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Abstract We have performed the molecular dynamics
simulation to obtain energy, pressure, and self-diffusion coef-
ficient of helium at different temperatures and densities using
Lennard—Jones (LJ), Hartree—Fock dispersion-Individual
damping (HFD-ID) potential, and the HFD-like potential
which has been obtained with an inversion of viscosity data
at zero pressure supplemented by quantum corrections fol-
lowing the Feynman—Hibbs approach. The contribution of
three-body interactions using an accurate simple relationship
reported by Wang and Sadus between two-body and three-
body interactions has been also involved for non-effective
potentials (HFD-ID and HFD-like) in simulation. Our results
show a good agreement with corresponding experimental
data. A comparison of our simulated results with other mole-
cular simulations using different potentials is also included.

Keywords Potential energy function - Molecular
dynamics simulation - Quantum corrections -
Feynman-Hibbs approach - Three-body interactions -
Self-diffusion coefficient

1 Introduction

The knowledge of interactions in noble gases remains a fun-
damental question that is not completely solved. Despite the
simplicity of their closed-shell electronic structure, it is well
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known that a simple pair potential, by giving the essential
features of the structural and thermodynamic properties, is
not sufficient for a quantitative description, and many-body
effects have to be taken into account [1].

It is well established that the physical properties of rare
gases are overwhelmingly governed by interactions involving
pairs of molecules [2]. The rare gases except helium and neon
show the classical behavior at their liquid state. The quantum
effects of helium give rise to super fluidity. Although neon
does not display such dramatic effects, the quantum effects
can not be ignored [3,4].

Two approaches have been proposed to consider the quan-
tum effects, the so-called Wigner—Kirkwood (WK) [5-7] and
Feynman—Hibbs (FH) [8] potentials. The WK potential arises
from an expansion in powers of / of the partition function
which has been used in the literature to estimate the quantum
corrections on different properties.

The FH potential used in the present work is based on the
Feynman-Hibbs variation estimate of the quantum partition
function [8], leading to an effective pair potential depen-
ding on temperature and is easy to implement in a standard
molecular dynamics (MD) or Monte Carlo (MC) simulation
code [3].

The FH potential has been studied by Sese [9] to calculate
the thermodynamic properties of the helium system using
new theoretical methods. Also Tchouar et al. [3,4,10] have
computed the thermodynamics and transport properties of
helium system using LJ potential via the FH approach.

Besides the two-body interactions, it is also well known
[11-13] that three-body interactions can make a small but
significant contribution to the energy of fluids. These impor-
tant three-body effects have previously remained undetected
because earlier works were confined to effective potentials
such as Lennard—Jones (LJ) potential [14]. It has been esta-
blished [15-18] that pair potentials alone are insufficient for
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quantitatively accurate calculations. To obtain the quantita-
tive agreement with the experiment, pair potentials must be
used in conjunction with three-body interactions [19].

The study of three-body forces began in 1943 when
Axilrod and Teller [20] used third-order perturbation theory
to calculate the three-body triple-dipole dispersion energy for
atoms with a spherical charge distribution. However, if three
body interactions are directly included in such computations,
the cost of the calculation is dramatically increased. In the
worst case, the computing time of a system of N molecules
scales in proportion to N for pair interactions, compared
with N3 for three-body interactions.

Marecelli and Sadus [17] have reported good results for the
prediction of the vapour-liquid equilibria of the pure sub-
stances argon, krypton, and xenon using accurate two-body
potentials such as the Barker—Fisher—Watts (BFW) potential
plus three-body contributions. They also showed that there
is a simple and accurate relationship between the two-body
and three-body interactions that allows us to obtain the three-
body effect in a simulation without any additional compu-
tational cost [17,18]. Recently, Goharshadi and Abbaspour
[21] performed the MD simulations for the phase equilibria
of argon, krypton and xenon with the energies calculated
from the HFD-like pair potential [22] plus the contribution
of three-body interactions using the relation of Marcelli and
Sadus [17].

