following employment variable was provided:
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 number of persons employed (16110)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 number of employees (16130)

	I.1.4. Please comment on the rates of available statistics calculated by Eurostat, explain the reasons why any characteristics or breakdowns required by the FATS Regulation are not available (e.g. derogations) and describe your plans for improvement in the future.

	The missing breakdown or activities are not unavailable but actually the variables for those details are equal to zero.   


I.2 Confidentiality

	I.2.1. The following confidentiality treatment was applied by the Member State (to be 
pre-filled by Eurostat):

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 only primary confidentiality
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 primary and secondary confidentiality

	I.2.2. Please describe your (primary and secondary) confidentiality rules.

	Romanian INS uses two steps to identify confidential cells at national level:

Primary confidentially is decided following the rules
1) the number of enterprises as threshold  (less than 4 enterprises)
2) one or two enterprises dominates; more than 80% of the total turnover in one aggregation level.
The treatment of secondary confidentiality is done manually in order to undisclose the primary confidential cells.       

	I.2.3. The rate of confidential cells is (to be pre-filled by Eurostat): 
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	I.2.4. Please provide any comments on the amount of data affected by confidentiality.

	


I.3 User satisfaction

	If you have any indication of users’ satisfaction with inward FATS, please give a brief description of users and their needs (by main groups of users). Internal users, e.g. national accounts, should also be taken into account.

	


II. Accuracy

Accuracy of statistical outputs in the general statistical sense is the degree of closeness of estimates to the true values.
II.1 Concepts and sources
II.1.1 Methodological approach

	II.1.1.1. Which of the following approaches best describes the methodology adopted to produce inward FATS data? 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 census survey, particularly for inward FATS

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 sample survey, particularly for inward FATS

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 linking of the following sources to obtain
	geographical breakdown
	economic information

	Structural Business Statistics (SBS) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Foreign Direct Investment (FDI) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	Business Register 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	the following other statistical register: 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	the following administrative sources: 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	publicly available sources (e.g. mass media or annual reports) 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	the following private databases: 
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	direct contacts (e.g. telephone or e-mail)
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 other approaches (please describe briefly): 

	II.1.1.2. Please provide information regarding the methods and data sources used (e.g. linking of different sources, statistical registers used, etc.). 

	Mainly, the data are collected through the survey we developed.
The variables included in the FATS Inward questionnaire
· 12110 - turnover

· 13310 - personnel costs

· 15110 - gross investment in tangible goods

· 16110 - number of persons employed
· 22120 - total number of R&D personnel
· 22110 - total intra-mural R&D expenditure 
Due to the difficulties for the enterprise to calculate some variables, data from SBS had been used. The following were computed based on existing SBS data: 12120,12150,13110,13120,16130 
The variable from the BS is only 11110  


	II.1.1.3. If possible, please estimate the share of dependence on a given source if more than one source is used. 

	


II.1.2 Cut-off thresholds

A cut-off threshold is used, mainly for cost or burden reasons, to exclude from the target population (and, hence, from the frame) units contributing very little to the statistics requested, for instance small businesses. The contribution from the population below the threshold can either be deemed negligible or be estimated by using a model. 

	II.1.2.1. Is any cut-off threshold used?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes, for the following source: 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no ( If no, please proceed to II.2 Reliability of data. 

	II.1.2.2. Please provide information about the cut-off thresholds used, in particular the impact on the population.

	     


	II.1.2.3. Please provide information about methods of grossing-up to the whole economy. If possible, evaluate the share of grossed-up enterprises.

	      The computation of the final weights was performed according to the following steps:

· calculation of a selection weight  for each unit; 

· calculation of a non-response weight; 

· calculation of the final weight. 

The estimator used for computing the estimated data and the estimated variance is Horvitz-Thomson estimator, as the fraction between the number of units in the sampling frame in the stratum h and the number of respondent units in the sample in the same stratum (Nh/mh).




