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Abstract The present work demonstrates the possibilities
and the limits of the in situ electrochemical scanning
tunneling microscopy for investigation of nucleation pro-
cesses in magnetic fields on the examples of Cu and Co
electrodeposition onto Au(111) electrodes from sulfate
electrolytes with pH 3. Cyclic voltammograms of Cu in
the underpotential range (UPD) exhibit no significant
change in the cathodic and anodic peaks recorded in
magnetic fields parallel to the surface. In magnetic fields
of a permanent magnet, the reconstruction of Au has been
annihilated during UPD of Cu. In the overpotential range,
the dissolution of Cu is inhibited. This triggers the
formation of a Cu–Au surface alloy. The UPD deposition
of Co onto Au(111) could be proven without magnetic
field, which leads to the formation of two monolayers. The
nucleation in an applied field could not be observed due to
higher induced fluctuations and microconvective effects.
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Introduction

The understanding of the nucleation and the growth
mechanisms of the first atomic layers of thin metallic films
are of fundamental interest and important for the further
evolution of the film microstructure and their magnetic and

electric properties. The deposition of Cu and Co is of
particular interest because of the miniaturization in semi-
conductor industry. Since at least 10 years, the electrode-
position of Cu onto Au(111) has been extensively
investigated by several groups [18, 26] with respect to the
nucleation and formation of the first monolayers (ML)
summarized in [3]. Furthermore, the initial stage of the
electrodeposition of Co onto Au has been studied widely
[1, 5, 6, 9, 12, 19] by in situ electrochemical scanning
tunneling microscopy (ECSTM). Especially the results of
the latter depend strongly on the experimental conditions
(electrolyte, pH value) and are not always comparable.
Kleinert et al. [12] observed the formation of atomic flat Co
twin layers and twin layer islands onto Au(111) and Au
(100) electrodes deposited in the overpotential deposition
(OPD) range from pure acidic cobalt sulfate electrolytes.
Starting from the first monoatomic layer (ML), the hcp
structure was formed. In situ STM investigations of
Allongue et al. [1] have shown that Co grows epitaxially
on Au(111) at an overpotential of 0.25 V. Cagnon et al. [5,
6] discovered an SCN–-induced underpotential deposition
(UPD) of Co onto Au(111) electrodes in electrolytes
containing 10−3 M H2SO4. Mendoza-Huiza et al. [19]
investigated the deposition from a complex-forming elec-
trolyte ([Co(NH3)5H2O]

2+) containing CoCl2 and NH4Cl at
pH 9.5. They found two peak pairs more positive than the
equilibrium potential (Eeq), which they attributed to the
UPD of cobalt. Flis-Kabulska [9] reported that, in pure
sulfate electrolytes with pH 3, the Co deposition starts at an
underpotential of 0.26 V with monoatomic islands.

Due to the high interest in monoatomic thin metallic
layers with defined physical properties and microstructure,
new methods for preparation are required. One possibility is
the superimposition of external magnetic fields during the
deposition. The influence of magnetic fields on all partial
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stages of the electrodeposition, except the nucleation, was
the focus of numerous works in the recent years. It has been
shown recently by the authors [14, 16] that the superimpo-
sition of external magnetic fields during the deposition
process improves the quality (roughness) of layers with a
thickness between 10 and 50 nm significantly. The structure
of Cu and Zn dendrites has been changed at high
overpotentials [8, 20]. First results to the change in the
phase composition of Co deposited in applied fields are
reported in [11, 17]. To our knowledge, so far, nothing has
been published on the effect of external magnetic fields on
the nucleation and the growth of the first ML, which
determines the growing microstructure.

In the present work, in situ ECSTM investigations of the
initial stages of the deposition of Cu and Co on Au(111) in the
UPD and OPD range with and without applied magnetic fields
are reported. The results are discussed with respect to
magnetically induced changes of the deposition mechanism
and the modification of the film structure. This work is related to
recent investigations of the authors [13–16, 24] and shows for
the first time the possibilities and the limits of in situ ECSTM
investigations of nucleation processes in magnetic fields.

