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Abstract After an introduction to the ESA Herschel Space Observatory including a mission
overview, science objectives, results and productivity we examine the process and outcomes
of the announcements of observing opportunities (AOs). For Herschel, in common with
other ESA observatories, there were no rules, quotas, or guidelines for the allocation of
observing time based on the geographical location of the lead proposer’s institute, gender,
or seniority ("academic age"); scientific excellence was the most important single factor.
We investigate whether and how success rates vary with these ("other") parameters. Due
to the relatively short operational duration of Herschel – compared to XMM-Newton and
INTEGRAL – in addition to the pre-launch AO in 2007 there was just two further AOs, in
2010 and 2011. In order to extend the time-frame we compare results with those from the
ESA Infrared Space Observatory (ISO) whose time allocation took place approximately 15
years earlier.
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1 Introduction

The Herschel Space Observatory was the European Space Agency (ESA) far-infrared and
sub-millimetre space observatory cornerstone facility [1]. It was equipped with a large pas-
sively cooled telescope and a science payload consisting of three complementary focal plane
instruments located inside a superfluid helium cryostat. During an almost four year period in
2009–2013 it opened up and exploited the then poorly utilised spectral range ∼55–670 µm
for imaging and spectroscopy of a wide variety of astronomical targets spanning the solar
system to distant galaxies, even peaking into the first billion years after the Big Bang.

Herschel was the fourth and final cornerstone mission (CS4) of the Horizon 2000 Pro-
gramme [2], following the already launched SOHO/Cluster (1995/2000) [3], [4], XMM-
Newton (1999) [5], and Rosetta (2004) [6] missions. The Herschel science payload was
selected in 1997–99 and the actual construction of the spacecraft by a large industrial con-
sortium commenced in 2001.

A self-contained and much more complete description of Herschel, including chapters
on its origin, history, science objectives and results, technology and technical innovations,
and management, can be found in Inventing a Space Mission: The Story of the Herschel
Space Observatory [7]. A nicely illustrated summary can be found in the Herschel – Science
and Legacy brochure [8].

2 Mission Overview

Herschel was launched (together with the cosmic microwave background M3 mission Planck
[9]) from Centre Spatial Guyanais (CSG) Kourou by an Ariane V ECA rocket on 14 May
2009. The V188 dual launch was the first of its kind and was carried out flawlessly, releas-
ing Herschel about 26 minutes after liftoff (and Planck a couple of minutes later) perfectly
on track as planned. Exactly a month later, on 14 June 2009 while en-route towards its op-
erational large amplitude quasi-halo orbit around the L2 Lagrangian point and still in the
process of cooling down, the cryostat cover was successfully opened (and locked open) by
manual commanding. For the first time Herschel could see the sky and performed a "sneak
preview" of the galaxy M51 through its 3.5 metre diameter passively cooled Cassegrain
telescope [10], demonstrating good optical quality and correct alignment with focal plane
units on the optical bench inside the cryostat. The telescope utilised (the then) novel silicon
carbide technology and was the largest astronomical telescope ever operated in space until
the launch of the James Webb Space Telescope (JWST) on 25 December 2021.

The science payload was designed to provide photometric imaging and spectroscopic
capabilities over the entire spectral range. This demanded complementary instruments em-
ploying a number of different enabling technologies.

Two direct detection instruments each provided multi-band imaging photometry and
low/medium spectral resolution imaging capabilities. The Photodetector Array Camera and
Spectrometer (PACS) [11] covered the 55–210 µm range, providing either dual-band imag-
ing over a 1.75’ x 3.5’ Field of View (FOV) or 5 x 5 pixel spectroscopy with a spectral
resolution of between 1500 and 4000, while the Spectral and Photometric Imaging RE-
ciever (SPIRE) [12] covered the 194–672 µm range, providing either triple-band imaging
over a 4’ x 8’ FOV or imaging spectroscopy with 2.6’ diameter FOV and a spectral reso-
lution of between 40 and 1000. Together PACS and SPIRE provided six wide photome-
try bands and low/medium spectroscopy covering the entire Herschel spectral range with a
small overlap for cross-calibration.
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The third instrument provided Herschel’s very high spectral resolution capability. The
Heterodyne Instrument for the Far Infrared (HIFI) [13] provided a single pixel on the sky
with a bandwidth of up to 4 GHz anywhere between 480–1250 GHz (625–240 µm) or 1410–
1910 GHz (212–157 µm) with a maximum spectral resolution beyond 106.

For photometry the observer could choose either of PACS or SPIRE, or a special "par-
allel mode" of operating both of these simultaneously, useful for covering large areas on the
sky by scanning. For spectroscopy one of the three instruments could be operated in any
one of a number of modes offered. It turned out that over the mission lifetime very similar
amounts of observing time were spent on photometry and spectroscopy.

Herschel was an observatory operated as a partnership between ESA, the three instru-
ment consortia and National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA). ESA was
responsible for all mission operations, conducted through the Mission Operations Cen-
tre (MOC) at European Space Operations Centre (ESOC) in Darmstadt, Germany. The MOC
was responsible for orbit maintenance, daily operations, uplink and downlink, including the
health and safety of the spacecraft and instruments, supported as necessary by the other
partners. For communication with the spacecraft either of ESA’s New Norcia (Perth, Aus-
tralia) or Cebreros (Avila, Spain) deep space antennas was used in a single scheduled 3-hour
window every day.

The Herschel Science Ground Segment (SGS) [14] was a partnership consisting of five
elements: the Herschel Science Centre (HSC) located at the European Space Astronomy
Centre (ESAC) near Madrid, Spain, an Instrument Control Centre (ICC) for each Her-
schel instrument provided by its consortium based at Netherlands Institute for Space Re-
search (SRON), Groningen, The Netherlands (HIFI), at Max Planck Institute for Extrater-
restrial Physics (MPE), Garching, Germany (PACS), and at Rutherford Appleton Labora-
tory (RAL), Didcot, UK (SPIRE), and the NASA Herschel Science Center (NHSC) located
at the Infrared Processing and Analysis Center (IPAC) in Pasadena, California, USA. The
HSC performed scientific mission planning and was the prime interface between Herschel
and the science community, supported by the partners. It provided information and user sup-
port related to the entire life-cycle of Herschel observations, including calls for observing
time, the proposing procedure, proposal tracking, and supported the Herschel Observing
Time Allocation Committee (HOTAC) and the Herschel Users’ Group (HUG) in execut-
ing their tasks. The HSC also performed systematic pipeline data processing and hosted
and populated the Herschel Science Archive (HSA) through which access to the Herschel
data was, and still is, offered to the worldwide astronomical community, and provided the
Herschel Interactive Processing Environment (HIPE) for interactive data processing [15].
The building of the necessary extensive software systems, in particular HIPE [16], together
comprising Herschel Common Science System (HCSS) was led by the HSC and depended
critically on contributions from all members of the SGS.