Systems of spherical molecules, such as the rare gases,
have been intensively studied over a broad range of tempera-
tures and densities using pair interactions. Several MD and
MC simulations involving different approaches and different
potentials were performed for helium. The recent calcula-
tions have taken the quantum effects into account [3,4,10,23]
and three body interactions [24] cover only some state points
of the phase diagram and could not approach the properties
accurately and it is still at the limits of today’s feasibilities
to obtain accurate atomic potential functions for molecular
simulations.

The purpose of the present paper is to perform the MD
simulation to obtain internal energy, pressure, self-diffusion
coefficient of helium at different temperatures and densities
using LJ potential [25], HFD-ID potential [26], and HFD-like
potential [27] which has been obtained with an inversion of
viscosity data and a simple and accurate expression reported
by Wang and Sadus [18] for computing the three-body dis-
persion interactions. We have also considered the quantum
corrections for both potentials.

2 Theory
2.1 Intermolecular potentials

For the pair interactions of helium, we have used LJ potential
[24]:

@ Springer

Table 1 The coefficients of different pair-potentials of helium used in
the simulation, Egs. (1)—(3)

Coefficients L] HFD-ID HFD-like

Fm (A) 2.97

o (A) 2.55 2.64 2.61

e/k (K) 10.22 10.92 10.4

A* 2.9410 x 10° 1.044 x 108
ot 11.2970 233646.0

B* —1.3233 0.0

c: 1.3511 2.0163

C3 0.4142 7.4459

Cty 0.1710 —9.4245

ct, 0.0384

Dg 1.4652

Dg 1.2

Do 1.1

Dy 1.0

U (x) =4(x_12 —x—f’), (1)

HFD-ID potential [26]:

C*
Ui =a"ep (—a'y + %)= D RO)E @
n=6,8,10,12 Y

D, 2
Fu(y) = exp [—(7 - 1) } y=<1

F,x)=1 y=1

and HFD-like potential which has been obtained via the inver-
sion of viscosity data at zero pressure [27]:

cr c¥ cr
Uj(x) = A¥exp (—a*x) — [ =& + =8 4 10 3
5 (x) xp( ozx) (x6+x8+x10 3)
in molecular dynamics simulation, where x = r/o, y =

r/rm, and U = Us/e (o is the distance at which the inter-
molecular potential has zero value and ¢ is the well depth of
potential). The values of parameters of these potentials have
been given in Table 1.

The contribution from three-body interactions was eva-
luated from a simple expression [18] that allows us to obtain
an accurate overall intermolecular potential, Ut(r), solely in
terms of pair contributions, U (r), and well-known intermo-
lecular parameters:

0.85Up:| @

wm=wmp— -
0

where v is the non-additive coefficient and its value for helium
is 12.6095 (kJA  mol=") [2] and p = N/V is the num-
ber density obtained by dividing the number of molecules
(N) by the volume (V). It should be noted that [17] only
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non-effective (HFD-ID and HFD-like) potentials can be used
in this relationship. Therefore, the effect of three-body inter-
actions can be incorporated into a simulation involving
pair-interactions without any additional computational cost.
Comparison of this approach with a full two-body plus three-
body calculation indicates that there is no significant loss of
accuracy [17,18,28].

In order to consider the quantum effects, we have also
used the FH effective potential with both two-body, U, (r),
and total potential, Ut(r), as:

" Us y (1)
Upn(r) = U r(r) + R |:Ué/,T(V) 422 ’ j| Q)

241 r

where § = 1/kgT, p is the reduced mass, and the prime
and the double prime are the first and second r derivatives,
respectively.

As Eq. (5) shows, the FH potential appears as the sum of
the classical two-body, U>(r), or total potential, Ut (r), and
a quantum correction term that depends on the mass and the
temperature.

2.2 Simulation details

The MD simulations using MOLDY software! have been per-
formed for a system of 1,000 atoms in a cubic box and the
conventional periodic boundary condition has been applied.
We have used the NVT ensemble using a Nose—Hoover ther-
mostat for helium atoms interacting via the two-body, quan-
tum two-body potentials and via the total intermolecular
potentials. The number of time steps, n;, size of time steps,
At, and the cutoff radius, r., have been chosen as 5,000,
0.01 ps, and 2.50, respectively. The long-range correction
terms have been evaluated to recover the contribution to the
pressure and energy for the intermolecular potential.

