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Abstract

The CAPS (Confining Application to Prevent Spalling) field test aims to investigate
whether small pressures acting on the deposition hole wall can prevent or minimize the
spalling initiation process.

This report includes numerical simulations of the thermo-mechanical evolution of the
stresses in the CAPS field test. A linear elastic, 3D Code Bright finite element
continuum model was used in the numerical calculations.

The main issue was to determine the optimal hole configuration, from a number of
suggestions, such that the risk and extent of spalling during drilling was minimized and
the highest possible stresses were achieved during the subsequent heating phase. The
effects of having rounded or flat floors in the tunnel were compared.

Hole configurations with pairs of holes on either side of the tunnel axis were found to be
optimal. The exact geometry of the tunnel floor was found to be of minor importance.






Sammanfattning

Filtforsoket CAPS (Confining Application to Prevent Spalling) i Aspd HRL syftar till
att undersdka om smé mothall i deponeringshélen kan forhindra eller undertrycka
uppkomsten av termiskt inducerad spjélkning.

Denna rapport behandlar numerisk simulering av den termomekaniska utvecklingen hos
spanningarna i faltférsoket CAPS. Till de numeriska berédkningarna anvindes en
linjérelastisk, 3-dimensionell Code Bright finita-element-kontinuummodell.

Huvuduppgiften var att undersoka vilken av de foreslagna halkonfigurationerna som
minimerade risken for spjdlkning under borrningen och gav de storsta spanningarna
under uppvirmingsfasen. Aven inflytandet av rundat respektive plant tunnelgolv
studerades.

Resultaten visar att hdlkonfigurationen med ett deponeringshél pa var sin sida av
tunnelaxeln dr optimal. Den exakta golvgeometrin visade sig ha mycket liten effekt pa
spanningarna.
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1 Introduction

The CAPS field experiment is being planned to take place in the Q-tunnel, at the Aspd
HRL. A number of 0.5 m diameter, 4 m deep holes will be excavated and subsequently
heated with central heaters. There may be individual holes and pairs of holes separated
by a pillar. The experiment objective is to establish whether or not a small support
pressure will suppress or inhibit spalling. This document compiles results from a first
set of scoping calculations, aimed at getting a first perception of how the hole location,
the pillar width and the heat load should be specified to give tangential stress conditions
as similar as possible to those of KBS-3 deposition holes.

All analyses were performed with Code Bright /CIMNE, 2004/.

A set of possible hole configurations has been suggested by Glamheden /2007/,
see Figure 1-1.



Configuration A. Pillar width 1 m . Configuration B. Pillar width 1

Configuration D. Two pairs and four single holes.
Pillar width 0.75 m. Shared instrument holes

Configuration E. Pillar width 1 m.
Off-set line ca 0.75 m.

Configuration F. Pillar width 1 m.
Two pairs on the centre-line and
two pairs 0.75 off-set from the ce

A~y wowr ot

N
449

o
&3]
|

Figure 1-1. Suggested hole configurations.

10



2 Geometry

Four different hole configurations have been investigated:
e Model D1: One single centred hole (Configuration D, see Figure 2-1)

e Model F1: A pair of centred holes with 1 m pillar (Configuration F,
see Figure 2-2).

e Model F2: A pair of centred holes with 0.6 m pillar (see Figure 2-3).

e Model F3: A pair of holes, one on each side of the tunnel axis, with 1 m pillar
(Configuration F, Figure 2-4).

The various hole configurations shown in Figure 1-1 are summarized in Table 2-1,
together with the models analysed so far. Note that Configuration D, with a pair of
centred holes, has a pillar width that is between the corresponding widths in Models F1
and F2. The different geometries are presented in Figure 2-1, Figure 2-2, Figure 2-3,
Figure 2-4, and Figure 2-5 below. Models F1 and F2 do not take full advantage of the
symmetry of the hole configurations. Their geometries were created with the intention
that, with some modification, hole configurations without full symmetry could be
investigated.

Table 2-1. Hole configuration and preliminary model map.