The mission lifetime was limited by the continuously diminishing supply of the super-
fluid liquid helium cryogen which eventually was exhausted, with the last scientific obser-
vation being carried out on 29 April 2013. After some post-operations technical tests and
eventually having been placed in its heliocentric "disposal orbit", the spacecraft was finally
switched-off on 17 June 2013. Herschel has successfully conducted ∼37,000 science obser-
vations recommended by the HOTAC in ∼23,400 hours of observing time, and additionally
∼6600 science calibration observations in another ∼2600 hours, all of which, in the form of
a variety of derived data products at different levels of processing, are available through the
HSA.
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3 Science Objectives and Results

Given the considerable time between the 1984 selection of Herschel - called Far Infra-Red
and Submillimetre space Telescope (FIRST) at the time - and implementation naturally its
science objectives were repeatedly subject to review and presented to the community for
feedback, in the course of multiple studies undertaken. Specifically, this was the case ahead
of the finalisation of its Science Management Plan (SMP) and the Announcement of Op-
portunity (AO) for its science payload, both issued in the autumn of 1997, consisting of a
special "hearing" with invited experts in September 1996 and the "Grenoble meeting" held
in April 1997 [17].

Since Herschel was to "open up" a new (then) poorly observed part of the spectral
regime, "the cool universe" (the blackbody peak corresponding to the spectral coverage is
in the range 5–55 K), the idea was that the mission needed both to survey and follow-up
on its own, while at the same time being lifetime constrained. Therefore the SMP required
that large observing programmes, called Key Programmes (KPs), should be selected and
conducted early upfront in the mission. Special efforts were made to inform and engage
the community early on, starting in earnest with the "Toledo conference" held in Decem-
ber 2000 [18], in order to provide the community with ample time to prepare scientifically
and organisationally to respond to the Key Programme (KP) AO. This was also the meeting
when Herschel got its name.

Main science objectives: The top-level scientific areas foreseen for Herschel included
wide-area galactic and extragalactic surveys, pertaining in particular to dust-enshrouded star
formation throughout cosmic time; detailed studies of the Interstellar Medium (ISM) in the
Galaxy and other, primarily nearby resolvable, galaxies; observational astrochemistry of gas
and dust in a variety of objects, as a tool for understanding physical and chemical processes
throughout stellar lifecycles; and investigation of a wide variety of Solar System objects and
their atmospheres. Herschel has delivered on all accounts, what follows is a – most likely
but unintentionally biased – selection displaying the wide scope of scientific results.

Extragalactic surveys: Two major photometric survey KPs were conducted, supple-
mented by a number of other programmes. The number of "sub-millimetre" galaxies cat-
alogued has been increased from some hundreds, or at most a couple of thousand, to in
excess of half a million [19], [20], corresponding typically to 600+ sources per square de-
gree on the sky. Herschel data suggest that although at all cosmic epochs the most vigorously
star forming galaxies seem to be interacting galaxies [21], [22], at least for redshifts up to
z∼2.5 (corresponding to a look back time of ∼11 Gyr) most of the star formation occurs in
secularly star-forming galaxies where the infrared luminosity increases with redshift [23];
sometimes referred to as the "galaxy main sequence", thus what a "normal" star-forming
galaxy is depends on cosmic epoch. The generally greater productivity at earlier epochs ap-
pears simply to be associated with the availability of cold molecular gas - the raw material
for making stars inferred from the thermal emission of dust that Herschel has observed -
which was more plentiful at earlier epochs [24], [25], [26]. As a population the galaxies de-
tected in Herschel deep surveys resolve the cosmic infrared extragalactic background (which
peaks at around 160 µm) into discrete sources [27], removing any need for more imaginative
contributions.

Early universe: Herschel has also detected some galaxies in the first billion years (red-
shifts of z≃6 or greater) after the Big Bang [28], and many more in the first couple of billion
years [29], [30], [31]. These detections require massively star forming galaxies, with rates of
thousands of solar masses per year (currently in the Galaxy the rate is about one solar mass
per year). With the reservation that (a poorly known fraction of) these could be spatially
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unresolved groups of a few galaxies, the current understanding of structure formation and
galaxy evolution in the very early universe is stretched.

Ultra Luminous InfraRed Galaxies (ULIRGs): Spectral studies of relatively "local"
ULIRGs, essentially all of which are mergers of galaxies, have shown that the vast majority,
if not all, of them display massive molecular outflows emanating away from them. These
winds with velocities up to in excess of 1000 km s−1 [32], [33] are so powerful that they
remove molecular material much faster than consumed by star formation. Unchecked they
could remove all material to form any new stars in just millions or tens of million years,
very short timescales on galaxy scales; an extreme form of "feedback" [34] indeed.

Supernova remnants: A chance Herschel discovery was the remnant of a recent super-
nova, SN1987A, an unexpected by-product of a photometric survey of the Large Magellanic
Cloud, a satellite galaxy of the Galaxy. The measured fluxes implied that enormous amounts
of dust had been created in the explosion [35]. If this amount of dust is formed by a typi-
cal supernova it would explain the amount of dust that Herschel has observed in the early
universe. However, there is great uncertainty about how much dust actually survives from
the "reverse shock" which is generated by the outgoing shock and travelling back towards
the site of the explosion. This is a very interesting result, but the potential implications are
not yet fully clear [36]. Another serendipitous supernova related detection was that of the
argon hydride ion 36ArH+ through its J=1-0 and 2-1 lines in the Crab Nebula [37]. The
36Ar isotope is expected from the explosive nucleosynthesis in a core collapse supernova
of a massive star, thus providing direct support for the Crab Nebula as a remnant of the
supernova observed by the Chinese in 1054.

Low mass star formation: Giant molecular clouds of interstellar matter near and far
have been surveyed in multiple bands. Studies of low mass star formation in the nearby
regions in the Gould Belt [38] show that these display intricate networks of filamentary
structures [39] with characteristic widths [40], [41]. Herschel found them in all regions,
some of which were forming stars [42], [43], [44], but not all [45]. A closer analysis [46]
suggests that turbulence creates the structures, but that they need to be massive enough
to become gravitationally unstable and fragment to form stars; Herschel data have enabled
numbers to be asigned on what "massive enough" appears to be [47], [48] and have generated
speculations about a new paradigm of (low mass) star formation [49].

High mass star formation: A complementary survey covered essentially all regions
forming massive, OB, stars at distances less than 3 kpc from the sun, creating spectacular
images [50], [51]. A 1.2 THz wide HIFI spectral survey in Orion, the closest massive star
formation region, was conducted as part of a larger programme [52] and revealed a total of
∼13,000 lines from 79 isotopologues of 39 different molecules, with excellent agreement
between observations and modelling [53] achieved. The chemical modelling [54] will rep-
resent a legacy for comparison with other chemical models and sources.

Galactic plane surveys: In addition to specific galactic regions a photometric mapping
of the entire 360◦ of the galactic plane with a latitude coverage of ±1◦ has been conducted
in about 1000 hours of observing time [55], [56]; this is the largest chunk of Herschel ob-
serving time allocated to a single purpose. The survey takes the view of the Galaxy as a
star formation engine [57], attempts are made to understand star formation globally in the
Galaxy, cataloguing several hundred thousand compact sources [58], [59], [60]. Using this
survey data the overall structure of the Galaxy [61] and the large-scale properties of its inter-
stellar medium have also been studied [62]. Spectrally a major survey of the 158 µm ionised
carbon, C+, line along over 500 lines of sight through the galactic plane has been conducted
[63]. It has shown that there is significantly more galactic molecular hydrogen gas than
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currently inferred from carbon monoxide observations, the so-called "CO-dark" component
[64], [65]. The C+ line is also potentially a powerful star formation tracer [66].

