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Abstract Thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys have been measured
to develop a prediction equation for thermal conductivities as functions of tempera-
ture and chemical composition. Samples used were Ni–x at% Cr (0 ≤ x ≤ 22) and
commercial alloys of Nichrome Nos. 1 and 2. Thermal conductivity measurements
were carried out using the transient hot-strip method over a temperature range from
293 K to 1273 K. The thermal conductivities of the alloys increased with increasing
temperature and decreased with increasing Cr concentration at constant temperature.
The Smith–Palmer equation has been examined to relate the thermal conductivities of
the alloys to the electrical resistivities. The thermal conductivity and electrical-resis-
tivity data, respectively, in the present work and in the literature have confirmed that
the Smith–Palmer equation applies to Ni–Cr solid solutions and Nichrome alloys. On
the basis of this equation, the thermal conductivity of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys has
been expressed as a function of temperature and chemical composition. This analysis
has also been applied to Ni–Fe and Cu–Ni solid solution alloys.

Keywords Hot-strip method · Ni–Cr · Solid solution alloy · Thermal conductivity

1 Introduction

Many metals and alloys are produced through the molten state at high temperatures.
Heat transfer in the processes controls the energy efficiency and the production quality
and, hence, optimization of the process parameters. Heat transfer simulation is applied,
for which thermophysical properties such as thermal conductivities of molten alloys
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as well as solid alloys are essential as input data. Furthermore, there are numerous
practical alloys with a variety of chemical compositions, and thus it is very time-
consuming to measure the thermal conductivities of all practical alloys in the molten
state. Against this background, it would be useful to develop a prediction equation for
thermal conductivities of molten alloys.

On the other hand, most molten alloys are considered to have structures similar to
each other, even though they have different chemical compositions. From this struc-
tural viewpoint, molten alloys are common with solid solution alloys and, in addition,
thermal conductivities of solid solution alloys are much easier to measure. Thus, it
would be justified to investigate the development of a prediction equation for thermal
conductivities of solid solution alloys, as a first step to a prediction equation for molten
alloys, since both equations are expected to take the same mathematical form.

One of the most commonly used prediction methods is based on the Wiedemann–
Franz law (W–F law) [1], which is expressed by the following equation:

λ = Lσ T

= LT/ρ (1)

where λ, σ, ρ, T , and L represent the thermal conductivity, electrical conductivity,
electrical resistivity, absolute temperature, and Lorenz number, respectively. The elec-
trical conductivity is easier to measure and has a smaller uncertainty than the ther-
mal conductivity, leading to thermal conductivity predictions from Eq. 1. However,
when the W–F law is applied to the prediction, the value of L is usually fixed as
2.45 × 10−8 W · � · K−2(= L0) derived on the basis of the free electron model [1],
although real values of L are different from L0 and have a temperature dependence [2]
even in pure metals. One reason for this difference in the Lorenz number is that thermal
energy is carried not only by electrons but also by phonons in actual metals, and this
difference in L brings about the uncertainty of thermal conductivities calculated from
the W–F law.

To relate the thermal conductivity of alloys to their electrical resistivity more rea-
sonably, Smith and Palmer [3] have analyzed thermal conductivities of Cu-based alloys
to modify the W–F law as follows:

λ = AL0T/ρ + B (2)

where A and B are constants depending on the system. The first term on the right-
hand side of Eq. 2 represents the electronic component of thermal conductivity, which
comes from the scattering of the electrons by phonons, and follows the W–F law. The
second term represents the phonon component of thermal conductivity. The applica-
bility of the Smith–Palmer formula has been reviewed for thermal conductivities of
Al-based, Ti-based, and Fe–Cr–Ni alloys by Klemens and Williams [4]; however, it
has not been sufficiently analyzed for thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr alloys. This
system includes commercial alloys such as Nichrome and Inconel, and, furthermore,
is suitable for investigations of the relationship between thermal and electrical con-
ductivities because the alloy system has a wide solid solution region; for example, Cr
dissolves into Ni up to about 30 at% at 873 K.
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As described above, thermal conductivities of metals and alloys are usually
discussed from the viewpoint of electrical resistivities; however, it is also practically
important to derive thermal conductivities of alloys from the temperature and chemical
composition. Consequently, the present work aims to measure thermal conductivities
of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys to develop a prediction equation for thermal conduc-
tivities from temperature and chemical composition on the basis of the Smith–Palmer
equation.