Model Code Pillar width Position Hole configuration
D1 - Single hole on tunnel axis D
F1 1m Pair of holes on tunnel axis A B, CEF
F3 1m Pajr of holes on either side of tunnel E,F
axis
F2 0.6m Pair of holes on tunnel axis -

11




A,
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745m

Figure 2-1. Model D1: Geometry and dimension for the case with one single hole on
the tunnel axis. Holes other than the specifically marked ones are ignored.

22m

‘Kv 50 m [mﬂ

Figure 2-2. Model F1: Geometry and dimension for the case with centred holes with
1 m pillar. Holes other than the specifically marked ones are ignored.



0.6 m pill
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Figure 2-3. Model F2: Geometry and dimension for the case with centred holes with
0.6 m pillar. Holes other than the specifically marked ones are ignored.

“ 1 m pillar
-

22 m

A 25m 7.45m il

Figure 2-4. Model F3: Geometry and dimension for the case with a pair of holes, one
on each side of the tunnel axis, with 1 m pillar. Holes other than the specifically marked
ones are ignored.
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tunnel axis

hole insulation

Annular 50 mm

space between
heater and rock
wall

Figure 2-5. Hole configuration. Left: Volume of rock surrounding the hole. Middle:
Annular space between heater and rock with insulation on top and bottom. Right:
Heater with (the same) insulation on top and bottom.
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3 Rock properties, in situ stress state and
thermal load

In Andersson /2007/ the geology of the APSE tunnel is quite extensively described as
well as the in situ stress state and the means used to determine it. The rock properties
and the stress state around the tunnel are summarized in the tables below.

Table 3-1. Material properties. Values in brackets are fictitious material properties used
during the excavation phase to minimize the influence on the stresses around the
deposition hole.

Material Annular space _

Rock between rock and | Insulation | Heater
property heater 1)
o [kg/m?] 2730 2780 20 7500
C [J/(kg-K)] 770 800 5000 500
A [W/(m-K)] 3.2 0.3 0.04 40
E [GPa] 55 (0.076) 0.1 0.02 (0.076) 200
vI[-] 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.25
a[1/K] 7.00E-06 7.00E-06 3.00E-04 1.00E-05
nil-] 0 0.6 0 0

1) Here, the material properties are those of bentonite pellets. In the tangential stress results presented in
the following we have added the radial stress generated in the interior of the hole to capture the conditions
in un-filled holes. The compensation is however, very minor (2.5 MPa). The mechanical parameter values
given for the heater-rock space are not important to the results presented in the following.

The tunnel is orientated such that the major principal stress is perpendicular to the
tunnel axis. Here, the intermediate principal stress corresponds to the vertical stress.
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Table 3-2. Back-calculated and best-estimate stress state for the APSE site, /Andersson,
2007/.

g1 02 g3
Magnitude [MPa] 30 15 10
Trend (Aspd 96) 310 090 220

In APSE a tangential stress of approximately 120 MPa appeared to initiate the spalling
process in the unsupported hole. The tangential stresses found here are compared with
that spalling threshold.

The CAPS heaters are modelled as cylinders of 3.8 m height, positioned 0.1 m above
the deposition hole floor. In all models, the heater has a power of 500 W/m.

The initial undisturbed temperature is set at 15°C in all models.

3.1  Simulation setup

The simulations are performed in the two main steps below:
1. The stress field after excavation is obtained performing the following steps.

a. Apply the homogenous in-situ stress field on the excavated geometry.
Impose zero traction on the tunnel surface created by the excavations.
Assign the materials in the deposition hole (annular space, insulation and
heater) with low stiffness as compared to the surrounding rock mass.

b. Calculate the equilibrium stresses.

2. The simulation of the thermally induced stress field is started after the initial
excavation-step.

a. The materials in the deposition hole are assigned representative stiffness.

b. The model is analyzed according to the heat load schedule.
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4 Results

41 Base case

The results from Models D1, F1, F2 and F3 are presented below. The temperature
distribution around one deposition hole in a horizontal cross section 2 m below the
tunnel floor is shown in Figure 4-1, Figure 4-2, Figure 4-3 and Figure 4-4.