Infrared excess stars: Herschel was not particularly suited to observe "normal" – main
sequence – stars, like the sun, and was not normally used to, but an exception is the study of
"infrared excess" which originates from dust surrounding a star (the "Vega phenomenon").
Two KPs were conducted, [67], [68], together observing hundreds of nearby stars, finding
and characterising infrared excess ("exo-Kuiper belts") to new levels of precision and res-
olution [69], [70], [71], resulting in incidence levels for nearby FGK stars of ≃ 21% [72],
[73]. The nearby Fomalhaut displays a spectacular disc [74] and in the young β Pic the 69
µm band of crystalline olivine has been detected, exhibiting strikingly similar solid state
properties to those of the dust emitted from the most primitive comets in the solar system
[75].

Late type stars: Stars in the process of formation accrete material while late-type ("dy-
ing") stars shed material, interacting with their surroundings in both cases. The morphology
of the inner envelope and bow shock around the red supergiant Betelgeuse (α Ori) was
imaged in all six Herschel bands [76], displaying complicated multi-arch features in the
bow shock region. A spectral survey was conducted on IRC+10216 (CW Leo). It showed a
plethora of lines, many not previously observed, from many different molecules [77]. Un-
expectedly – since for a "carbon-rich" star the oxygen was expected to be locked up mainly
in CO and SiO – no less than 39 ortho-H2O and 22 para-H2O lines, including low- and
high-excitation lines from different parts of the envelope, were observed. Herschel has en-
abled important diagnostics of physical conditions and dynamics, for instance enabling to
trace the mass loss of history of evolved stars, furthering the understanding of late stages of
stellar evolution and the chemical enrichment of the interstellar medium [78].

Water "trail": Water is of particular interest, as a diagnostic line, but also as a coolant,
and in its own right for its connection to life as we know it. Consisting of the two most
common reactive elements (hydrogen and oxygen) in the universe, it forms on the surfaces
of grains in molecular clouds, the birth places of stars. Thanks to its sensitivity, high spectral
resolution, and capability to observe the water ground level transitions Herschel has man-
aged to study the "water trail" from formation to planets [79]. Herschel has detected water
for the first time in a pre-stellar core in L1544 [80], displaying an inverse P-Cyg profile
characteristic of contraction. In star-forming regions water is a key tracer of dynamics and
chemistry, with complicated line profiles indicative of both out- and inflows and shocks,
but are typically dominated by broad features indicating bulk outflows [81]. Herschel has
provided the first observations of cold water vapour emission in the disc around the young
star TW Hya [82], the vapour is in equilibrium with solid ice. The line was weaker than
expected, but has enabled modelling of total water (vapour plus ice, where almost all the
mass is in the ice) content. Later, the hydrogen deuteride (HD) fundamental (J=1-0) line
was detected [83], enabling a more direct modelling of the total disc mass, which is enough
to form a planetary system like that of the solar system; despite having a relatively advanced,
albeit still uncertain, age.

Water in the Solar System: Water is an important constituent in comets, but has also
been detected by the Infrared Space Observatory (ISO) in 1997 in the stratospheres of all the
four giant planets; a surprise discovery at the time the origin has been debated ever since.
Herschel observations link the water observed in Jupiter’s upper atmosphere to most likely
originating from the 1994 impact of comet Shoemaker-Levy 9 [84], thus demonstrating
water can be delivered by cometary impacts, and in Saturn’s atmosphere originating from
geysers on its moon Enceladus [85], [86]. Furthermore, Herschel has made the first direct
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detection of water vapour around the dwarf planet Ceres [87] in the main asteroid belt, and
thus inside the "snowline".

Origin of water on Earth: Comets were important Herschel targets. Early on water
in the comet C/2008 Q3 Garradd [88] was detected. For comets a particular interest was
to measure the D/H-ratio of their water in order to compare with that of the oceans of the
Earth, since the origin of the water on Earth is an open question subject to dispute. Before
Herschel only Ivuna-type carbonaceous (CI) chondrites had measured D/H ratios similar
to that of Earth’s water. However, Herschel measured the same ratio for the Jupiter family
comet 103P/Hartley 2 ([89]), which "made a splash" at the time. Then a higher ratio for the
Oort cloud comet Garradd (in line with expectations for Oort cloud comets) was obtained
[90], and yet later an upper limit, consistent with the Earth/Hartley 2 value, for the Jupiter
family comet 45P/HMP [91]. However, in 2016 Rosetta measured a very much higher ratio -
higher even than for the Oort cloud comets - for its target, the Jupiter family comet 67P/CG
[92]. Not only is the issue of the provenance of Earth’s water not resolved, but that of the
D/H-ratio of comets has become more complicated than the pre-Herschel assumed simple
picture.

Trans-Neptunian Object (TNO)s: Herschel has also observed more than 130 of the
approximately 1500 known TNOs, the largest being Pluto and Eris, with >90% detected
for which photometric flux values have been obtained. These observations have transformed
these cold "objects" outside the orbit of Neptune, to amazingly diverse "worlds" [93], [94],
[95], [96]. A few of the larger ones appear to have high albedos, indicative of "fresh" sur-
faces; could these be geologically active and able to resurface themselves, rather than being
dead remnants of the formation of the solar system 4.5 billion years ago? The observations
of Pluto made by NASA’s New Horizons in 2015 may indicate this is true, at least for this
particular TNO.

ESA "web releases": Most if not all of the above examples, and in fact many more,
have been the subject of various ESA "web releases"; for a listing of all of these with links to
stories and sources as appropriate in each case consult: https://www.cosmos.esa.int/
web/herschel/press-releases and https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/herschel/
latest-news.

4 Science Productivity

The wide scope of Herschel’s science objectives and its spectral coverage made for a large
user community, embracing the ISO and Spitzer communities (the NASA mission Spitzer
ran out of cryogen the day after Herschel was launched, a remarkable coincidence!) as well
as radio astronomers including the Submillimeter Wave Astronomy Satellite (SWAS) and
Odin communities. This community made use of the data, produced science and published
papers. Herschel also naturally has provided complementary views, to in particular radio,
near infrared/optical and X-ray observations, some of them sometimes considered contro-
versial from the perspectives of these other communities. Herschel has also complemented
the Planck all-sky survey of the cosmic microwave background by providing higher angular
resolution and spectral capabilities to "zoom in" on particular sources, doing astronomy and
potentially aiding in the crucial removal the Planck "foregrounds".

Given the limited lifetime of the mission special efforts were made early during the
in-flight mission to keep the community informed and updated of the actual demonstrated
observatory capabilities, in particular in preparation for the first in-flight AO, the AO1 (see
below) that took place just within a year after the launch. Small numbers of observations

https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/herschel/press-releases
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/herschel/press-releases
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/herschel/latest-news
https://www.cosmos.esa.int/web/herschel/latest-news
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from almost all KPs were selected for early observing and release in what was called the
Science Demonstration Phase (SDP). A number of meetings were organised, culminating in
early May 2010 with the "Herschel First Results Symposium", immediately followed by pre-
prints of accepted papers which were placed on the arXiv open-access archive. These were
then published in two Special Issues of Astronomy & Astrophysics dedicated to Herschel,
and the scientific data were made publicly available to the entire community through the
HSA.