Materials and methods

The in situ ECSTM investigations were carried out in an
STM system of Molecular Imaging (Picoscan). A flame-
annealed Pt wire was used as counter electrode, and PtIr 70/
30 tips isolated with apiezon wax were used as scanning
probes. The potentials were measured vs a Pt pseudo-
reference electrode and later vs a Hg/Hg2SO4/K2SO4(s)
electrode (+650 mV vs SHE, [MSE]). The potential
difference between the Pt pseudo-reference electrode and
the MSE reference electrode was controlled before and after
the measurement. It can be assumed that it was stable
during the measurement. Therefore, all potentials given in
the paper are referred vs the MSE. The working electrode
was prepared from glass substrates evaporated with 2 nm
Cr and 200 nm Au. To obtain atomic flat Au(111) terraces,
the substrates were flame annealed immediately before each
measurement. The deposition was performed from 1 mMol
CuSO4 and 3 mMol CoSO4 electrolytes with pH 3 adjusted
with sulfuric acid.

The measurements under the influence of magnetic
fields were carried out in a modified in situ STM cell,
where a permanent magnet array was placed directly on
the backside of the working electrode, as shown in Fig. 1.
The strength of the magnetic field directly on the Au
surface was about 400 mT. Due to the small cell and
the extremely low scan range, it can be assumed that the
magnetic field lines are oriented perpendicular to the
surface, and the field gradient in this volume is low. Cyclic

voltammetry (CV) measurements were carried out in this in
situ ECSTM cell. For comparison, CVs were recorded in an
electrochemical cell exposed to a uniform magnetic field of
1 T of an electromagnet oriented parallel to the electrode
surface described in detail in [13, 15]. The two different
orientations of the magnetic field allow to consider differ-
ent magnetically induced convective phenomena. The dif-
ferent scan rates used in the experiments are due to the
technical possibilities of the experimental setup.

Results and discussion

Copper deposition

Figure 2a shows CVs representing the electrochemical
behavior of Cu on Au(111) in the UPD range with and
without superimposition of a uniform magnetic field of 1 T
parallel to the electrode surface. In the applied parallel
oriented magnetic field, the I(E) curve is noisy compared to
the curve recorded without magnetic field, which can be
due to fluctuations and micromagnetoconvection in the
electrochemical double layer [13, 15]. Generally, a signif-
icant change in the position of the characteristic adsorp-
tion–desorption (A1–3–D1–3) peaks has not been expected
and also has not been observed in the magnetic field. The
Nernst equilibrium potential for Cu (Eeq) is indicated in the
Fig. 2a and b with an arrow. All peak pairs (A–D) occur at
potentials positive of Eeq and reflect clearly the adsorption–
desorption behavior of the UPD phase as described in detail

Fig. 1 Scheme of the in situ ECSTM cell equipped with permanent
magnets
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by many authors [3, 26]. The A2–D2 peaks without
magnetic field are less developed and rather negligible
and could not be observed in the applied field. Therefore,
the effect of external uniform magnetic fields on the current
density-potential behavior is marginal. The in situ ECSTM
images without magnetic field confirm the well-known
UPD behavior. One 2D-Cu adsorbate monolayer (ML) is
formed at potentials more positive of Eeq, which is not
shown here but frequently described by several authors [3,
26] and observed in own experiments [15].

The CV recorded directly in the ECSTM cell with a
magnetic flux density of 0.4 T of the permanent magnet
oriented perpendicular to the surface is shown in Fig. 2b.
The CV proves also clearly the appearance of two A–D
peak pairs in the UPD range as it is known and similar as it
is shown in Fig. 2a recorded without magnetic field and
with uniform magnetic field. The peaks A2–D2 are in the
background of the slow scan of Fig. 2a and only visible in
the scan without magnetic field. A slight shift of the peak
maxima has been observed. It has been mentioned that a
direct comparison of the CVs shown in Fig. 2a and b is

restricted because the scan rate is faster in the ECSTM cell
and the current density must be lower. The slight shift of
the A–D peaks could be due to the same reason and
requires strongly more detailed investigations.

The nucleation of the Cu deposits more positive of the
equilibrium potential under the influence of the external
magnetic field of a permanent magnet is shown in Fig. 3a–c
by in situ ECSTM. Without applied potential, the quality of
the scanned images is not affected by the magnetic field.
Figure 3a shows the typical 60° facets after the thermal
reconstruction of the Au surface. After applying a potential
of E=−350 mVMSE for about 5 s, the surface has been
changed completely (Fig. 3b). This image as well as the
following one (Fig. 3c) have been scanned after switching
off the potential. These images show that the reconstruction
of the Au surface has been annihilated. The following
potential steps lead to the formation of small islands with a
height of one ML Cu, as the images were always scanned
after switching off the potential, i.e., the metastable adsorbed
Cu layer was probably partly desorbed, and the image
reflects not directly the in situ behavior. From the literature,