Temperat.

i 85
. 772
tunnel axis I 69.4
— - 61.7
53.9
46.1
38.3
30.6
22.8
15

6.5 days 14 days

Figure 4-1. Model D1: Temperature distribution around one deposition hole 2 m
below the tunnel floor after 6.5 days and 14 days of heating.

Temperat.

85

77.2
69.4
61.7
53.9
46.1
38.3
30.6
22.8
15

6.5 days 14 days

Figure 4-2. Model F1: Temperature distribution around one deposition hole 2 m below
the tunnel floor after 6.5 days and 14 days of heating.

Temperat.

; 85
77.2
69.4

-61.7
53.9
46.1
38.3
30.6
22.8
15

Figure 4-3. Model F2: Temperature distribution around one deposition hole 2 m below
the tunnel floor after 6.5 days and 14 days of heating.

6.5 days 14 days



tunnel axis

e
half pillar
width
Temperat.
: 85
I 77.2
t 69.4
61.7
53.9
L 46.1
38.3
30.6
22.8
15
6.5 days 14 days

Figure 4-4. Model F3: Temperature distribution around one deposition hole 2 m below
the tunnel floor after 6.5 days and 14 days of heating.

In all four deposition hole configurations the major principal stress is found at positions,
on the hole perimeter, parallel to the tunnel axis, cf. Figure 4-5. There does not seem to
be any rotation of the position of the major principal stress as the hole is moved off the
tunnel axis.

Model D1b Model F1b Model F2b Model F3b
i T | axi Tunnel axis i
Tunelaxds | , Tumnelads o . ,  Junnelax S ) . I:JDD?'.?X.|§.§..1 Mo
Tm 0.6m

Figure 4-5. Model hole configurations with location (red symbol) of major principal
stress after excavation and subsequent heating.

The major principal stress along a vertical scan-line on the deposition hole perimeter is
shown in the figures below. Figure 4-6 shows the temporal development of the stresses
in each of the hole configurations. Figure 4-7 shows a comparison between the models.

Of the four models studied here, Model F3 (with a pair of holes on either side of the
tunnel axis) has the smallest stresses after excavation. The models with either a single
centred hole (Model D1) or a centred pair with 1 m pillar (Model F1) have almost equal
stresses. A longer heating period than 14 days would induce higher stresses in the model
with a pair of holes than in the one with a single hole. The spalling strength (120 MPa)
is exceeded in all three models to depths of at least 2.5 m below the tunnel floor after

14 days of heating.

The stresses in the centre of the pillar in Models F1, F2 and F3 are presented in Figure
4-8. Here, g, 1s the horizontal stress along the tunnel, oy is the horizontal stress across
tunnels and o is the vertical stress. Model F3 (a pair of holes on either side of the tunnel
axis) has considerably smaller stresses than the other two models in the centre of the
pillar.
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Figure 4-6. Temporal development of the major principal stress along the deposition
hole wall. Stresses exceeding the assumed spalling strength are marked in blue.
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Figure 4-7. Comparison between major principal stress in each of the three models
after excavation (top), 6.5 days of heating (middle) and 14 days of heating (bottom).
Stresses exceeding the assumed spalling strength are marked in blue.
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Figure 4-8. Comparison between the stresses at the centre of the pillar in each of the
models after excavation (top), 6.5 days of heating (middle) and 14 days of heating
(bottom).
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4.2 Sensitivity analyses
4.2.1 Pillar width analysis

The drill plan for the CAPS pilot holes included 4 pairs of holes with each pair oriented
normal to the tunnel axis and with a 1.0 m pillar between the holes (see Figure 4-8).
Results from the previous section have shown that this configuration would minimize
the tangential stresses after excavation (see Figure 4-7, top) and at the same time give
large enough stresses after a period of heating to allow for relevant spalling
observations. In the current section, the effects of reducing the pillar width in hole
configuration E will be investigated.

Figure 4-9. Suggested hole configuration E.