This effort generated 152 papers for the A&A Special Issues in 2010 alone, a good start
that was further improved upon in the coming time and years. In fact, in the 10 calendar
years following the launch year, Herschel has the highest number of publications of any
of the ESA-led observatories to date, cf. Fig. 1. This is the more noteworthy given that by
less than 4 years after launch Herschel was no longer observing (as was true for ISO about
2.5 years after its launch) while both XMM-Newton and INTEGRAL are still active space
observatories more than 20 years after their respective launches. Interestingly - but outside
the time range of the figure - the launch of Herschel appears to have stimulated the use of
ISO data as the rate of ISO papers published increased at the time.

Fig. 1 Cumulative numbers of refereed papers for the four ESA-led space observatories ISO, XMM-Newton,
INTEGRAL, and Herschel in the ten calendar years following their respective launch years (year 0 in the
figure). ISO terminated observing in year 3 and Herschel in year 4 (in both cases due to the exhaustion of
cryogen), while XMM-Newton and INTEGRAL are still observing more than 20 years after launch.

Up to the end of 2021, there have been almost 3300 refereed Herschel publications that
make direct use of data from the mission including from its primary catalogues, or make
quantitative predictions of results from the mission or describe Herschel, its instruments,
operations, software or calibrations. In addition to a healthy publication record Herschel has
also consistently scored well with respect to various other related parameters with a high
number of citations, a considerable number papers with more than 100 citations and a high
h-index (see [97]). Herschel also has been scoring well in the ESA defined Key Performance
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Indicator (KPI)s regularly reported to the Science Programme Committee (SPC), and has
generated a large number of Doctor of Philosophy Degree (PhD) theses over the years,
mainly related to its science but also with a fraction related to its technical development.

Given in particular the KPs some Herschel programmes, or combinations of programmes,
produced large data sets that were considered to potentially be of great legacy value. This
generated a desire to produce suitable legacy datasets to made publicly available for the en-
tire community, enhancing the value of the Herschel data and enable additional science to be
performed. This would sometimes involve additional datasets and custom data processing
and tools, requiring resources not available within the Herschel consortia on their own.

The European Union 7th Framework Programme (FP7) offered a potential solution by
making funds available through competitive applications. Herschel teams were extremely
successful, the two proposals HELP - "Herschel Extragalactic Legacy Project" [98] and
VIALACTEA - "The Milky Way as a Star Formation Engine" [99] each obtained the full
score and were each awarded with 2.5 M€. In addition, DustPedia - "A Definitive Study of
Cosmic Dust in the Local Universe" [100] was awarded another 2 M€ from FP7, and later
SBNAF - "Small Bodies Near and Far" [101] was awarded 1.5 M€ from the follow-up EU
Horizon 2020 programme. It is, however, unclear just exactly to what extent these projects
have been fully successful in achieving their very ambitious goals.

5 Observing Time

Herschel was designed to provide just under 20,000 hours for allocation to conduct scien-
tific observations, out of which 32% was Guaranteed Time (GT), mainly for the instrument
consortia reflecting the requirements put on them to contribute to the science operations
throughout the mission lifetime. The remainder was Open Time (OT) which was open to the
worldwide general astronomical community through a standard competitive AO observing
proposal submission process.

The KPs were to be selected through a dedicated initial AO before the launch, by ne-
cessity since these would be the first observing programmes to be conducted. This AO thus
would have to cope with the additional difficulty of an imprecise knowledge of the scien-
tific capabilities of the observatory. To scientifically "validate" the selected KPs given the
actual performance before commencing full-scale observing was one of the reasons for the
introduction of the SDP. Additional AOs would follow later in-flight.

The first Herschel AO, the dedicated "KP only AO", for proposals requiring substantial
amounts (>100 hours) of observing time, was released in February 2007. Like all Herschel
AOs it consisted of two parts; first a phase for Key Programme Guaranteed Time (KPGT),
followed by a phase for Key Programme Open Time (KPOT) after the accepted GT pro-
grammes and associated observations had been identified and communicated. KPOT pro-
posals could only be submitted after the conclusion of the KPGT phase. The entire KP AO
process was completed in February 2008, with the publication of the successful KPOT pro-
grammes and observations. By coincidence it resulted in 21 KPGT and 21 KPOT proposals
being awarded observing time. The first in-flight announcement (AO1) took place in 2010
with the initial guaranteed and subsequent open time phases being labelled GT1 and OT1.
In 2011, the second, and final, announcement (AO2) was released with GT2 and OT2 phases
as before; see Table 1 for an overview.

For the in-flight AO OT phases the concept of priority 1 and priority 2 observing time
was introduced. The background was that it had become clear that at all times it was neces-
sary to have a pool of (at least) 6 months of observations in order to enable efficient schedul-
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Table 1 Herschel AO overview showing dates, number of proposals, and awarded observing time. For com-
pleteness here both GT and OT are shown. The meaning of priorities p1 and p2 are described in the text. For
the KP and GT AOs the concept of priorities was not applicable, the awarded time is equivalent to p1.

AO Date of Number of proposals Time (hour)

Phase Issue Deadline Sub- Accepted Awarded
mitted Total p1 p2 Total p1 p2

KPGT Feb 2007 Apr 2007 21 21 21 ... 5879 5879 ...
KPOT Feb 2007 Oct 2007 62 21 21 ... 5379 5379 ...
GT1 Feb 2010 Mar 2010 33 33 33 ... 555 555 ...
OT1 May 2010 Jul 2010 577 241 176 65 6577 4987 1590
GT2 Apr 2011 May 2011 32 32 32 ... 362 362 ...
OT2 Jun 2011 Sep 2011 531 373 181 192 7795 3420 4170

ing. Ultimately this would mean that when Herschel ran out of helium there would be 6
months of accepted observations that would not be performed. A connected and important
problem here, in particular regarding OT2, was a large uncertainty in the predicted lifetime.
To cut a complicated story short, in the end approximately half of the priority 2 observations
were actually executed. These were selected based primarily on grading (essentially all of
the top third graded priority 2 proposals were observed, about half of the middle tier, and
only a small fraction of the lower tier) but necessarily also on various additional constraints,
in particular with respect to sky visibility which changed throughout the year.

In addition, for completeness, but for the purpose of this study negligible amounts of
observing time were awarded as Director’s Discretionary Time (DDT), "Must-Do", and
"Filler" programmes.

5.1 Herschel Observing Time Allocation Committee (HOTAC)

The HOTAC was an external committee that evaluated proposals and made recommenda-
tions on the allocation of observing time to ESA Director of Science (D-SCI). Since the
operational lifetime of Herschel crucially depended on its cryogen supply it had a limited,
and for a major observatory relatively short, lifetime. The HOTAC was formed with the hope
that it could serve for the entire mission with a minimum of changes. It was decided that
the GT proposals should also be reviewed by the HOTAC, for two reasons – all proposals
should represent science worthy of the limited availability of precious Herschel observing
time, and by reviewing the GT proposals the HOTAC would obtain a good overview of, and
familiarity with, the already allocated observing time in the various science areas, which
was deemed useful when reviewing the OT proposals.