II.2 Reliability of data

II.2.1 Ultimate Controlling Institutional Unit (UCI)
	II.2.1.1. Is the UCI approach applied to identify the relevant statistical units?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 the UBO (Ultimate Beneficial Owner) concept is used as a proxy

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 the first foreign owner is used as a proxy

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 if any other concept is applied, please describe it briefly: 

	II.2.1.2. Do you check “not-foreign-controlled enterprises” (e.g. a list obtained from business registers) to reduce potential underestimation?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	II.2.1.3. Do you harmonise the UCI information across enterprises belonging to the same enterprise group in your country?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	II.2.1.4. For compilation of inward FATS, do you take into account the demography of the statistical units, for example births, deaths, mergers and acquisitions (M&A)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	II.2.1.5. For compilation of inward FATS, do you monitor the (major) entries and exits of statistical units from either administrative (e.g. VAT registers) or publicly available sources (e.g. mass media or annual reports)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	II.2.1.6. If administrative sources are used, please state on which date the information regarding the country of the UCI was updated by the “source administration”. If this is not available, please give information about the frequency of updates of the administrative sources and whether this delays the compilation process for inward FATS. In the event of delays, do you know the share of updated cells at the time of extraction?

	

	II.2.1.7. Please describe any other method used to improve the accuracy of the UCI information not mentioned above. If the UCI approach is not used, please describe your plans for improvement in the future.

	

	II.2.1.8. Please estimate the share of value of each characteristics that could be identified correctly (no proxy needed) in %
	11110 (number of enterprises)
	12120 (turnover)
	16110 (number of persons employed)


	
	100
	100 %
	100 %

	II.2.1.9. Did the UCIs which could not be identified belong mainly to big or to small and medium-sized enterprises?

	


II.2.2 Economic information (characteristics and activity breakdown)
	II.2.2.1. Was it necessary to estimate characteristics or activities because the information was not available from the sources used?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	II.2.2.2. If yes, how did you complete the information (e.g. which data sources were used)?

	

	II.2.2.3. Please estimate the share of value of each characteristics drawing on the following sources
	11110 (number of enterprises)
	12120 (turnover)
	16110 (number of persons employed)


	a) SBS 
	
	100 %
	100 %

	b) other sources
	100 %
	
	

	c) estimates
	
	
	


II.3 Plausibility
II.3.1 Deviations from the FATS Regulation and FATS Recommendations Manual

	II.3.1.1. Are there any deviations from the FATS Regulation and FATS Recommendations Manual regarding:

	a) the definitions of statistical units, for example if branches are not covered?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	b) the definition of the target population, for example problems with provision of nationally controlled enterprises (A2)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	c) the UCI approach, for example if indirect control is not taken into account?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	d) the concept of residency, for example if the concept of nationality is used instead?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	e) the definitions of characteristics?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	f) the allocation of 100% of the values to one country even if it does not exercise full ownership?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	g) the definition of activities in series 1G, for example part of the activity is not covered?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	h) aggregate BUS (series 1G2)?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	i) the definition of partners, e.g. if Monaco is not included in France?
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no

	II.3.1.2. Please describe all deviations from the FATS Regulation and/or FATS Recommendations Manual if you replied “yes” to any of questions II.3.1.1. a) to i).

	


	II.3.1.3. Please give a detailed description of the coverage of Special Purpose Entities (SPE).

	

	II.3.1.4. Please give a brief description of the treatment of equally shared control.

	

	II.3.1.5. Please give a brief description of the treatment of multiple minority ownership.

	

	II.3.1.6. Please give a brief description of the treatment of natural persons as owners.