Figure 4-10 shows the development of the major principal stress along the deposition
hole wall for the cases with a pair of holes on each side of the tunnel with either a 1 m
pillar width (Model F3b) or 0.7 m (Model F4b).

As seen in the figure, there is a moderate (about 5 MPa) increase in the stresses in the
upper part of the hole. However, this increase is only seen where the stresses have
already exceeded the assumed spalling strength. Consequently, reducing the pillar width
from 1 m to 0.7 m will not have a negative impact on the experiment.
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Model F3b

190 —+—excavation (Model F3b)

—o—excavation (Model F4b)
i 180 7%\; -8-6.5 days (Model F3b) -
TunneIaXISi_ 1m-------- > — 170 -0-6.5 days (Model F4b) ||
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Model F4b

Major principal stress (MPa
@
o

Tunnel axis

-0,5 0 0,5 1 1,5 2 2,5 3 3,5 4
Depth (m)

Figure 4-10. Temporal development of the major principal stress along the deposition
hole wall. Stresses exceeding the assumed spalling strength are marked in blue.

4.2.2 Variation in thermal conductivity

The thermal conductivity of Aspd diorite has a mean value of 2.7 W/(m'K) (it ranges
between 2.39-2.80 W/(m'K)) /Andersson, 2007/. However, in the thermal modelling of
the APSE experiment, the value 3.2 W/(m-K) was used as it was found to give a better
fit to the measured temperatures /Félth et al., 2005/. A comparison between the two
thermal conductivities is shown in Figure 4-11. As seen in the figure, the reduced value
of the thermal conductivity results in an increase in the major principal stress by about
5 MPa.
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Figure 4-11. Temporal development of the major principal stress along the deposition
hole wall. Stresses exceeding in the assumed spalling strength are marked in blue.
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4.2.3 Variations in Young’s modulus

The values of Young’s modulus, at Aspd HRL, are 76 GPa (for intact rock) and 55 GPa
(for rock mass) /Andersson, 2007/. A comparison between the stresses in rock with
Young’s modulus 55 GPa and 65.5 GPa (mean value of intact rock and rock mass) is
shown in Figure 4-12.

200
190 Model F3b: Off-centre holes - 1 m pillar ||
—+—excavation
180 1 -8-6.5 days (E = 55 GPa) m
= 170 + -o-6.5 days (E = 65.5 GPa) H
2 160 ——14 days (E = 55 GPa) |
£ ——14 days (E = 65.5 GPa)
? 150 4 B
£ 140 1
[
Tunnel axis g 1301 Pt
"""""" Tm-----» g 120
a 110
8,100
©
= 90
80
70
60 T T T T T T T T {
-0,5 0 0,5 1 1,5 2 2,5 3 3,5 4

Depth (m)

Figure 4-12. Temporal development of the major principal stress along the deposition
hole wall. Stresses exceeding the assumed spalling strength are marked in blue.
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4.2.4 Variation in tunnel geometry

Figure 4-13 shows a laser-scanned profile of the floor in the Q-tunnel at Aspd HRL. As
indicated in the PM presented in the Appendix to this report, a flatter tunnel floor does
not seem to affect the major principal stress in any significant way at positions deeper
than 1.5 m below the tunnel floor. This is confirmed in Figure 4-14, where the thermally
induced stresses along the deposition hole wall, for the two floor geometries denoted A
and B, are compared. Geometry A is the oval shaped tunnel cross section used in all
previous models (corresponds to tunnel segments 50-55 in the Q-tunnel). Geometry B
has a flat floor (corresponds to tunnel segments 46-49 in the Q-tunnel).