For operational reasons, and given the two (GT and OT) phases of each cycle, it was
concluded that only one AO cycle per year could be supported, both from the HOTAC as
well as from the conducting the AO, importantly including providing the necessary support
to the HOTAC, activities. For the OT phases the task of the HOTAC was to grade the sub-
mitted proposals taking into account the scientific case, justification, merit and relevance
of the proposed observation(s), and the potential contribution of the overall scientific return
of the mission. The HOTAC then made recommendations on the allocation of observing
time, which could include modifications to what the proposer requested. The final decision
concerning observing time allocation was performed by the D-SCI.

The HOTAC consisted of an overall chair and initially two parallel panels covering
each of four science areas Interstellar Medium, Star Formation and Solar System Objects
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Table 2 A summary of the HOTAC membership. The HOTAC Chair is included in both the Full HOTAC
and the HOTAC Level. The HOTAC Level members are included in the Full HOTAC. Although numbers
appear persistent, actual compositions were not, with the exception of the Chair who was the same individual
throughout (see text). %f is the female percentage.

AO Year No. of Full HOTAC HOTAC Level HOTAC Chair

Issued Proposals Male Female %f Male Female %f Male Female

KPOT 2007 62 - - - 9 4 31 0 1
OT1 2010 577 29 13 31 9 4 31 0 1
OT2 2011 531 29 13 31 9 4 31 0 1

(ISM/SF/SS), Stars and Stellar Evolution (S/SE), galaxies and active galactic nuclei (G/AGN)
and Cosmology. Each panel worked independently, and then a meeting at what became to
be referred to as the "HOTAC Level", consisting of the overall chair and the panel chairs
and vice-chairs, would derive the final overall HOTAC recommendation. The HOTAC chair
would then communicate this to the D-SCI. Since in the KP AO only a small number of pro-
posals were expected, but collectively they would encompass a large amount of observing
time, it was decided that for this AO all the work with all the proposals would be carried out
at the HOTAC level, consisting of 13 people, thus panel members were not recruited at this
point.

For the AO1 and AO2 cycles, based on the KP AO proposal response in the vari-
ous science areas, the HOTAC structure was enlarged with a third ISM/SF/SS panel. The
ISM/SF/SS and G/AGN panels each had five members, and each of these two science areas
supplied four people to the HOTAC Level, while S/SE and Cosmology panels each had four
members, and each of these science areas supplied two people to the HOTAC Level; these
numbers approximately mirroring the proposal pressure. Thus, the Full HOTAC consisted
of 42 people, the HOTAC Level of 13 people, in both cases including the overall Chair, see
Table 2. Although the objective was to keep as many people as possible from each AO cy-
cle to the next, each time approximately 15% of the members were replaced, however, the
HOTAC Chair remained, and magically so did the gender distribution.

6 Herschel Users’ Group (HUG)

The HUG had in common with the HOTAC that it was an independent advisory group that
was self-managed and was not a part of the Herschel SGS (which had its own internal
advisory groups). It was set up on the initiative of the Herschel Science Team (it was actually
not required by, or even mentioned in, the SMP) in the year of the launch, to provide a forum
for (potential) general users of Herschel to provide input to the operations of the observatory
as an astronomical facility on various matters affecting its scientific productivity and user
friendliness.

The HUG conducted a preparatory teleconference in addition to a total of ten meetings in
the period 2010–2016. It interacted directly with the Herschel user community, e.g., through
polls and their own networks, it was supported by the Project Scientist (PS) and the SGS. It
reported to the PS who posted all the presentations made in the meetings and the minutes
with the HUG advice on a dedicated HUG web-page publicly available for everyone, and
brought the HUG recommendations to the attention of the Herschel Science Team and the
SGS.
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Table 3 A summary of the aggregate HUG membership, its composition varied over time (see text). The
HUG Chair is included in the Full HUG, six out of the ten meetings held had a female chair. %f is the female
percentage.

Full HUG HUG Members HUG Chairs

Male Female %f Male Female %f Male Female %f

10 7 41 9 6 40 1 1 50

Thus the HUG was "by and for" the user community. The original membership was
eight people drawn from the already existing KPOT user community, later extended by
four additional members drawn from the OT1 community. HUG members served for two
years, and thus the membership was updated on a regular basis throughout, also including
members drawn from the OT2 community. NASA had already somewhat earlier put in place
their own NHSC Users’ Panel (NUP), and the two committees not only collaborated by also
had overlapping membership, the NUP chair was a member of the HUG. A summary of the
HUG membership can be found in Table 3.

7 Proposers

The OT phases of all three Herschel AOs were open to the worldwide community in a similar
manner to AOs from other ESA missions. There were no rules applicable to nationalities,
and there were also no quotas or other kinds of limitations or guidelines in place with respect
to the allocation of the available observing time. When submitting a proposal in response
to an AO a single Principal Investigator (PI) had to be named in addition to all the other
co-investigators, all with affiliations. From the perspective of ESA the proposal PI was the
contact point for the proposal for all kinds of communication, e.g., the allocation of time and
information provision. The information provided by the PIs allows an examination of the
nationality distribution of the proposers’ institutes. Table 4 shows the number of proposals
submitted and accepted covering all 1170 proposals. Accepted proposals are ones which
were awarded any observing time at either priority, i.e. both p1 and p2 (cf. Sect. 5 Observing
Time).

It is immediately noticeable that just over 40% of all submitted proposals were from PIs
located in institutes in the USA. This is slightly more than the sum of the five ESA Member
States with the largest numbers of proposals submitted; the same is true when it comes to
numbers of accepted proposals. This illustrates one effect of having a fully open proposal
procedures, another effect is the science return in terms of refereed publications ( Sect. ??).

8 Proposal Selection

We examined the outcomes in terms of success based on gender for the OT announcements
(KPOT, OT1 and OT2) which, as discussed in Sect. (7 were fully open to the worldwide
community, without restrictions of any kind. Of the 1170 proposals submitted in response
to these AOs, 644 (55.0%) of the them were awarded any observing time, i.e. p1 or p2 time,
and not necessarily all the time requested.

In order to investigate success rates of proposals for male and female PIs it was nec-
essary to assign genders to the proposers since proposers were not asked to specify their
gender (nor age, nor type of position held etc.). As with XMM-Newton and INTEGRAL,
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Table 4 The countries where the Herschel PIs were located. The KPOT, OT1 and OT2 calls resulted in a
total of 1170 submitted proposals with 644 (55.0%) being accepted (allocated any observing time). The PIs
were located at institutes in the following countries.