Fig. 2 Cyclic voltammetry on
Au(111) of 1 mMol CuSO4

(pH 3) without and in applied
magnetic fields oriented parallel
B=1 T, dE/dt=5 mV/s (a) and
perpendicular to the surface
B=0.4 T (ECSTM),
dE/dt=50 mV/s (b)

Fig. 3 ECSTM investigation of Cu on Au(111) in the UPD range with B=0.4 T (1 mMol CuSO4, pH 3)
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it is known that the thermal reconstruction can be annihilated
at certain potentials [3] mainly due to the high mobility of
the Au atoms and the desorption of adsorbed species. This
has been discussed also by Nakamura et al. [22]. They found
that the Au reconstruction has been annihilated during the
Cu-UPD. The physical background why the annihilation
might be proceeded easily in applied magnetic fields and the
mechanism are not clear, yet. The results give only a first
hint for this effect and need further investigation.

The nucleation of Cu in the OPD range was carried
out in an applied field of B=0.4 T at high overpotentials
(E=−950 mVMSE). This leads immediately to the formation
of numerous small nuclei with a diameter of 5 nm.
Figure 4b shows the STM image after polarization for 3 s
in comparison to the reconstructed Au surface (Fig. 4a).
Interestingly, these Cu nuclei cannot be dissolved within
10 s at high anodic potentials of E=+50 mVMSE (Fig. 4c).
This effect can be discussed with respect to the influence of
the concentration gradient force (Fp), which hinders the
diffusion of the paramagnetic Cu ions away from the
electrode surface (4, 13, 15). The paramagnetic force

Fp ¼ χmol
B2

2μ0
rc ð1Þ

is deviated from the magnetic energy of the system and
depends on the magnetic properties of the species, that
means the volume or molar susceptibility (χmol) and the
gradient of the concentration (∇c); μ0 is the permeability in
vacuum. During the dissolution, the concentration of Cu
ions is extremely high at the surface, and the concentration
gradient is directed towards the electrode surface. This local
high concentration of Cu ions can trigger a preferred
formation of a Cu–Au surface alloy [15]. Additionally, the
high mobility of Au atoms, as has been shown before,
supports this assumption. The formation of a Au–Cu alloy
can also be expected from the theoretical point of view.
Christensen et al. [7] discussed the probability for the
formation of surface alloys with the higher free surface
energy of Cu (γ(111)=1.95 J/m2) in comparison to Au
(γ(111)=1.28 J/m2) [15]. The lower free surface energy of
Au and the tendency to minimize the energy of the system
Au atoms can diffuse easily to the surface.

Cobalt deposition

Figure 5 shows the CVs of Au in H2SO4 with pH 3 with
and without addition of 3 mmol CoSO4 and without applied
magnetic fields. Without Co addition, a wide peak pair (S–
S′) was observed at about 0 mVMSE, which is due to the
anion desorption or anion-induced reconstruction. After
addition of Co ions, the cathodic current density decreases
at potentials more negative than E=−450 mVMSE (A1), and
the anodic current density of the peak S′/D increases
slightly. The negative current density cannot be caused by
the reduction in hydrogen ions, which is obvious from the
CV of pure sulfuric acid and the Nernst potential for
hydrogen reduction at pH 3 (Eeq=−825 mVMSE). The
occurrence of the additional peak (A1) indicates clearly the
UPD of Co on Au(111) substrates because the Nernst
potential for Co in 3 mmol CoSO4 is much more negative
than Eeq=−998 mVMSE.

The large potential difference between the cathodic peak
(A1) and the anodic peak (S′+D1) is not typical for UPD. It
should be expected that the desorption (D1) starts at more
negative potentials than S′. But this peak appears only as a
slightly increased S′ peak. That means the Co layer has not
been dissolved completely. This could be caused by the

Fig. 4 ECSTM investigation of Cu on Au(111) in the OPD range with B=0.4 T (1 mMol CuSO4, pH 3), zmax=1.5 nm

Fig. 5 CV of Au(111) in H2SO4 and 3 mMol CoSO4, pH 3, dE/dt=
50 mV/s
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formation of 2D or 3D surface alloys according to Budevski
and the cited authors within [3]. The dissolution of the surface
alloy needs a higher amount of energy or potential and
explains the shift of the desorption peak to the position of S′.
The probability for the formation of surface alloys has been
discussed before, and the condition is also given for the
system Co–Au. A higher surface energy of Co (γ(111)=2.7 J/
m2) in comparison to Au (γ(111)=1.28 J/m2) and the tendency
to minimize the energy of the system can lead to surface
diffusion and alloy formation [15].

