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• Searching for ways to make ground systems
less costly to develop, modify and operate

• Desire to use COTS, COTS and more COTS
• Desire for “interoperability” through

standards
• Interest in the use of reference

architectures/product lines
• Architecture as a key to success -

Architectural analysis and evaluation as an
aid
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• COTS software is: inevitable, not a
panacea, more difficult than you think

• The user community  wants it and
expects it

• The importance of prototyping and
evaluating in a real system context
(CERES, Battle Labs, …)
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• Beyond the use of “commercial”
standards, now the emphasis is on
following the standards that are
driven by the Internet market place -
bye bye IDL, hello XML?

• An obvious interest in the community
to get together on standardizing parts
of the space domain using XML
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