Country No. Proposals Percentage No. Percentage

Submitted of Total Accepted Accepted

BELGIUM 13 1.1 7 53.8
DENMARK 5 0.4 1 20.0
FINLAND 3 0.3 2 66.7
FRANCE 90 7.7 58 64.4
GERMANY 101 8.6 49 48.5
GREECE 3 0.3 1 33.3
HUNGARY 15 1.3 7 46.7
IRELAND 1 0.1 1 100
ITALY 60 5.1 29 48.3
NETHERLANDS 69 5.9 41 59.4
POLAND 3 0.3 2 66.7
PORTUGAL 2 0.2 2 100
SPAIN 75 6.4 35 46.7
SWEDEN 15 1.3 8 53.3
SWITZERLAND 10 0.9 5 50.0
UNITED KINGDOM 132 11.3 75 56.8
ARMENIA 2 0.2 1 50.0
AUSTRALIA 11 0.9 7 63.6
CANADA 31 2.6 18 58.1
CHILE 1 0.1 1 100
CHINA 2 0.2 2 100
INDIA 5 0.4 2 40.0
ISRAEL 4 0.3 4 100
JAPAN 29 2.5 12 41.4
RUSSIAN FEDERATION 2 0.2 0 0.0
SLOVAKIA 1 0.1 0 0.0
SOUTH AFRICA 2 0.2 1 50.0
SOUTH KOREA 4 0.3 1 25.0
TAIWAN 1 0.1 1 100
UNITED STATES 478 40.9 271 56.7

gender information for each proposer was assigned by the project scientist and Science
Operations Centre (SOC) staff using their knowledge of the community and through exam-
ining publicly-accessible web-based data in a similar way as for the Hubble Space Tele-
scope (HST) study by I.N. Reid [102]. We appreciate that gender identity is more complex
than a binary issue, however, no attempt can be made to assign genders other than male
or female as this information is not readily available. It is possible that this process un-
derestimates the number of female proposers, particularly those with non-Western names.
However, this is likely be insignificant given the small fraction of non-Western proposers.

We first examined the number of proposals that were awarded any observing time. As
listed in Table 5 828 proposals with male PIs and 342 proposals with female PIs were sub-
mitted from which 461 and 183 proposals were awarded any observing time. This gives
success rates of 55.7% and 53.5% for proposals led by male and female PIs, respectively.
This is a difference in favour of male PIs of 4.1%.

Proposal submissions and proposal acceptance are unlikely to be independent or ran-
dom processes and for Poisson statistics to apply events need to be independent of each
other. However, to illustrate the uncertainties that would apply if such statistics are applica-
ble, we used square root uncertainties to update the success rates to be (55.7 ± 3.2)% and
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Table 5 Herschel OT proposals submitted with breakdown of proposals with male and female PIs and the
number and percentages of proposals accepted as well as time and percentages awarded. KPOT proposals
were not given priorities and all accepted proposals were counted as being priority p1.

Priority Parameter Proposal PI

All Male Female

Proposals Submitted 1170 828 342

p1, p2 Number Accepted 644 461 183
Percentage Accepted 55.0 55.7 53.5
Ratio Male/Female 1.041

p1 Number Accepted 386 281 105
Percentage Accepted 33.0 33.9 30.7
Ratio Male/Female 1.105

Time Requested (hour) 51,422 39,996 11,446

p1, p2 Time Accepted (hour) 19,751 15,336 4415
Time Accepted (%) 38.4 38.3 38.6
Ratio Male/Female 0.994

p1 Time Accepted (hour) 13,934 11,464 2469
Time Accepted (%) 27.1 28.7 21.6
Ratio Male/Female 1.328

Overall Male/Female Difference −1–33%

Table 6 The requested and allocated observing time for male and female Herschel proposers. The last two
columns provide the percentage of the allocated as a fraction of the requested observing time for the genders.

AO Time (hours) Time (Percentage)

Requested Allocated (p1, p2) Allocated (p1) Allocated (p1, p2) Allocated (p1)
Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female

KPOT 15,729 2255 5001 378 5001 378 31.8 16.8 31.8 16.8
OT1 15,149 5823 4776 1801 3739 1238 31.5 30.9 24.7 21.3
OT2 9118 3368 5559 2236 2725 853 61.0 66.4 29.9 25.3
Total 39,996 11,446 15,336 4415 11,464 2469 38.4 38.7 28.7 21.6

(53.5 ± 4.9)% for male and female PI proposals, respectively. This is a difference in favour
of males of (4.1 ± 11.3)%. We emphasise that these uncertainties are only given to illustrate
the outcomes if Poisson statistics were to apply to the selection process. We note that actual
uncertainties on the proposal numbers for each AO are zero. We further note that there are
systematic uncertainties associated with this process due to misappropriated genders and
incorrect PhD "academic ages", but these are likely to be too small to significantly affect our
results.

We examined the number of AO1 and AO2 proposals that were awarded p1 observing
time (KPOT proposals are counted as p1). As also listed in Table 5 of the 828 proposals with
male PIs and 342 proposals with female PIs that were submitted, 281 and 105 proposals were
awarded p1 observing time. This gives success rates of 33.9% and 30.7% for proposals led
by male and female PIs, respectively. This is a difference in favour of male PIs of 10.5%.

We next examined the acceptance rates for the two genders using the awarded amounts
of observing time. Many accepted Herschel proposals were allocated less observing time
than requested. If the allocation of observing time was handled differently for male and fe-
male PIs, this will show as a difference in the relative amounts of time approved, compared to
the number of proposals accepted. The results for each AO are summarised in Table 6. This
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shows the total times requested by proposals with male and female PIs were 39,996 hour
and 11,446 hour, respectively. A total of 15,336 hour and 4415 hour of p1+p2 observing
time were awarded to proposals with male and female PIs, respectively. This gives average
success rates of 38.3% for male PIs and 38.6% for female PIs. This is almost equal with a
small (<1%) difference in favour of female PIs. However, when only p1 time is considered a
total of 11,464 hour and 2469 hour observing time were awarded to proposals with male and
female PIs, respectively. This gives average success rates of 28.7% for male PIs and 21.6%
for female PIs, which amounts to a difference of 32.8% in favour of male PIs. Initially we
were intrigued by this situation, given all observing time there is negligible difference, but
for p1 time only the situation is different. We investigated possible explanations for this.
An inspection of Table 6 indicates that the KPOT numbers stand out. In order to investigate
further Table 7 was constructed, separating the KPOT results from the total (All) numbers,
and comparing them directly with OT1+OT2 only (i.e. All-KPOT).

Inspection of Table 7 reveals that for OT1+OT2 male PIs have an advantage in number
of accepted proposals of (5.4 ± 1.6)%, but were awarded 3% less p1+p2 observing time. As
above, we used square root uncertainties to illustrate the uncertainties that would apply if
such statistics are applicable. When OT1+OT2 proposals that were allocated p1 observing
time are considered, male PIs have an advantage in numbers of (15.5 ± 15.2)%) and in allo-
cated time of 17.6%. However, for the KPOT on its own the differences are more significant,
here male PIs have an possible advantage over female PIs of (40.7 ± 117.4)% in numbers,
and 89.6% in time. Initially this was a surprise, and the reason was not obvious.