The ECSTM studies confirm the results of the CV
measurements. Figure 6a shows images of atomically flat
Au(111) terraces in 3 mM CoSO4 at E=−300 mVMSE.
Between the two large terraces are several steps, each with
a height of 0.24 nm (dAu(111)=0.235 nm). After 2 min
polarization at E=−650 mVMSE, the nucleation of Co starts
in the UPD range at the step edges of the substrate
(Fig. 6b). After about 3 min, one ML covers almost the
whole scanned electrode surface (Fig. 6c). The second ML
is formed after further polarization of 4 min at E=0 mVMSE

(Fig. 6d). The formation of two ML is untypical for UPD,

but has been detected also for the deposition of Tl on Ag by
Pauling and Jüttner [23].

The step height of the two ML was measured on several
positions. The first ML has a mean height of 0.2 nm, which fits
very good to the Co(111) plane or the c-axis of the first ML of
the Co lattice (fcc: dCo(111)=0.2035 nm, hcp: dCo(002)=
0.2035 nm). The height of the second ML deviates with
0.24 nm significantly from that value. Similar phenomena
were observed by Kleinert et al. [12] for the system Co on Au
(111) in the OPD range and Möller et al. for the system Ni on
Au(111) [21]. Both found a smaller height of the first ML than
the theoretical value, which they attributed to an electronic
contrast. Equation 2 describes the correlation between the
distance of the tip and the electrode surface dT and the
tunneling current IT [10, 27], whereas UT is the bias, me

the mass of an electron, Φ the height of the potential barrier,
and ħ Planck constant.

IT / UT exp �
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

2meΦ
�

ħ2
q

� dT
� �

ð2Þ

Fig. 6 ECSTM investigation of
Co on Au(111) in the UPD
range, 3 mMol CoSO4,
pH 3, scan size 260×260 nm.
a–c zmax=1 nm, d zmax=1.5 nm
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Φ includes the difference of the work function for both metals,
which might cause such a contrast. To exclude this, different
biases were applied. If the measured discrepancy is a material
contrast, it would change with dT, respectively, with UT. But
the thickness of both ML did not significantly change with
UT, which proves that the measured step heights are the real
values.

The presented results show a very good conformity
between the theoretical value of the lattice distance of Au
(111) and the measured step height of the substrate. The
formation of a Co ML with different crystallographic
orientation is very improbable because this would cause a
high stress inside of the monolayer.

Zhou et al. [27] discovered for the deposition of Co on
Cu(100) from the gas phase the formation of a Cu ML on
top of a previously deposited Co layer, which they explain
with the lower free surface energy of Cu similar as for Cu
on Au(111) as discussed before.

It was found by STM investigations of annealed Au
samples that the surface diffusion of Au is very fast and gives
rise to the formation of new two-dimensional structures on
top of the Au surface [25]. Therefore, our conclusion is that
the second ML formed on top of the Co ML deposited in
the UPD range is a Au(111) ML. The desorption of the Co-
UPD phase is blocked by the Au(111) layer.

Investigations on the deposition of Co in the UPD as
well as OPD range with superimposition of external
magnetic fields could not be carried out successfully by in
situ ECSTM until now. One reason might be the one-order
higher molar magnetic susceptibility of the Co ions (χCo=
10−8 m3/mol) in comparison to the Cu ions (χCu=1.46×
10−9 m3/mol). This leads also to higher gradient forces
close to the electrode surface. As a result, micromagneto-
convection is generated and makes any scanning process
impossible [2, 15, 16]. Structural changes of thin Co layers
deposited at high overpotentials could be shown and have
been discussed in earlier works of the authors [15, 16].

From this point, the in situ investigations of the
nucleation process are strongly required and will be a
subject of further investigations.

Conclusion

The nucleation of Cu and Co onto Au(111) electrodes from
sulfate electrolytes with pH 3 has been investigated under the
influence of magnetic fields by cyclic voltammetry and in situ
ECSTM measurements. Cyclic voltammograms of Cu
recorded in superimposed magnetic fields exhibit no signif-
icant change in the adsorption–desorption peaks in the UPD
range. In applied magnetic fields, the annihilation of the
reconstructed Au layer has been observed at the UPD
potential (E=−350 mVMSE). In the overpotential range