2 Experimental

2.1 Samples

Samples were Ni–Cr alloys, where the Cr concentrations were (0, 10, 20, and 22) at%.
Commercial alloys were also used: Nichrome No. 1 (JIS C2520) and Nichrome No.
2 (JIS C2532) produced by Japan Pure Chemical Co., Ltd. Chemical compositions
of the commercial alloys are shown in Table 1. Samples of Ni and the commercial
alloys purchased were in a cylindrical shape (30 mm diameter and 40 mm height).
Binary alloy samples were prepared from Ni and Cr grains (99.9 mass% purity) using
an induction or electric furnace, and machined into a cylindrical shape ((25 to 30) mm
diameter and (40 to 50) mm height). Each sample was cut into two parts in the longitu-
dinal direction, and the cut surfaces were polished with a mirror finish. The chemical
compositions of the samples were determined by X-ray fluorescence analysis.

2.2 Thermal Conductivity Measurements

The transient hot-strip method was used for the thermal conductivity measurements
[5–10]. In this method, an electric current is applied to a thin metal strip (hot strip)
placed in the center of the sample, and the temperature rise of the hot strip (�T ) is
recorded continuously. This temperature rise leads to the thermal conductivity of the
sample as follows:

λ = Q

4π

/
d�T

d ln t
(3)

where Q is the heat generation rate per unit length of the hot strip and t is the time. In
practice, �T is monitored as the voltage change between two potential wires of the
hot strip (�V ) on the basis of the principle of the four-terminal method, and the value
of λ is determined from d�V /dln t using the following equation [9]:

Table 1 Chemical
compositions of commercial
alloys in at%

Ni Cr Mn Si Fe C

Nichrome No. 1 74.5 20.6 2.6 1.5 0.1 0.7
Nichrome No. 2 54.4 16.2 1.5 1.5 25.7 0.7
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Fig. 1 Conceptual diagram of
thermal-conductivity
measurement using hot-strip
method
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λ = I 3αR273 R◦

4π

/
d�V

d ln t
(4)

where I is the current supplied to the hot strip, α is the temperature coefficient of the
electrical resistivity of the hot strip at temperature T, R273 is the resistance between
the potential wires of the hot strip at 273 K, and R

◦
is the resistance per unit length of

the hot strip at temperature T . The value of d�V /dln t is determined from the slope
of the linear portion of the relation between �V and ln t .

Figure 1 shows a conceptual diagram of the thermal conductivity measurements
using the hot-strip method. A hot strip (1 mm width and 0.02 mm thickness) of
Pt–13%Rh was sandwiched between two semi-cylindrical samples, which were tightly
fixed with a hose clamp. Two platinum potential wires of 0.15 mm diameter were
attached to the hot strip spaced apart by about 20 mm to allow four-terminal resis-
tance measurements, and were connected to platinum lead wires of 0.5 mm diameter.
This setup enabled the hot strip to serve as a temperature sensor as well. To prevent
electrical leakage, the sample surfaces were covered with an insulating SiO2 film
(5 µm thickness) by sputtering. Samples were placed in a flow of Ar–10%H2 gas in
an electric furnace to prevent oxidation during the measurements at high temperature.
Measurements were carried out during the heating cycle in the temperature range from
293 K to 1273 K at intervals of about 100 K, and were also carried out during the
cooling cycle to confirm the reproducibility of the measurements. Three runs were
carried out at each temperature. The current (I = (2.5 to 3.5) A) was supplied to the
hot strip via a galvanostat.