	


II.3.2 Use of residual geographical codes
	II.3.2.1. Share of the codes (to be pre-filled by Eurostat):

	Rate
	Formula
	Calculation
	Result

	a) extra-EU not allocated (Z8) in A1 (all enterprises) based on the aggregate BUS and variable turnover (12110) 
	
[image: image8.wmf]100

)

12110

,

(

A1

Z8

´

å

å

BUS


	(0/760337818)*100
	0 %

	b) extra-EU not allocated (Z8) in A1 (all enterprises) based on the aggregate BUS and variable number of persons employed (16110)
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	(0/4289531)
	0 %

	c) equally shared control of UCIs of more than one Member State (Z7) in A1 (all enterprises) based on the aggregate BUS and variable turnover (12110)
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	0 %

	d) equally shared control of UCIs of more than one Member State (Z7) in A1 (all enterprises) based on the aggregate BUS and variable number of persons employed (16110)
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	II.3.2.2. Please comment if rate a) or b) is ≠ 0%, if it was necessary to allocate to “extra-EU not allocated” because the country of the UCI was not known and if the aggregate also covers cases other than “extra-EU not allocated”.

	

	II.3.2.3. Please comment if you also used Z7 for cases for which you could not attribute the country of the UCI (other than cases of equally shared control of UCIs of more than one Member State).

	


II.3.3 Deviations from inward FATS quality checks

	II.3.3.1. In the dataset to be disseminated, Eurostat found the following problems relating to the quality checks defined on pages 94 and 95 of the FATS Recommendations Manual (to be pre-filled by Eurostat): 

	G1

RuleNumber:

7

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V11110/V16110<1
MessageType:

ERROR

RuleNumber:

9

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V22110/V12150<1
MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

10

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V12150/V12110<1
MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

11

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V13310/V12150<1
MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

12

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V13110/V12120<1
MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

13

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V12150/V12120<1
MessageType:

WARNING

G2

RuleNumber:

5

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V22110/V12150<1:

MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

6

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V12150/V12110<1
MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

7

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V13310/V12150<1
MessageType:

WARNING

RuleNumber:

8

RuleName:

CALCUL:MODEL:V13110/V12120<1
MessageType:

WARNING

Please find the explanations on the above errors/warnings on the attached excel files


	II.3.3.2. Please comment on deviations from the quality checks.

	     The above error has been already solved. 


II.4 Sampling and non-sampling errors

II.4.1 Misclassification errors 
Misclassification refers to allocating statistical units to the wrong class in a given classification, for instance classifying a business under trade instead of industry. 

	II.4.1.1. If different data sources/surveys were combined (e.g. SBS for the economic characteristics and FDI for the country of the UCI), did you detect mismatches of identifiers?                 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no 

	II.4.1.2. Please describe the main misclassification problems encountered in collecting the data and the methods used to process misclassifications.

	Problems we entountered are mostly cased by the refuse of the affiliates to code their activity and we imputed it using the code activity of the mother company.


( Please complete II.4.2 and II.4.3 only if you undertake a separate survey for inward FATS. If you compile inward FATS data from existing surveys, e.g. SBS or FDI, you do not need to complete this chapter and you can proceed to II.5 Assessment of revisions. 

II.4.2 Non-response errors
Unit non-response occurs when not all the reporting units in the sample participate in the survey. Item non-response occurs when a respondent provides some, but not all, of the information requested or if the information reported is unusable (note that entirely unusable questionnaires are already counted in the unit non-response). Imputation is the process used to resolve problems of missing, invalid or inconsistent responses identified during editing. 
	II.4.2.1. Please provide the unweighted unit non-response rate calculated as:
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	II.4.2.2 Please provide any other comments on the unit non-response rate (main reasons, e.g. no contact, refusal, unable to respond, ineligible, etc.). Please indicate whether the non-respondent units are mostly small and medium-sized or big enterprises.

	

	II.4.2.3. Please describe the methods used to minimise unit non-response (e.g. advance notification by letter or telephone, legal measures, etc.). 

	


	II.4.2.4 Please describe the main reasons for and methods used to minimise item non-response (e.g. follow-up by telephone). Please also indicate whether the statistical units concerned are mainly small and medium-sized or big enterprises.

	

	II.4.2.5 Is any method used to deal with non-response (both unit and item non-response)?
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no ( If no, please proceed to II.4.3 Sampling errors

	II.4.2.6. Please briefly describe the imputation methods used for dealing with unit and item non-response (e.g. correction factor in the weighting procedure, imputation based on available information from previous reference periods, etc.).

