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Recommendation

Senior 
Review 
Year

Funding 
Thru 
Year

Closeout 
In YearRank Comment

SR2004
1 GALEX FY08
2 XMM-Newton FY08
3 FUSE FY06
4 WMAP FY06
5 RXTE FY06
6 CHIPS FY05 (Feb) Continued into 2006, solar obs. 2007
7 INTEGRAL FY06 Cuts Ended theory, archive program
8 HETE FY05 Continued to early 2006

SR2006
1 Swift FY10
2 GALEX FY10
3 XMM-Newton FY10
4 WMAP FY08 FY09
5 Integral FY10
6 Suzaku FY08
7 RXTE FY09 (Feb) Funding not terminated
8 FUSE FY09 Mission failure mid-2007, ops end late 2007

SR2008
1 Swift FY12
2 Chandra FY12
3 GALEX FY12
4 Suzaku FY12
5 Warm Spitzer FY10
6 WMAP FY10
7 XMM-Newton FY10 Funding not terminated
8 INTEGRAL FY09 (Sep) Funding not terminated
9 RXTE FY09 (Feb) Funding not terminated

10 GP-B No ext.
SR2010

1 Planck FY14
2 Chandra FY12
3 Spitzer FY12
4 Swift FY14
5 XMM-Newton FY14
6 WMAP FY12 (data)FY10 (ops) Ops ended October 2010
7 Suzaku FY14 Terminated FY11
8 GALEX FY13 Terminated FY11 (Sep)
9 RXTE no FY11 Funding through December 2011

10 INTEGRAL No ext.
11 Warm WISE No ext.

Continuation beyond SR recommendation for closeout
Terminated earlier than SR recommendation
Mission ended due to HW failure
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