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Vaccel	
  (kV)	
   Transmission	
  Factor*	
  

50	
   .57	
  

55	
   .57	
  

60	
   .56	
  

65	
   .55	
  

70	
   .55	
  

75	
   .54	
  

80	
   .52	
  

85	
   .51	
  

90	
   .49	
  

95	
   .47	
  

100	
   .45	
  

105	
   .43	
  

110	
   .41	
  

*	
  	
  Includes	
  transmission	
  loss	
  due	
  to	
  divergence,	
  neutraliza=on	
  efficiency,	
  and	
  duct	
  losses	
  