	


II.4.3 Sampling errors

The sampling error is the part of the difference between a population value and an estimate thereof, derived from a random sample, which is due to the fact that only a sample of values is observed, as distinct from errors due to imperfect selection, bias in response or estimation, errors of observation and recording, etc. 

	II.4.3.1. Please give a description of the sample design, in particular:
· type of sample design (stratified, multistage or clustered)

· reporting units

· sampling units (one stage, two stages, etc.)

· stratification and sub-stratification criteria

· selection methods
· sample distribution over time

· reference period (if the reference period differs from the calendar year, is there a correction to bring it into line with the reference period for inward FATS?)

	An exhaustive data collection for enterprises with 20 or more employees was organised; for the enterprises with less than 20 employees has been drawn a stratified sample. 
The sample size was calculated by applying Neyman-allocation procedure. The criteria for stratification used are: the main activity of the enterprise (NACE group levels) and size class of the enterprise.

 
In Romania the fiscal year is the same with the calendar year and also with reference year of survey.


II.4.3.2. Please provide in a separate file the coefficient of variation at NACE 2-digit division level for characteristics 11110, 12110 and 16130 (or 16110) and Z9 (foreign-controlled enterprises) and describe the methods used and the aspects taken into account for computation of the CV (including software).


II.5 Assessment of revisions

II.5.1 Size of revisions 

The Mean Absolute Percentage Error (MAPE) will be used to indicate the size of revisions. The MAPE presents the average percentage difference between the initial and final estimates (between 0 and infinity). 

	II.5.1.1 The following table, pre-filled by Eurostat, presents the results of the MAPE calculation, taking into account data for business economy (BUS) and Z9 (foreign-controlled enterprises):

	Characteristics
	2007
	2008
	2009

	a) Number of enterprises (11110)
	
	
	

	b) Turnover (12110)
	
	
	

	c) Number of persons employed (16110) or employees (16130)
	
	
	

	II.5.1.2. Please comment on the indicators calculated by Eurostat if they are ( 0.

	     


II.5.2 Revision policy

	Please describe your revision policy.

	There was not applied any revision.


III. Coherence and comparability
III.1 Coherence
Coherence of two or more statistical outputs refers to the degree to which the statistical processes by which they were generated used the same concepts - classifications, definitions, and target populations – and harmonised methods. Coherent statistical outputs have the potential to be validly combined and used jointly

III.1.1 Inward FATS and SBS

	III.1.1.1. Eurostat quality checks found the following inconsistencies between inward FATS (A1) and SBS series 1A, 2A, 3B and 4A:

	G1

RuleNumber: 2

RuleName: G1#A2A

MessageType:ERROR

Please find the explanations on the above errors/warnings on the attached excel files


	III.1.1.2. Please comment on these inconsistencies and any consistency problems between inward FATS and SBS, including the confidential cells.

	The inconsistency has been already solved.


III.1.2 Inward FATS and inward FDI
	Do you harmonise the activity code with inward FDI?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no 


III.1.3 Inward FATS R&D characteristics and R&D statistics

	Please comment on any consistency problems between inward FATS R&D characteristics and R&D statistics (only for uneven years and if R&D variables are to be provided).

	     


III.1.4 Inward FATS and data provided to the OECD and/or other international organisations

	III.1.4.1. Do you provide inward FATS data to any other international organisation (tick as appropriate)?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 OECD


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 to the following other international organisation:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 only to Eurostat

	III.1.4.2. Please describe any differences in the level of detail of the data provided to the OECD or any other international organisation mentioned.

	     


III.2 Comparability over time
Comparability of two or more statistical outputs refers to the measurement of the impact of differences in applied statistical concepts, measurement tools and procedures where statistics are compared between geographical areas, sectoral domains or over time.
	III.2.1. Please confirm the length of time series (from the period when the statistics were compiled for the first time to the latest reference year available at Eurostat) pre-filled by Eurostat and the length of comparable time series (from the last break in time series to the latest reference year available at Eurostat). 