However, KPOT is "special" as it comprised of a small number of proposals, but with
very substantial amounts of both requested and allocated observing time. We speculated
that there could be "small number statistics" issues at play. To test this hypothesis we looked
at what difference just one proposal being accepted or rejected could make. As shown in
Table 7 the KPOT outcome was 19 accepted proposals with male PIs and 2 with female
PIs, out of 54 and 8 submitted proposals, respectively. Now, imagine the situation where
the outcome would have been 18 and 3 instead. This would have resulted in (33.3 ± 9.1)%
accepted proposals with male PIs, and (37.5 ± 25.4)% with female PIs, a female advantage
of 11.1% (rather than a male advantage of 40.7%). Regarding allocated time, the average
amount of time allocated to male PIs was 263 hour per successful proposal and to female
PIs less at 189 hour. Imagine that the hypothetical third successful female PI proposal would
have been allocated 263 hour. This would have resulted in 4738 hour awarded to male PIs,
or 30.1%, and 641 hour for female PIs, or 28.4%, a male advantage of 6.0% (rather than
89.6%), and in fact, smaller than the male advantage for OT1+OT2 p1 time (17.6%). This
discussion shows that "small number statistics" are likely to be important in understanding
the origin of the KPOT "outlier"; certainly the results are consistent with this hypothesis. At
the same time, we are aware that this does not prove that this hypothesis necessarily is the
correct explanation.

The above discussion still leaves the male advantages for the OT1 and OT2 AOs. Since
the female proposer population is expected to be less senior than the male one and thus on
average less experienced, we have investigated the experience of the populations of male
and female proposer PIs. In order to determine the "academic age" of proposers we used the
difference between the year that their PhD was awarded and the year that an AO to which
they submitted a proposal was issued. Thus a proposer who submits multiple proposals to
the same AO will be counted multiple times in the same "academic year", whilst one who
submits multiple proposals to different AOs will be counted in different "academic years".

The year a proposer obtained their PhD (or equivalent) was determined for 96.4% of the
proposals by searching the internet, particularly sites such as the Astrophysics Data Service



16 Pilbratt et al.

Table 7 Similar to Table 5 but providing the same information for KPOT and OT1+OT2 proposals separately
in order to display the large influence of the small in number but large in time KPOT proposals. See discussion
in the text.

Priority Parameter Proposal PI

OT1+OT2 Male Female KPOT Male Female

Proposals Submitted 1108 774 334 62 54 8

p1+p2 Number Accepted 623 442 181 . . . . . . . . .
Percentage Accepted 56.2 57.1 54.2 . . . . . . . . .
Ratio Male/Female 1.054 . . .

p1 Number Accepted 386 281 105 21 19 2
Percentage Accepted 34.8 36.3 31.4 33.9 35.2 25.0
Ratio Male/Female 1.155 1.407

Time Requested (hour) 33,458 24,267 9191 17,984 15,729 2255

p1+p2 Time Accepted (hour) 14,372 10,335 4037 . . . . . . . . .
Time Accepted (%) 43.0 42.6 43.9 . . . . . . . . .
Ratio Male/Female 0.970 . . .

p1 Time Accepted (hour) 8555 6464 2091 5379 5001 378
Time Accepted (%) 25.7 26.8 22.8 29.9 31.8 16.8
Ratio Male/Female 1.176 1.896

Overall Male/Female Difference −3–18% 41–90%

(ADS), LinkedIn, the Astronomy Genealogy Project (astrogen.aas.org), ORCID.org,
IEEE Xplore (https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/Xplore/home.jsp), and, for French the-
ses https://www.theses.fr. Some proposers were contacted and provided their PhD
dates by email. The proposers for which the PhD could not be found are often retired, de-
ceased, or have left astronomy for some other reason. For PhD students who had not yet
completed their degrees, the expected year of submission was used. For the small number
of proposers who did not have a PhD and were not enrolled in a PhD programme, their
dates were assumed to be arbitrarily far in the future. For some senior scientists in Italian
institutes who do not have a PhD, a date three years after they obtained their Laurea was
used. It should be noted that using the year of PhD to indicate the seniority does not take
into account possible time spent outside of astronomy such as a career elsewhere.

Figure 2 shows the numbers of male and female Herschel PIs who obtained their PhDs
or equivalent in one year bins between 10 years before the PhD date to 50 years after. Male
PIs have a mean "academic age" of 13.5 years post-PhD compared to that of the female PIs
of 8.9 years. The mean "academic age" of all PIs is 12.2 years. A two-sample Anderson-
Darling Test (e.g., [103]) shows that the hypothesis that both samples come from the same
underlying population can be rejected at >99% confidence.

We investigated the acceptance rates of proposals against PhD year. This is shown plot-
ted for years −4 to 35 years after PhD in five year bins in Fig. 3. To the eye it may look like
a slow increase in acceptance rates for above 10 years of academic age, however, the error
bars are large and a least squares fit to the un-binned data gives an intercept of (52.5±4.3) %
and a gradient of (0.03±0.29)% year−1 assuming that the uncertainties are the square root of
the number of people in each bin. The value of R2 is 0.42. The uncertainties are large and the
gradient is consistent with no change in proposal acceptance rate with "academic age". This
is in contrast to the results from INTEGRAL and XMM-Newton which both show stronger
evidence for increasing proposal success rates with "academic age".

astrogen.aas.org
ORCID.org
https://ieeexplore.ieee.org/Xplore/home.jsp
https://www.theses.fr
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Fig. 2 The "academic age" (years since PhD) for male and female Herschel PIs. Male PIs have a mean
"academic age" of 13.5 years compared to 8.9 years for female PIs.

9 Comparison with the Infrared Space Observatory (ISO)

The study of Herschel AOs and their outcomes is basically a snapshot from around the year
2010. This is in contrast to the ∼20 year spans of AOs for XMM-Newton and INTEGRAL.
However, as alluded to in Sect. 4, the Herschel community has a connection with earlier
missions, notably the ESA ISO mission [104].

ISO predates the Horizon 2000 programme [2]. It was selected in 1983 based on a pro-
posal from 1979, and launched on 17 November 1995. ISO was the world’s first true orbit-
ing infrared space observatory, providing astronomers with unprecedented sensitivity and
observation capabilities for a detailed exploration of the universe at infrared wavelengths.
Equipped with four state-of-the-art instruments, the ISO Infrared Camera (ISOCAM), the
ISO Photo-polarimeter (ISOPHOT), the Short Wave Spectrometer (SWS) and the Long
Wave Spectrometer (LWS) housed in a superfluid helium cryostat (the forerunner of the
Herschel cryogenic system) it probed the sky in a range of photometric, polarimetric and
spectroscopic modes in the spectral range 2.5–240 µm. The routine operational phase lasted
until April 1998 during which time ISO made some 30,000 observations.

For ISO we do not have the same amount of data pertaining in particular to the statistics
for proposals and observing time; at the time this was handled in a much more "manual"
fashion compared to later missions. There were two AOs for observing proposals, featuring
GT and OT as for other observatories, a pre-launch call in 1994, and a supplemental call in
1996. We could only find information on the total number of accepted proposals in the two
calls which can be found in Table 8. Unfortunately, information on the number of submitted
proposals could not be found.
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Fig. 3 The acceptance fraction of all Herschel PIs with year of their PhD. The indicative error bars indicate
1σ standard deviations assuming that the number of proposers in each age bin follows a Poisson distribution.

