\ . . —ST—' -
/\—-—"‘ - 8 s ¥l gy T (1) I " (-4 )
\ 3 < ” S 4
() g PO e T ke
LW | g Cheet T ks \
Ol medmit e O
*
L Kk "-3 __&}__.__
t C‘q Y © St (s+2)! f 5-13 s+
57,‘._\ S‘l"l\ -"\' . 1
ka = 51;!1 sz -1 - 5]’ - l
) = [ u\t
by = f; ﬁ&; 1 [g e o, 2
=" l
L ¢ 1 s —e" "'G" 'q
Kz 2 g (s40) $=75 ~
J W —
@55 l’b\;\i s -'—;" TS A :n\‘lsso =<
s

THE UNIVERSITY OF

TENNESSEE i §

KNOXVILLE



-\ - \/‘ N -'
\1 -L_ . ‘l v \ : ¥\"—, 1%_‘ s
e F (ov2)' -2} St oyt /4 n (sn\

okl A
ol
N Yo rote Wl

L ¢

N, W\ 2 [% AR e zt""\'l*\ _ ‘\\Le,

&\H\\’[S‘s’;z\'-\r 'H-e, - zcov Z"\]'\klf\ &
A R I

|




THE UNIVERSITY OF

TENNESSEE [ §

KNOXVILLE



Comparison to Simulation
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Laplace Transform of P?riodic Signals
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