	Indicator
	Period (yyyy – yyyy)

	a) Length of time series
	2003-2007

	b) Length of comparable time series
	2006-2007

	III.2.2. If a) is not equal to b), please indicate the reasons and any differences in concepts and measurement methods for breaks in time series.

	The main reason is the UCI allocation.



IV. Timeliness and punctuality
IV.1 Timeliness

Timeliness of statistical outputs refers to the period between the availability of the information and the event or phenomenon it describes. 
	Please provide the key dates for the following action:

	Action
	Deadline(s) ../../….

	a) Data-collection, if any  
	April 2008 to September 2008

	b) Post-collection phase 
	October 2008 to July 2009

	c) Dissemination in your country, if applicable
	


IV.2 Punctuality

Punctuality refers to the delay between the date of the release of the data and the target date (the date by which the data should have been delivered).  

Punctuality is calculated as the actual date of data delivery minus the scheduled date of transmission to Eurostat. It shows how many calendar days this was behind (positive value) or ahead of (negative value) the legal deadline (20 months after the end of the reference year). 

	IV.2.1. The punctuality for your country is (to be pre-filled by Eurostat): (+28) days.

	IV.2.2. Please comment on the punctuality of transmission to Eurostat if you sent the data after the deadline of t+20 months, e.g. the reasons for late delivery and the action taken or planned to improve punctuality.

	


V. Accessibility and clarity
V.1 Accessibility

Accessibility of statistical outputs refers to the conditions and modalities by which users can obtain data.

It is the measure of the ease with which users can obtain data: where to go, how to order, delivery time, clear pricing policy, convenient marketing conditions, availability of micro and macro data, various formats (paper, files, CD-ROM, Internet etc.)
	V.1.1. Are inward FATS data disseminated
 at national level either by your or by another institution?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no ( If no, please proceed to VI. Further comments.

	V.1.2. Is the information different from the figures sent to Eurostat?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no 

	V.1.3. If yes, please give a brief description of the reasons for the differences.

	

	V.1.4. How do you disseminate the inward FATS data?

	Reference year
	Paper/pdf publications
	Electronic publications

	
	News release
	Statistical yearbook
	Thematic publications
	Internet database
	CD/DVD-Rom

Other (fax, e-mail, etc.) 

	2006
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes
	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 yes

	2007
	
	
	
	
	

	For 2007, please report any scheduled action plan, specifying the implementation date.

	V.1.5. Are publications on inward FATS available in any language other than the official language(s) of your country? Yes, 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 in English 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 in the following other language(s): 

	V.1.6. Please indicate links to your electronic publications on inward FATS.

	


V.2 Clarity

Clarity of statistical outputs refers conditions and modalities by which users can use and interpret data. It is determined by the information environment within which the data are presented, whether data are accompanied with appropriate metadata, illustrations such as graphs and maps, and whether information is also available on their quality. 
	V.2.1. Are statistical metadata available?


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 for paper publications
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 on the website (electronic version)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 no methodological explanations on data are disseminated

	V.2.2. If metadata are published electronically, please indicate the links.

	


VI. Further comments

	Please provide any further comments regarding inward FATS data quality which are not included above (e.g. foreseeable changes in the methodology, revisions due to non-inclusion of large enterprises in the current database etc.).

	     








� � HYPERLINK "http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2007:171:0017:0031:EN:PDF" \o "FATS-Regulation" ��FATS-Regulation�: Regulation (EC) No 716/2007 of the European Parliament and of the Council on Community statistics on the structure and activity of foreign affiliates.


� Or number of employees (16130) if it is delivered instead.


� Or number of employees (16130) if it is delivered instead.


� Or number of employees (16130) if it is delivered instead.


� Or number of employees (16130) if it is delivered instead.


� Occasional publications (e.g. presentations in working groups) are not included.
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