) = T

Exigting borehcle (drillad 20030 |

I.'- W DOrilled borencle

L0 Borehole to be orilled

45

/—S;ellneﬂ profile of the funnel floar /

54001

v

L&g

KROLSAGD

KQ0053G01

Q0L a0Z; goosi o3 BH054E05

L2 L1 1 R1 R

[al

CROSS SECTION 5& m

-bi5 \ ’II

Scannefl profile of the|funnel floor
ghﬁﬁ '

Estimdted profile after removal of tié roadhed

g
TEEGNT
-

“*990,[‘;5?' oooseood FOBOET gonnnenni

SN

L2 L1 C R1 R2

CROSS SECTION 46 m

Figure 4-13. Laser-scanned floor profile in the Q-tunnel. From /Glamheden, 2008/.
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Figure 4-14. Temporal development of the major principal stress along the deposition
hole wall. Stresses exceeding the assumed spalling strength are marked in blue.
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5 Conclusions

Out of the geometries tried here (one singe hole on tunnel axis, pair of holes on axis,
pair of holes aligned perpendicular to tunnel axis), the one with the pair of holes aligned
perpendicular to the tunnel axis gives the largest height section available for thermally
induced spalling (cf. Figure 4-6), provided that the spalling strength is about 120 MPa
(cf. /Andersson, 2007/). In the uppermost part of the hole, the spalling strength is likely
to be exceeded already after drilling. However, the Excavation Disturbed Zone (EDZ) in
the tunnel floor might reduce the stresses in this part of the holes such that spalling does
not occur. This was the case for the APSE experiment, where the top 0.5 m appeared to
be free of spalling /Andersson, 2007/.

Decreasing the pillar width from 1.0 m to 0.7 m in the configuration with holes aligned
perpendicular to the tunnel axis will result in moderate increase of the stresses in the
upper parts of the hole.

The above also seems to be true in regions of the tunnel with a flat floor (cf. Section
4.2.4; Appendix A). Here, the stresses in the upper 1.5 m of the hole are reduced
compared with those in the oval-shape reference tunnel and it is possible that spalling
might be avoided after excavation, regardless of the EDZ. In the lower parts of the hole
the stresses are almost equal.

Reasonable variations in Young’s modulus and the thermal conductivity are unlikely to
have any significant implications on the stresses. A variation in thermal conductivity in
the range 2.7-3.2 W/(m'K) results in variations of the major principal stress of around

5 MPa. The corresponding variation, if the value of Young’s modulus is in the range 55-
65 GPa, is around 7 MPa.
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A Influence of the shape of the tunnel cross
section on the major principal stress

The actual tunnel cross section has been obtained from laser scanning sections of the Q-
tunnel at Aspd HRL. Figure A-1 shows a comparison between an idealized tunnel shape
and the actual tunnel shape as represented in 3DEC /Mas Ivars, 2008/. In tunnel
segments 46-49 the floor appears to be rather flat compared with the other sections,
which tend to be more like the idealized tunnel floor.

46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55

46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55

Figure A-1. 3DEC figures by /Mas Ivars, 2008/ — tunnel segments indicated in red.
Top: Idealized tunnel shape. Bottom: Laser scanned tunnel shape.

In the following sections, the major principal stress on vertical scan-lines (also provided
by /Mas Ivars, 2008/), starting at the floor of the tunnel and extending about 6 m
downwards, are compared between the two 3DEC models (and with corresponding
Code_Bright results). In every tunnel segment three scan-lines are chosen: One on the
tunnel axis (denoted ‘middle’) and two at positions 1.25 m on either side of the tunnel
axis (denoted ‘left” and ‘right’, respectively). Here, zero depth represents the tunnel
floor in the centre of the tunnel in each segment.

The results show that there is a very minor influence on the major principal stress, at
positions 1 m below the tunnel floor, of the variation in the floor geometry. It seems that
there is no strong need now to perform scoping analyses of specific CAPS hole

Code Bright models with a flat floor.



A.1 Idealized tunnel shape

Figure A-2 shows the idealized tunnel cross sections as represented in Code Bright and
3DEC. Figure A-3 shows a comparison between the stresses obtained in the idealized
models. As seen in the figure, there is an almost perfect agreement between the results.