(OPD), the dissolution of Cu is inhibited. It has been
concluded that the diffusion of Cu ions away from the
surface is hindered due to gradient forces acting in the
direction of the concentration gradient. This might trigger a
preferred formation of a Cu–Au surface alloy. It can be
summarized for Cu that external applied magnetic fields
have only a marginal effect on the nucleation process. The
UPD of Co onto Au(111) has been proven without
magnetic field, which leads to the formation of two ML at
E=−650 mVMSE. It was concluded from the ECSTM
measurements that the second ML formed on the first Co
ML is a Au(111) layer caused by surface diffusion. The
investigation of the nucleation in an applied magnetic field
failed in the UPD range as well as in the OPD range.
Microconvective effects immediately after switching on the
potential makes scanning impossible. Therefore, the effect of
applied magnetic fields on the nucleation and structure of Co
can be investigated only by external methods. The results have
shown the limits of in situ ECSTM in applied magnetic fields.

Acknowledgment The German Research Council (DFG) is grate-
fully acknowledged for the support of this work as a framework C6 of
SFB609 “Elektromagnetische Strömungsbeeinflussung in Metallurgie,
Kristallzüchtung und Elektrochemie.”

References

1. Allongue P, Cagnon L, Gomes C, Gündel A, Costa V (2004) Surf
Sci 557:41

2. Aogaki R, Tadano A, Shinohara K (1999) Transfer phenomena in
magnetohydrodynamic and electroconducting flows. Kulwer,
Netherlands, p 169

3. Budevski E (1996) Electrochemical phase formation and growth.
Verlag Weinheim, Weinheim

4. Bund A, Köhler S, Kühnlein HH, Plieth W (2003) Electrochim
Acta 49:147

5. Cagnon L, Gundel A, Devolder T, Morrone A, Schmidt JE,
Allongue P (2000) Appl Surf Sci 164:22

6. Cagnon L, Devolder T, Cortes R, Morrone A, Schmidt JE,
Chapert C, Allongue P (2001) Phys Rev B 63:104419

7. Christensen A, Ruban AV, Stoltze P (1997) Phys Rev B 56:5822
8. Coey JMD, Hinds G, Lyons MEG (1999) Europhys Lett 472:267
9. Flis-Kabulska I (2006) J Appl Electrochem 36:131

10. Hamann C, Hietschold M (1991) Raster-Tunnel-Mikroskopie.
Akademie Verlag GmbH, Berlin

11. Khan HR, Petrikowski K (2001) Mat Sci Forum 373–376:725
12. Kleinert M, Waibel HF, Kolb DM (2001) Electrochim Acta

46:3129–3136
13. Krause A, Uhlemann M, Gebert A, Schultz L (2004) Electrochim

Acta 49:4127
14. Krause A, Hamann C, Uhlemann M, Gebert A, Schultz L (2005) J

Magn Magn Mater 290–291:261
15. Krause A (2006) Elektrokristallisation von Kobalt und Kupfer unter

Einwirkung homogener Magnetfelder. TU-Dresden, Germany
16. Krause A, Uhlemann M, Gebert A, Schultz L (2006) Thin Solid

Films 515:1694–1700
17. Kwon HW, Kim SK (2000) J Appl Phys 879:6185

684 J Solid State Electrochem (2007) 11:679–685



18. Lorentz WJ, Gassa LM, Schmidt U (1992) Electrochim Acta
12:2173

19. Mendoza-Huiza LH, Robles J, Palomar-Pardavé M (2002) J
Electroanal Chem 521:95

20. Mogi I, Kamiko M (1996) J Cryst Growth 166:276
21. Möller FA, Magnussen OM, Behm RJ (1996) Phys Rev Lett

77:5249–5252
22. Nakamura M, Endo O, Ohta T, Ito M, Yoda Y (2002) Surf Sci

514:227

23. Pauling HJ, Jüttner K (1992) Electrochim Acta 37(12):2237–
2244

24. Uhlemann M, Krause A, Chopart JP, Gebert A (2005) J Electrochem
Soc 152:C817

25. Vitos L, Ruban AV, Skriver HL, Kollár J (1998) Surf Sci 411:186–
202

26. Will T (1994) Untersuchung zur Kupferabscheidungauf Au(111)
Elektroden. University Ulm, Germany

27. Zhou GL, Yang MH, Flynn CP (1996) Phys Rev Lett 77:4580

J Solid State Electrochem (2007) 11:679–685 685


	Investigation of nucleation processes under the influence of magnetic fields
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	Copper deposition
	Cobalt deposition

	Conclusion
	References




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /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 150
  /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 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /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 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. 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 journal articles and eBooks for online presentation. Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


