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1. Overall
Feasibility

3. Technical
Feasibility

2. Relevance 4. Benefits

Alignment with the Required -Scientific
organization’s -Mass -Organizational
mission & strategic *Volume -Country level
objectives -Power

«Data transfer

5. Resources 6. Risks 8. Results

-Financial capital
«Infrastructure
-Human & knowledge
«Time

-Programmatic
risk

Based on and adapted to CubeSat missions from (Meade, et al., 2002; Henriksen, & Traynor, 1999; Coldrick, et al., 2002; Linton, et al., 2002)
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