New titie>MECH ANALYSTS Q-TUNNEL (E 556P3) ideal_55_6deg_nofrac.dat

e 3DEC (Version 4.00)

(PR O )
o 26408

outpl. 0.000E+00
mag= 00
eyele 88578

Calor by PS1 mag.
interval = 2.1B7E+07

-1300E+08 -1 DB3E+08
-1083E+08 -8 BB7E+D7
-8 687E+07 -8 500E+07
6 50DE+OT -4.333E+07
43336407 -2 1BTESDT
2167407 0.000E+D0
compress. stress
1010402

ZEEDEEE

Htasca Consulting Group, Inc

Figure A-2. Idealized tunnel shape: Representation in Code bright (left).
Representation in 3DEC (right).
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Major principal stress (MPa)

Figure A-3. Comparison between stress magnitudes in Code_Bright and 3DEC. 3DEC
results from /Mas Ivars, 2008/.
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A.2 Real tunnel shape

The major principal stress, along vertical scan-lines, in tunnel sections 46 to 55 is
presented in Figure A-4. The stress magnitudes in the laser scanned tunnel cross
sections (3DEC models by Diego Mas Ivars) are compared with results from the
idealized tunnel (Code Bright).

As seen in the figures, at positions 1 m below the tunnel floor, the stresses in the
idealized Code Bright model are in good agreement with the corresponding stresses in
the 3DEC model with the laser scanned cross sections.

E
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2
46 m a
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B 46 m left (3DEC)
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—middle E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright) ||
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60—
30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120 125 130
Major principal stress (MPa)
1
&, P A
/
E
=
2
47 m a
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B 47 m left (3DEC)

a 47 mright (3DEC)
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-6 — T T
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Figure A-4. Major principal stress along vertical scan lines in tunnel segments 46 to 55
in the Q-tunnel. 3DEC results from /Mas Ivars, 2008/.
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Figure A-4 continued. Major principal stress along vertical scan lines in tunnel
segments 46 to 55 in the Q-tunnel. 3DEC results from /Mas Ivars, 2008/.
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51 m

Figure A-4 continued.

Depth (m)

Depth (m)

Depth (m)

05
0 ﬁ. :. Ba A
-1 =
15
*
-2 -
25
-3
35
4 A + 51 m middle (3DEC)
05 [ m 51 m left (3DEC)
’5 I A 51 m right (3DEC)
) IA —middle E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright)
55 |F — left E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright)
64
30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120 125 130
Major principal stress (MPa)
1
05 -
0 J‘ 5] A [=PN .
£ ] W Ve
l/
05 1‘(
14 7
15
2
25 &
-3
35 A
4 | + 52 m middle (3DEC) |
05 s m 52 m left (3DEC) |
’5 A A 52 m right (3DEC)
) —middle E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright)
5.5 | —left E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright)
B e S—
30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120 125 130
Major principal stress (MPa)
1
05 o
0 Ay A/ . "8
05 a
1 4
- *
y *
15 -«
2
25
-3
35
4 / + 53 m middle (3DEC)
it 3 m 53 m left (3DEC)
' I A 53 m right (3DEC)
-5 I.l —middle E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright)
55 I —left E = 55 GPa (Code_Bright)
6 — —

30 35 40 45 50

55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100 105 110 115 120 125 130
Major principal stress (MPa)

Major principal stress along vertical scan lines in tunnel

segments 46 to 55 in the Q-tunnel. 3DEC results from /Mas Ivars, 2008/.
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Figure A-4 continued. Major principal stress along vertical scan lines in tunnel
segments 46 to 55 in the Q-tunnel. 3DEC results from /Mas Ivars, 2008/.

40



	Abstract
	Sammanfattning
	Contents
	1 Introduction
	2 Geometry
	3 Rock properties, in situ stress state and thermal load
	3.1 Simulation setup

	4 Results
	4.1 Base case
	4.2 Sensitivity analyses
	4.2.1 Pillar width analysis
	4.2.2 Variation in thermal conductivity
	4.2.3 Variations in Young’s modulus
	4.2.4 Variation in tunnel geometry


	5 Conclusions
	References
	Appendix  On the influence of the tunnel shape on the major principal stress in the floor of the Q-tunnel
	A Influence of the shape of the tunnel cros ssection on the major principal stress
	A.1 Idealized tunnel shape
	A.2 Real tunnel shape




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