3 Results and discussion
3.1 Pressure and energy

We have performed the MD simulations to obtain the redu-
ced internal energy and pressure of helium using LJ, HFD-ID
and HFD-like two-body potentials and a simple and accurate
expression for computing the three-body dispersion interac-
tions [ 18] for non-effective potentials. We have also conside-
red the quantum corrections, FH potential, for the potentials.

Our results for pressure and energy of helium in the NVT
ensemble have been compared at different temperatures

! The MOLDY program was coded by Refson K and can be downloaded
from the internet at http://www.earth.ox.ac.uk/%7Ekeith/moldy.html.

and densities with the experiment® [31,32] and previous
theoretical works using MD and MC simulations [3,4,10,23,
24] in Tables 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6. The normal conventions have
been adopted for the reduced density (p* = po>), reduced
temperature (T* = kT/¢), reduced energy (U* = U /¢), and
reduced pressure (P* = Po3/¢). It should be noted that
we have used the LJ parameters (0 = 2.55A and ¢/k =
10.22 K) [25] for reducing the dimensions of the properties.
In these tables, ‘Q’ denotes the quantum corrections using
FH potential along with the two-body potential. We have also
considered the corrections for calculating the pressure using
the total intermolecular potential proposed by Smitetal. [32].

As Table 2 shows, there is much better agreement obtained
between our simulated values of two-body and total pressure
of helium using the HFD-like potential and the experimental
values than those obtained based on LJ potential; however, LJ
potential is better than HFD-ID potential except at high den-
sities (o™ > 2.1) where this order is vice versa. Table 2 also
shows that including the quantum corrections increases the
pressure and improves the results, especially for L] and HFD-
like potentials except at high densities (p* > 2.1) where
our results are larger than the experimental values. However,
the FH potential could not succeed completely in capturing
the strong quantum effects that are characteristic of helium
especially at low temperatures. Similar results have been also
obtained by Tchouar et al. [4]. In the region (p* > 2.1) the
HFD-ID potential shows the best agreement with the expe-
riment. Our results in this table also show that considering
the three-body interactions using Wang and Sadus expression
[18] (Eq. (4)) has small effect on the pressure and improves
our results to some extent compared to experimental data.
This table also shows that the quantum corrections have the
larger effect on the pressure results relative to the contribution
of three-body of Wang and Sadus.

We have compared our simulated values of pressure using
the two-body potentials with the previous MD simulations in
Table 3. As this table shows, our results (except of HFD-ID
potential) are much better than those of quadratic Feynman—
Hibbs (QFH) method [4,10] which were calculated based
on a path-integral simulation using the LJ potential and FH
quantum potential. Our results using LJ and HFD-like poten-
tial is also better than the DMLJ method [4, 10] at high tempe-
ratures but DMLJ method is better than those obtained using
the HFD-ID potential. DMLJ method is a path-integral simu-
lation method based on the LJ potential. Table 3 shows that
the MD simulation using the symmetry-adapted perturbation
theory (SAPT) [33] and Aziz [34] potentials is better than our
results using the LJ and HFD-like potential at high densities
(p* = 2.1) but our results using HFD-ID potential are better
than SAPT and Aziz potentials.

2 Available from http:/webbook.nist.gov/chemistry/fluid/.
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Table 4 Comparison between our calculated values of reduced total pressure with literatural values using different two and three-body potentials

T* ;0* Pe*xp [31-33] Po*ur values Pl}iklerature values

HFD-like HFD-ID SAPT+CM [24] AZIZ+BM [24]
29.3542 2.1024 1030.689 1387.6800 £ 9.8902 966.67 £ 5.4331 912.219 924.066
29.3542 2.1805 1149.159 1599.3600 &+ 7.7146 1091.328 £ 4.5276 995.148 1018.842
29.3542 2.28 1338.711 1893.360 £ 0.8644 1270.080 £ 9.9254 1125.465 1172.853

