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Figure 1: Total modeled torque T as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 2: Measured torque T as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 3: Total modeled torque T, and fitted payload dipole torque TD7 p as a function of time and argument of
latitude in 2013.
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Figure 4: Magentic control torque T¢ as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 5: Residual bus dipole torque TD’ B as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 6: Fitted payload dipole torque ’_ZA"'D7 p as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 7: Thruster misalignment torque T as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 8: Solar radiation pressure torque Ts as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 9: Thruster dipole torque TD,T as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 10: Gravity gradient torque Ty as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 11: Aerodynamic torque T4 as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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Figure 12: Measured torque T', total modeled torque T, fitted payload dipole torque TD7 p, and aerodynamic torque
T4 as a function of time and argument of latitude in 2013.
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