Table 8 The number of accepted proposals for the ISO GT and OT calls and the corresponding numbers
with female PIs. Information on the number of submitted proposals is unfortunately missing. %(f)PI is the
percentage of accepted proposals with a female PI.

ISO GT ISO OT ISO total

No.props No.(f)PI %(f)PI No.props No. (f)PI %(f)PI No. props No. (f)PI %(f)PI

168 21 12.5 911 141 15.5 1079 162 15.0

The fraction of all accepted ISO proposals with a female PI is 15.0%. For the OT only
it is 15.5% which can be compared with the same figure for Herschel (from Table 5) with
a total of 644 OT proposals accepted out of which 183 had a female PI, or 28.4%. For the
Herschel p1 proposals (only) the numbers are a total of 386 OT proposals accepted out of
which 105 had a female PI, or 27.2%. This means that the fraction of successful female PIs
increased by a factor of 1.83 (all) or 1.75 (p1 only) between around 1995 for ISO and about
15 years later for Herschel. This may reflect an increase in the fraction of female (infrared)
astronomers in the community by about 80% in the time of Herschel compared to the time
of ISO.

To test this hypothesis the fraction of female astronomers in the community over time are
needed. We have had limited success finding this data and we extracted results between mid
2011 to late 2023 from the International Astronomical Union (IAU)’s membership statis-
tics (Digital Public Data) (see Sect. ??). In mid-2011 the fraction of female IAU members
was 17.5%. This is below the fraction of successful Herschel proposals with female PIs of
∼28% in the preceding years which is a factor ∼1.6 higher. However, without the fraction
of female astronomers in the community in around 1995 it is not possible to compare the
corresponding ISO number of ∼15% with the fraction of female IAU members at the time.
If the corresponding ISO number also would be a factor of ∼1.6 higher it would have been
tempting to ascribe the increase in the fraction of female PIs from ISO to Herschel simply
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resulting from the increase in the fraction of female astronomers overall. Aside from the fact
that we lack the required numbers, this could of course be an overly simplistic explanation.

Independently, we have received information concerning the membership of the American
Astronomical Society (AAS), also incomplete, but indicating that the fraction of female
members may have increased by a factor approximately in the range 1.45–1.65 between
1995 and 2010. If the actual number is anywhere in this range it is thus somewhat smaller
than the ∼1.8 ratio of the fractions of successful proposals with female PIs in Herschel versus
ISO. This would thus go part of the way but needing additional components to fully explain
the evolution observed, such as e.g., an increase in the fraction of infrared/sub-millimetre
astronomers in the total population of astronomers, which would not at all be unthinkable in
this time-frame with all the activities in the field, in space and on the ground.

There continue to be ∼30 refereed ISO publications per year and by the end of 2021
the total number is approaching 2100, another example of longevity. An interesting aspect
of the ISO publication curve is what occurred in the "Herschel time", when the annual
number of ISO publications approximately doubled in the early years of Herschel 2009–
2011, and was elevated for another three years. This is hypothesised as a "Herschel effect",
more people may have been using ISO data with respect to planning and proposing for
Herschel, and in interpreting Herschel data. Furthermore, although not easily visible in the
number of Herschel publications curve as an increase similar to that of ISO, several of the
early Atacama Large Millimeter/sub-millimeter Array (ALMA) observations had Herschel
connections, using Herschel data, and generating Herschel publications. It appears that "next
generation" missions may enhance the value of the data from earlier missions, generating
additional publications in the process.

10 Discussion

Herschel is a highly successful mission that scores well in various "success metrics" as
already pointed out in Sect. 4. As described and shown in Fig. 1 Herschel’s productivity in
terms of publications began early in the mission. This is not something that "happened" but
was due to careful preparations in order to be able to use the observatory efficiently, since its
short lifetime was consumable (cryogen) limited, thus the onus was on efficient operations
from the very beginning.

The introduction of the SDP was generally considered a big success; it validated the
actual science performance in various respects, it provided real-life performance numbers in
time already for the first in-flight AO and it provided material used for outreach.

As already pointed out Herschel provides only snapshots when it comes to studies of
the proposal and time allocation processes and their evolution. There are two aspects that
we find interesting. The first is that, if we neglect the KPOT selection, there is a probable
male advantage of (−3–18%) in these processes (see Table 7, which is similar to that found
for XMM-Newton and INTEGRAL (see [105] and [106]). The second is, indeed, the very
different situation for the KPOT selection which at first sight appears to have been strongly
in favour of male PIs (Table 7). However, although it cannot be positively confirmed, it is
possible (see the discussion in Sect. 8) that the outcome has been strongly influenced by
"small number statistics".

Supplemented by what we have in terms of proposal statistics from ISO in around 1995
(about 15 years before Herschel), we find that the fraction of successful proposals with fe-
male PIs is about 80% higher for Herschel than for ISO. This appears to be a larger increase
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than the increase in the female fraction of the overall astronomical community in the same
time, but more statistical data would be needed to affirm this tentative conclusion.
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ADS Astrophysics Data Service
AO Announcement of Opportunity
ALMA Atacama Large Millimeter/sub-millimeter Array
CSG Centre Spatial Guyanais
D-SCI ESA Director of Science
DDT Director’s Discretionary Time
ESA European Space Agency
ESAC European Space Astronomy Centre
ESOC European Space Operations Centre
FIRST Far Infra-Red and Submillimetre space Telescope
FOV Field of View
GT Guaranteed Time
G/AGN galaxies and active galactic nuclei
HCSS Herschel Common Science System
HIFI Heterodyne Instrument for the Far Infrared
HIPE Herschel Interactive Processing Environment
HOTAC Herschel Observing Time Allocation Committee
HSA Herschel Science Archive
HSC Herschel Science Centre
HST Hubble Space Telescope
HUG Herschel Users’ Group
IAU International Astronomical Union
ICC Instrument Control Centre
IPAC Infrared Processing and Analysis Center
ISM Interstellar Medium
ISM/SF/SS Interstellar Medium, Star Formation and Solar System Objects
ISO Infrared Space Observatory
ISOCAM ISO Infrared Camera
ISOPHOT ISO Photo-polarimeter
JWST James Webb Space Telescope
KP Key Programme
KPI Key Performance Indicator
KPs Key Programmes
KPGT Key Programme Guaranteed Time
KPOT Key Programme Open Time
LWS Long Wave Spectrometer
MOC Mission Operations Centre
MPE Max Planck Institute for Extraterrestrial Physics
NASA National Aeronautics and Space Administration
NHSC NASA Herschel Science Center
NUP NHSC Users’ Panel
OT Open Time
PACS Photodetector Array Camera and Spectrometer
PhD Doctor of Philosophy Degree
PI Principal Investigator
PS Project Scientist
RAL Rutherford Appleton Laboratory
SDP Science Demonstration Phase
SGS Science Ground Segment
SMP Science Management Plan
SOC Science Operations Centre
SPC Science Programme Committee
SPIRE Spectral and Photometric Imaging REciever
SRON Netherlands Institute for Space Research
S/SE Stars and Stellar Evolution
SWAS Submillimeter Wave Astronomy Satellite
SWS Short Wave Spectrometer
TNO Trans-Neptunian Object
ULIRGs Ultra Luminous InfraRed Galaxies
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