3 Results

Figure 2 shows a typical voltage change, �V , as a function of the natural logarithm of
time, lnt , obtained in measurements on Ni–20 at% Cr at 298 K. It can be seen that there
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Fig. 2 �V –ln t profile of
Ni–20 at% Cr at 298 K
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is a linear relation between �V and lnt in the time period from 0.5 s to 5 s, and that
�V deviates from linearity in the time periods below 0.5 s and above 5 s. The former
deviation would be due to the effect of the heat capacities of the hot strip and the
coating layer, whereas the latter deviation would be due to the effect of heat reflection
at the edge of the sample [10,11]. The value of d�V /dlnt has been obtained from the
slope of the linear portion and leads to a thermal conductivity of 14.3 W · m−1 · K−1

from Eq. 4.
Figure 3 shows the temperature dependence of the thermal conductivities of the

Ni–Cr and commercial alloy samples obtained in the present work. The thermal con-
ductivity of Ni decreases with increasing temperature up to about 630 K—this tem-
perature would correspond to the Curie point of Ni (631 K), above which the thermal
conductivity shows no prominent temperature dependence. This temperature depen-
dence has also been reported by several researchers [12]. The thermal conductivities
of Ni–Cr and commercial alloy samples increase with increasing temperature up to
about 1000 K and are smaller than that of Ni in the temperature range measured.

Figure 4 shows the temperature dependences of the thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr
alloys along with values measured by Shelton et al. [13] and Powell et al. [14], and
those calculated from the W–F law using a value of 2.45×10−8 W · � · K−2 for L

123



1996 Int J Thermophys (2010) 31:1991–2003

Fig. 4 Thermal conductivities
of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys in
comparison with reported values
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and recommended electrical conductivities [15]. The temperature dependences of the
thermal conductivities show good agreement with each other; however, the values in
the present work are greater by about 5 W ·m−1 ·K−1 than previously reported values.
This difference could be due to measurement methods: for Ni, the reported thermal
conductivities range from (30 to 100) W · m−1 · K−1 in the literature [12] even at
298 K and the recommended values are 88.5 W · m−1 · K−1(273 K to 373 K) [16],
87.8 W · m−1 · K−1 (293 K) [17], and 90.5 W · m−1 · K−1 (298 K) [18]. The thermal
conductivity measured in this study is 86.2 W ·m−1 ·K−1 at 298 K, for which the value
is about 3 % smaller than the recommended values; however, the discrepancy would
be acceptable for measurements at high temperatures. The values calculated from the
W–F law are smaller by about 10 % than those in the present work. This finding indi-
cates that the W–F law cannot be strictly applied to this system, as mentioned in the
Sect. 1.

4 Discussion

4.1 Smith–Palmer Plot for Thermal Conductivities of Ni–Cr Solid Solutions

Figure 5 shows the Smith–Palmer plot based on Eq. 2 for the thermal conductiv-
ities of Ni–Cr alloy samples including the commercial alloys using recommended
electrical-resistivity data [4,15]. Figure 6 shows the electrical-resistivity data for
Ni–Cr solid solutions used only [15] for calculations in Fig. 5. There is good line-
arity between λ and T/ρ, and constants A and B in Eq. 2 have been derived as 0.283
and 10.2 W · m−1 · K−1, respectively, by the least-squares method. Consequently,
the thermal conductivities can be expressed on the basis of the Smith–Palmer formula
as follows:

λ = 0.283 L0T/ρ + 10.2
(

W · m−1 · K−1
)

(5)
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Fig. 5 Smith–Palmer plot for
Ni–Cr and Nichrome
commercial alloys
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Fig. 6 Electric resistivity of
Ni–Cr solid solution alloys as a
function of Cr concentration [14]
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The dashed lines in the figure represent deviations of ±5 % from the regression, which
suggests that Eq. 5 can well reproduce the experimental thermal conductivity data.
Thus, the Smith–Palmer formula can be applied to thermal conductivities for Ni–Cr
solid solution alloys.