‘We have compared our simulated values of pressure using
the total (two-body plus three-body) potentials with the MD
simulation of Chang and Boninsegni [24] using the SAPT
and Aziz two-body potentials with Cohen and Murrel (CM)
[35] and Bruch-McGee (BM) [36] three-body potentials in
Table 4. As it can be seen in this table, our pressure values
using the HFD-ID potential have better agreement with expe-
riment than SAPT+CM and Aziz+BM potentials and these
literature potentials are better than our results using HFD-like
potential. If we compare the pressure values in Tables 3 and
4, we find that the CM and BM three-body potentials have
greater effects on the total pressure relative to the three-body
potential of Wang and Sadus. This result is due to the fact that
although both the BM and the CM interactions are the sum
of two distinct terms: the (mainly repulsive) triple—dipole
Axilrod-Teller term, and an attractive term, arising from
electronic exchange taking place in triplets of neighboring
atoms but the Wang and Sadus expression just accounts for
the triple-dipole Axilrod—Teller term. Chang and Boninsegni
[24] showed that the attractive part of the three-body potential
gives the dominant contribution and Wang and Sadus expres-
sion not have this term. Our results also confirm the Chang
and Boninsegni [24] results that showed two- and three-body
terms alone are insufficient to reproduce quantitatively the
properties of condensed “He in the pressure range conside-
red. This suggests that four-body and higher order terms may
be required.

As Table 5 shows much better agreement is obtained bet-
ween our simulated values energy of helium and the experi-
mental values [23] using QHFD-ID potential than those of
other potentials. This result confirms that the quantum cor-
rections increase the energy-like pressure and improve the
results. Our results in this table also show that including the
three-body interactions using Wang and Sadus expression
[18] has small effect on the values of energy but improves our
results. Like pressure, the quantum corrections have much
better effects to the energy results relative to the three-body
potential of Wang and Sadus.

The three-body interactions based on the triple-dipole dis-
persion term of Axilrod and Teller contribute commonly
5-10% to the overall energy of the liquid phase. Table 5
shows that the three-body interactions via the expression of
Wang and Sadus [18] contribute from 0.03 to 11% at many

state points and even to 50% at few state points to the total
energy of helium. Our results confirm that better results may
be obtained by including the four-body and higher order
terms for helium in the condensed phase.

We have also compared our simulated values of energy
using the two-body potentials with other MD simulations
using different two-body potentials in Table 6. Table 6 shows
that our results (especially those of QHFD-ID potential) are
superior QFH and DMLIJ methods [4,10].

We have studied the temperature and density effects on
the results of our pressure and energy using different poten-
tials in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. It is shown in these figures
that all the pressure results using different potentials almost
show the same trend as the experimental results with increa-
sing temperature and density. As Fig. 1 shows, at p* =
0.01 and 0.1 the pressure results using different potentials
are the same. At p* = 0.2 and higher, the pressure values
using QHFD-like potential show better agreement with expe-
rimental data than other potentials. As it can be shown, our
results using QLJ potential are better than those of QHFD-ID
potential.

As Fig. 2 shows, our results for energy using the QLJ and
QHFD-like potentials are the same but the results of QHFD-
ID potential are better than other potentials. As Figs. 1 and 2
show the effects of quantum corrections to the pressure and
energy are greater than that of three-body potential of Wang
and Sadus.

3.2 Self-diffusion coefficient

The self-diffusion coefficient, D, can be obtained based on
the Einstein formula [37] using the time-dependent mean-
square displacement of particles, expected linear at large
times:

) 1
D= lim ﬁEZNQn ) =i OF) (©)

where r;(¢) is the position of the particle i at time ¢.
We have calculated the reduced self-diffusion coefficient

of helium (D* = D 0; ) using MDD simulation with different
potentials at various temperatures and densities in Table 7.
We have also compared our results of self-diffusion coeffi-

cient using two-body potentials at various temperatures and
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Fig. 1 Comparison between experimental data (see footnote 2) and our simulated results of reduced pressure at different reduced temperatures
and densities using different two-body and total (two-body plus three-body) potentials

densities with other simulations in Table 8. We have also
compared our results with theoretical calculations of Slaman
and Aziz [38] using an empirical potential and a theoretical
work using an ab initio potential [39].

As Table 8 shows, at low temperatures our results are grea-
ter than those of other simulation values and our results are
closer to the theoretical works at moderate temperatures. It

is shown in this table that our results using QHFD-ID have
better agreement with the literature works.

