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Abstract

Successfully developing and launching the
International X-ray Observatory in a cost
constrained environment will require a
close partnership between scientists and
engineers in academia, government and
industry. We outline a development
approach based on our experience of
building the Chandra observatory that | od
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Origins of Chandra’s High Performance Culture
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that even dramatic changes
are possible late in the design
life, early trades are key to
avoiding unnecessary cost. =
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