4.2 Prediction Equation for Thermal Conductivities of Ni–Cr Solid Solutions
as a Function of Temperature and Chemical Composition

Thermal conductivity predictions using the Smith–Palmer formula require electrical-
resistivity data, and thus a prediction equation for the thermal conductivity of alloys
from temperature and chemical composition would be more useful in practical use. In
this part, Eq. 2 is modified into an equation that is a function of temperature and chem-
ical composition only. For this purpose, first, the electrical-resistivity data in Fig. 6
are expressed as a function of temperature and the mole fraction of Cr. Generally, the
electrical resistivity of a solid solution is considered as the sum of resistivities due to
thermal lattice vibrations (ρT) and impurities (ρi) as follows:

ρ = ρT + ρi (6)
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The term ρT corresponds to the electrical resistivity of a pure metal and is expressed
by the equation ρT = aT + b, where a and b are constants; on the other hand, for a
binary solid solution, the term ρi is related to the mole fraction of the solute component
(X ) as follows:

ρi = DT X (1 − X) (7)

where DT is a temperature-dependent coefficient for the binary system. Equation 7 is
known as the original Nordheim rule [19]. Thus, the total electrical resistivity (ρ) is

ρ = (aT + b) + DT X (1 − X) (8)

This equation is valid when the solute concentration is less than 50 %. To express
electrical resistivity for full concentration range, Eq. 8 can be extended as follows
[20]:

ρ = Xρsolute + (1 − X) ρsolvent + DT X (1 − X) (9)

where ρsolute and ρsolvent represent the electrical resistivities of the pure solute and
solvent metals, respectively. In this study, the concentration of solute, Cr, is less than
50 %, thus, Eq. 8 is applied for further discussion. On the basis of Eq. 8, the elec-
trical resistivities of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys have been regressed to the following
equation:

ρ = (0.0501 (T − 298) + 8.6178) + (−0.2734 (T − 298) + 605.12)

×XCr (1 − XCr)
(

10−8 � · m
)

(10)

where XCr is the mole fraction of Cr; in addition, a reference temperature of 298 K
has been used for convenience, and DT has been approximated as a linear function of
temperature. Substitution of Eq. 10 into Eq. 2 enables the thermal conductivity to be
predicted from the temperature and the mole fraction of Cr. In the above method, how-
ever, electrical-resistivity data for alloys are indispensable to obtain such an expression
as Eq. 10.

Second, a prediction equation for the thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr solid solution
alloys is formulated using thermal-conductivity data only. Substitution of Eq. 8 into
Eq. 2 results in the following equation:

λ = AL0T

(aT + b) + (cT + d)X (1 − X)
+ B (11)

where c and d are constants. However, it is very difficult to determine constants
A, B, a, b, c and d using thermal-conductivity data only since λ is a complicated func-
tion of T and X . For simplicity, Eq. 11 has been approximated using the Maclaurin
expansion technique as follows:
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Fig. 7 Thermal conductivities
of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys as
functions of reciprocal of
temperature
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where Y = X (1 − X), and the Maclaurin expansion has been made with respect to
1/T and 1/Y .

On the basis of Eq. 12, consider a plot of thermal conductivity versus 1/T . It is
found that there is a linear relationship between thermal conductivity and 1/T and
that both the slope and intercept of the linear line are functions of Y .

Figure 7 shows the thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys plotted
against 1/T , where only the data at temperatures above 631 K have been used for
Ni because the thermal conductivity of Ni is affected by ferromagnetism below 631
K. It can be seen that there is good linearity between the thermal conductivities and
1/T in the alloys and that the slope of each straight line has almost the same value,
−5.167 × 103 W · m−1. This finding suggests that the slope is independent of Y , i.e.,
the mole fraction of Cr within the experimental uncertainty in the composition and
temperature ranges investigated. Accordingly, the effect of Cr is reflected only in the
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intercepts of the straight lines, and consequently, Eq. 12 can be roughly simplified to
the following equation:

λ = e

T
+ f

a + cY
(13)

where e = −5.167 × 103 W · m−1 for Ni–Cr solid solution alloys and f are also
constants. Now consider determination of the term f/(a + cY ) on the basis of Fig. 7,
for which the intercept of the straight line in Fig. 7, corresponding to f/(a + cY ), is
defined as λintercept, and its reciprocal has been plotted against Y , i.e., XCr(1 − XCr),
resulting in Fig. 8. The value of 1/λintercept is linearly proportional to XCr(1 − XCr)

and can be regressed to the following equation:

1/λintercept = 0.1055 XCr (1 − XCr) + 0.0156 (W−1 · m · K) (14)

Consequently, using Eqs. 13 and 14, the thermal conductivity of Ni–Cr solid solution
alloys has been approximately expressed as a function of temperature and the mole
fraction of Cr as follows:

λ = −5.167 × 103 1

T
+ 1

0.1055XCr(1 − XCr) + 0.0156

(
W · m−1 · K−1

)
(15)

This equation can be applied to the concentration range from (0 to 22) at% Cr.
Figure 9 shows the thermal conductivities for Ni–Cr solid solution alloys measured
and predicted from Eq. 15, which are represented by symbols and curves, respectively.
For Nichrome Nos. 1 and 2, the value of XCr has been estimated as the sum of mole
fractions of all solutes. This figure indicates that there is good agreement between
the measured and predicted thermal conductivities, including the commercial alloys.
The difference between the measured and predicted thermal conductivities is less than
20 %. Consequently, the thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys at high
temperatures have been described as a function of temperature and the mole fraction
of Cr using thermal conductivity data only.

4.3 Applicability of Prediction Equation for Thermal Conductivity to Other Solid
Solution Alloys

The applicability of the above analysis to other solid solution systems has also been
investigated using thermal conductivity data for Ni–Fe and Cu–Ni systems reported
in the literature [21]. Table 2 shows the parameters determined in the same way
as described in Sect. 4.2. Figure 10 compares literature and predicted thermal con-
ductivities of Ni–Fe alloys, which are in very good agreement with each other in
the temperature range from 800 K to 1200 K and the Fe concentration range from
(6.3 to 25) at%. However, there are sufficient discrepancies between the reported and
predicted values in the alloys containing less than 4.5 at% Fe and more than 30 at%
Fe. The former discrepancy could be due to the compositional dependence of the
coefficient of 1/T , and the latter discrepancy could be due to the possibility that the
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Fig. 9 Measured and calculated
thermal conductivities for Ni–Cr
solid solution alloys
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Table 2 Parameters for thermal conductivity prediction: λ = (a + cX (1 − X))−1 + eT −1

System a (W−1 · m · K) c (W−1 · m · K) e (103 W · m−1) Conditions

Ni–Cr 0.0156 0.1055 −5.167 XCr < 0.22
Ni–Fe 0.0175 0.0459 −10.70 800 K < T < 1200 K

0.045 < XFe < 0.3
Cu–Ni 0.0296 0.0347 −4.440 700 K < T < 1200 K

0.028 < XNi < 0.23

system is in the two-phase state. Figure 11 compares the thermal conductivities of
Cu–Ni alloys measured and predicted, indicating that the prediction equation can be
applied to Cu–Ni alloys in the temperature range from 700 K to 1200 K and the Ni
concentration range from (2.8 to 23) at%. Figures 10 and 11 suggest that the prediction
equation for thermal conductivity proposed in the present work could be applied to
liquid alloys as well as other solid solution alloys.

5 Conclusions

The thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr solid solution alloys (Cr concentration ≤ 22 at%)
and Nichrome Nos. 1 and 2 alloys have been measured by the hot-strip method in
the temperature range from 293 K to 1273 K. The thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr
and commercial alloy samples increase with increasing temperature up to 1000 K and
are smaller than those of Ni in the measured temperature range. The measured ther-
mal conductivities have been expressed on the basis of the Smith–Palmer equation as
follows:

λ = 0.283L0T/ρ + 10.2
(

W · m−1 · K−1
)

The prediction equation of thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr alloys has also been for-
mulated as a function of temperature and the mole fraction of Cr as follows:

λ = −5.167 × 103 1

T
+ 1

0.1055XCr(1 − XCr) + 0.0156

(
W · m−1 · K−1

)

This equation could reproduce the thermal conductivities of Ni–Cr solid solution
alloys including the commercial alloys, and the difference between the measured and
predicted thermal conductivities is less than 20 %. The prediction equation could be
extended to other solid solution systems such as Ni–Fe and Cu–Ni alloys.