4 Conclusions

We have performed the molecular dynamics simulation to
obtain energy, pressure and self-diffusion coefficient of

@ Springer
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Fig. 2 Comparison between experimental data (see footnote 2) and our simulated results of reduced energy at different reduced temperatures and
densities using different two-body and total (two-body plus three-body) potentials

helium at different temperatures and densities using LJ,
HFD-ID and HFD-like potentials supplemented by quantum
corrections followed the effective Feynman—Hibbs poten-
tial. The contribution of three-body interactions using an
accurate simple relation of Wang and Sadus between two-
body and three-body interactions has been also included for
non-effective potentials (HFD-ID and HFD-like) in simula-
tion. Our results show a good agreement with experiment.
Our results indicated that the quantum HFD-like potential

@ Springer

(QHFD-like) and the quantum HFD-ID potential (QHFD-
ID) of helium have better agreements with experimental data
of pressure and energy, respectively. Our results also showed
that the including FH quantum corrections has better effect on
the results which makes better agreement with the experiment
compared to the Wang and Sadus three-body contribution.
These results show that the three-body expression of Wang
and Sadus is a reasonable approximation for helium com-
pared with other (CM and BM) three-body potentials. The
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Table 7 Our calculated values of reduced self-diffusion coefficient using the different two-body and total potentials

T* p * D t*wo—body D ::)tal
LJ QLJ HFD-Like QHFD-like HFD-ID HFD-IDQ HFD-like HFD-ID

0.2000 0.3650 1.1426 0.5579 1.2092 0.4522 1.3505 0.3929 1.1910 1.3590
0.2935 0.3555 1.8519 1.0228 1.5137 0.7843 1.7180 0.7477 1.3716 1.6184
0.3914 0.3240 2.1735 1.7063 2.1054 1.4326 2.2684 1.3623 2.0748 2.0797
0.4990 0.3650 1.9053 2.2581 2.0220 2.0932 1.8683 1.8700 1.9968 2.1403
0.9785 0.0126 45.1519 43.9056 44.2648 43.8692 43.7145 44.6575 0.3328 43.7150
4.8924 0.0024 243.8959 243.8008 242.8186 243.1273 244.0314 243.1415 242.8357 244.0323
7.5342 1.0752 4.9522 3.6397 4.3867 3.2733 5.1809 5.1552 4.5993 5.3025
8.6108 0.2001 70.1721 68.7376 67.8120 65.1661 72.1364 73.3980 68.7039 71.6706
9.7847 0.0012 491.6632 491.2190 489.9043 491.9638 492.0772 492.5211 464.0250 492.0772

Table 8 Comparison between our calculated values of reduced two-body self-diffusion coefficient with literatural values using different two-body

potentials
r* P D vatues D terature values
LJ QLJ HFD-Like QHFD-like HFD-ID HFD-IDQ QFH DMLJ QMD Slaman & Aziz ab initio
[4,10] [10] [4,10] [38] [39]
0.2000 0.3650 1.1426  0.5579 1.2092 0.4522 1.3505  0.3929 0.1156 0.0034  0.0034
0.2935 0.3555 1.8519 1.0228 1.5137 0.7843 1.7180  0.7477 0.0319 0.0095  0.0297
0.3914 0.3240  2.1735 1.7063  2.1054 1.4326 2.2684 1.3623 0.0146
0.4990 0.3650 1.9053  2.2581 2.0220 2.0932 1.8683 1.8700 0.0297
0.9785 0.0126 45.1519 43.9056 44.2648  43.8692 43.7145 44.6575 14.0691
4.8924 0.0024 243.8959 243.8008 242.8186 243.1273  244.0314 243.1415 226.1387 14.0691
7.5342 1.0752 49522 3.6397  4.3867 3.2733 5.1809  5.1552 0.9530
8.6108 0.2001 70.1721 68.7376 67.8120  65.1661 72.1364  73.3980 221.9928
9.7847 0.0012 491.6632 491.2190 489.9043 491.9638  492.0772 492.5211 712.3368 712.3368

same results have been obtained with the Marcelli and Sadus
expression for argon, krypton and xenon. Much better results
may be obtained by including the four-body and higher order
terms for helium in the condensed phase.