Acknowledgments The authors would like to express their sincere appreciation to Dr. Amica (Miyamura)
Shima of Toshiba Nanoanalysis Co. for valuable discussion as well as instruction about the hot-strip method
and to Mr. Kazuki Endo of Mizuho-DL Financial Technology Co., Ltd. for useful suggestions about the
mathematical analysis.

123



Int J Thermophys (2010) 31:1991–2003 2003

References

1. C. Kittel, Introduction to Solid State Physics, 7th edn. (John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1998)
2. J.S. Blakemore, Solid State Physics, 2nd edn. (W.B. Saunders Company, Philadelphia, 1974)
3. C.S. Smith, E.W. Palmer, Trans. AIME 117, 225 (1935)
4. P.G. Klemens, R.K. Williams, Int. Metals Rev. 31, 197 (1986)
5. S.E. Gustafsson, E. Karawacki, N.M. Khan, J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 12, 1411 (1978)
6. S.E. Gustafsson, E. Karawacki, N.M. Khan, J. Appl. Phys. 52, 2596 (1981)
7. S.E. Gustafsson, J. Appl. Phys. 53, 6064 (1982)
8. S.E. Gustafsson, E. Karawacki, M.A. Chohan, J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 19, 727 (1986)
9. M. Susa, K. Nagata, K.S. Goto, Trans. Jpn. Inst. Met. 29, 133 (1988)

10. E. Yamasue, M. Susa, H. Fukuyama, K. Nagata, Metall. Mater. Trans. A 30, 1971 (1999)
11. E. Yamasue, M. Susa, H. Fukuyama, K. Nagata, J. Cryst. Growth 234, 121 (2002)
12. Y.S. Touloukian, Thermal Conductivity: Metallic Elements and Alloys, Thermophysical Properties of

Matter (Plenum, New York, 1970)
13. S.M. Shelton, W.H. Swanger, Trans. Am. Soc. Steel Treat. 21, 1061 (1993)
14. R.W. Powell, R.P. Tye, Engineer 209, 729 (1960)
15. A. Goldsmith, T.E. Waterman, H.J. Hirschhorn, Handbook of Thermophysical Properties of Solid

Materials (Macmillan, New York, 1961)
16. E.A. Brandes, C.J. Smithells, Smithells Metals Reference Book (Butterworths, London, 1983), pp. 2–14
17. A. Buch, Pure Metals Properties: A Scientific-Technical Handbook (ASM International, Materials

Park, OH, 1999), p. 194
18. Japan Society of Thermophysical Properties, Thermophysical Properties Handbook (Yokendo, Tokyo,

2008), p. 27
19. R.M. Rose, L.A. Shepard, J. Wulff, Structure and Properties of Materials: Electronic Properties, vol. 4

(Wiley, New York, 1966), p. 82
20. G. Lohöfer, J. Brillo, I. Egry, Int. J. Thermophys. 25, 1535 (2004)
21. P.G. Klemens, G. Klemens, B. Neuer, C. Sundqvist, G.K. Uher, White, in Landolt-Börnstein, New

Series III/15c, ed. by O. Madelung, G.K. White (Springer, Berlin, 1991)

123


	Thermal-Conductivity Measurements and Predictions for Ni--Cr Solid Solution Alloys
	Abstract
	1 Introduction
	2 Experimental
	2.1 Samples
	2.2 Thermal Conductivity Measurements

	3 Results
	4 Discussion
	4.1 Smith--Palmer Plot for Thermal Conductivities of Ni--Cr Solid Solutions
	4.2 Prediction Equation for Thermal Conductivities of Ni--Cr Solid Solutions as a Function of Temperature and Chemical Composition
	4.3 Applicability of Prediction Equation for Thermal Conductivity to Other Solid Solution Alloys

	5 Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /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 false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /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 /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