References

—

® NN

Jakse N, Bomont JM, Bretonnet JL (2002) J Chem Phys 116:8504
Maitland GC, Rigby M, Smith EB, Wakeham WA (1987)
Intermolecular forces, their origin and determination. Clarendon
Press, Oxford

Tchouar N, Ould-Kaddour F, Levesque DJ (2004) Chem Phys
121:7326

Tchouar N, Benyettou M, Ould-Kaddour FJ (2005) Mol Liq
122:69

Wigner EP (1932) Phys Rev 40:749

Kirkwood JG (1933) Phys Rev 44:31

Hansen JP, Weis JJ (1969) Phys Rev 188:314

Feynman RP, Hibbs A (1965) Quantum mechanics and path-
integral. McGraw-Hill, New York

Sese LM (1994) Mol Phys 81:1297

10.

11.
12.
13.
14.

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.

22.

23.
24.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.

Tchouar N, Benyettou M, Ould-Kaddour F (2003) Int J Mol Sci
4:595

Barker JA, Fisher RA, Watts RO (1971) Mol Phys 21:657
Monson A, Rigby M, Steele WA (1983) Mol Phys 49:893

Elrod MJ, Saykally RJ (1994) Chem Rev 94:1975

Sadus RJ (1999) Molecular simulation of fluids: theory, algorithms
and object- orientation. Elsevier, Amsterdam

Anta JA, Lomba E, Lombardero M (1997) Phys Rev E 55:2707
Sadus RJ (1998) Fluid Phase Equilib 144:351

Marcelli G, Sadus RJ (2000) J Chem Phys 112:6382

Wang L, Sadus RJ (2006) J Chem Phys 125:144509-1

Marcelli G, Todd BD, Sadus RJ (2001) J Chem Phys 115:9410
Axilrod BM, Teller E (1943) J Chem Phys 11:299

Goharshadi EK, Abbaspour M (2006) J Chem Theory Comput
2:920

Goharshadi EK, Alahmadi MJ, Najafi B (2003) Can J Chem
81:866

Muser MH, Luijten EJ (2002) J Chem Phys 116:1621

Chang S, Bononsegni MJ (2001) J Chem Phys 115:2629

Seitz JC, Blancor JG (1996) J Chem Thermodyn 28:1207

Aziz RA, Slaman MJ (1991) J Chem Phys 94:8047

Goharshadi EK, Abbaspour M (2004) Indian J Chem A 43:1385
Marcelli G, Todd BD, Sadus RJ (2004) J Chem Phys 120:3043
Polian A, Grimsditch M (1986) Europhys Lett 2:849

@ Springer



368

Theor Chem Account (2008) 119:355-368

30.

31.

32.
33.

34.

Mao HK, Hemley RJ, Wu Y, Jephcoat AP, Finger LW, Zha CS,
Bassett WA (1988) Phys Rev Lett 60:2649

Loubeyre P, LeToullec R, Pinceaux JP, Mao HK, Hu J, Hemley
R (1993) J Phys Rev Lett 71:2272

Smit B, Hauschild T, Prausnitz M (1992) Mol Phys 77:1021
Jeziorski B, Moszynski R, Szalewicz K (1994) Chem Rev
94:1887

Aziz RA, Nain VPS, Carley JS, Taylor WL, McConville GT
(1979) J Chem Phys 70:4330

@ Springer

35.
36.
37.

38.
39.

Cohen M J, Murrel JN (1996) Chem Phys Lett 260:371

Bruch LW, McGee 1J (1973) J Chem Phys 59:409

Allen M, Tildesley D (1987) Computer simulation of liquids.
Oxford University Press, Oxford

Slaman MJ, Aziz RA (1991) IntJ Thermophys 12:837

Hurly 1J, Moldover MR (2000) J Res Natl Inst Stand Technol
105:667



	Quantum computation of the properties of helium usingtwo-body and three-body intermolecular potentials:a molecular dynamics study
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Theory
	Intermolecular potentials
	Simulation details
	Results and discussion
	Pressure and energy
	Self-diffusion coefficient
	Conclusions
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /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
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /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 0.15
    /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
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


