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OVERVIEW OF THE HEAVY ION FUSION PROGRAM"

C.M. Celata, Ernest Orlando Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Berkeley, CA 94720, USA
for the U.S. Virtual National Laboratory for Heavy lon Fusion

Abstract

The world Heavy Ion Fusion (HIF) Program for
inertial fusion energy is looking toward the development
and commissioning of several new experiments. Recent
and planned upgrades of the facilities at GSI, in Russia,
and in Japan greatly enhance the ability to study energy
deposition in hot dense matter. Worldwide target design
developments have focused on non-ignition targets for
nearterm experiments and designs which, while lowering
the energy required for ignition, tighten accelerator
requirements. The U.S program is transitioning between
scaled beam dynamics experiments and high current
experiments with  power-plant-driver-scale  beams.
Current effort is aimed at preparation for the next-step
large facility, the Integrated Research Experiment (IRE)--
an induction linac accelerating multiple beams to a few
hundred MeV, then focusing to deliver tens of kilojoules
to a target. The goal is to study heavy ion energy
deposition, and to test all of the components and physics
needed for an engineering test of a power plant driver and
target chamber. This paper will include an overview of
the Heavy lon Fusion program abroad and a more in-
depth view of the progress and plans of the U.S. program.

1 INTRODUCTION

The international program in Heavy Ion Fusion is at
the threshold of planning and constructing experiments
which will test many accelerator and target issues in
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parameter ranges relevant to an eventual powerplant. In
Europe, Russia, and Japan the emphasis is on
measurements of stopping of heavy ions in matter.
Accelerator studies there focus on the challenge of
delivering very high-current beams to the target. In the
U.S., small scaled experiments have been completed, and

a series of accelerator experiments using driver-scale
beams are in the construction and design phases. This
paper will concentrate on the U.S. program, since it relies
on a linac approach and has an accelerator physics
program dedicated to energy production research. Note
that much of the work cited here, and much more detail
on HIF can be found in [1].

2 HIF RESEARCH IN THE U.S.

2.1 The Induction Linac Approach

Present Heavy lon Fusion indirect drive targets require
1-7 M1J of heavy ions delivered to the target in about 10
ns, at a kinetic energy ~ 2-10 GeV. The total charge
implied by this requirement leads to significantly higher
line charge densities than can be stored in a single storage
ring. While European designs have concentrated on
combining and compressing pulses from several rings in
the last phase of transport to the target, the U.S. approach
is to make use of the efficiency of the induction linac for
transporting high current beams in a single multibeam
linac. A schematic view of one possible power plant
accelerator (driver) is shown in Fig. 1. An injector
provides multiple (~30-200) beams of heavy ions (e.g.,
Cs") at ~ 1.5-2 MeV, with current per beam of
approximately 1 A. The beams are space-charge-
dominated, with tune depressed by space charge to ~1/10
of the single particle tune. They are accelerated in
parallel through induction cores which encircle the array
of beams. FEach beam is individually focused by
quadrupoles-- in the
example of Fig. 1, electrostatic quadrupoles at low
energy, with a transition to magnetic quadrupoles at 50-
100 MeV. Maximizing the transverse current density of
the beam array, thereby minimizing the induction core
radius, is important in controlling the cost of the
accelerator. But electrostatic quadrupoles optimize at a
smaller aperture than is optimal for high overall current
density in magnetic quadrupoles.  Therefore a 4-to-1
transverse combining of beams is included at the
transition to magnetic focusing. After combining, the
beam is accelerated to its final energy, then compressed
longitudinally by a factor ~ 10 to obtain the short pulse
required by the target. It is of utmost importance to keep
the emittance growth in the accelerator low, in order that
the beams can be focused to a spot of a few millimeter
radius at the target. Desirable final normalized emittance
is < about 20 T mm-mrad.

* This work supported by the Office of Energy Research, U.S. Department of Energy, under contract number DE-AC03-76SF00098.



2.2 Small-scale experiments

Earlier experiments [2,3] showed successful stable
transport and acceleration of space-charge-dominated
beams with tune depression in the desired range. Recent
experiments have followed this mode, scaling dimensions
and currents in order to reduce cost, but keeping physics
parameters such as tune, tune depression, and ratio of
beam radius to vacuum pipe radius in driver regimes.

This year, scaled experiments demonstrating transverse
beam combining [4] and final focus [5] were completed.
The Combiner Experiment merged four space-charge-
dominated beams into a single transport channel. At
the beginning of the merged-beam transport channel the
beam-edge to beam-edge separation was ~4mm, as
planned for a full-scale driver combiner. Two plasma
oscillations  downstream, the resulting (I=9mA,
E=160keV) merged Cs"beam had a low normalized
emittance (0.2 © mm-mrad ) and was still space-charge-
dominated. Beam loss (<10%) was due in part to
alignment imperfections and in part to halo formation in
the merging process. The phase space evolution was
in good agreement with particle-in-cell (PIC) simulations.
This experiment will enable us to design full-scale
merging systems with confidence.

The scaled final focus experiment used a 160
keV Cs" beam to model the ballistic focus of the 10 GeV
Bi" beams in the HIBALL-II [6] driver design. Particle
energy and mass, beam current, beam emittance, and
focusing field were scaled to replicate the physics at one-
tenth scale. The experiment successfully reproduces the
calculated emittance-dominated focal spot size on target.
A study was performed to determine the sensitivity of the
focal spot area to deviations from the nominal design
momentum. Sensitivity was actually less than calculated.
Finally, the experimental current was increased to four
times the scaled driver value. The space charge at the
focus was then neutralized by 80% with electrons from a
hot filament to recover an emittance-dominated spot.

2.3 Target Design

The past two years have seen significant progress in
target design. By reducing the size of the hohlraum
relative to the size of the capsule, the predicted energy
required to ignite the capsule and achieve high gain has
been reduced from 6 MJ to 3 MJ, according to 2-D
Lasnex calculations [7]. This comes at the cost of
reduced spot size-- final focal spot for the design is an
ellipse with radii of 1.0 and 2.8 mm-- but gain increased
(from ~70 to 130). More recently, work has focused on
"hybrid" targets, which attempt to use shine shields to
shield the capsule from direct illumination, while
capturing the energy behind the shield for the hohlraum.
In this design, the beams can have nearly the dimensions
of the hohlraum, thus increasing the spot size over

previous designs. Gain is lower (58) and energy higher
(6.7 M), with spot radii of 3.8 and 5.4 mm. Work is also
underway to smooth and simplify the required beam time
profile.

2.4 Chamber Transport

The present fusion chamber design uses jets of liquid
salt (Flibe, a mixture of LiF and BeF,) to protect the outer
chamber wall and final focus magnets from neutrons, and
to serve as a heat transfer and tritium breeding medium
[8]. Stripping of the beams as they pass through Flibe
vapor, photoionization by x-rays from the target, possible
plasma instabilities, and associated neutralization all must
be investigated. Previous calculations [9] pointed to
chamber vapor pressure ranges in which instabilities were
absent. However the old calculations did not
simultaneously include all of the phenomena listed above,
and new high-gain close-coupled targets push toward
lower beam kinetic energy, thus changing the parameter
regime. A simulation program has begun, using the
electromagnetic multispecies PIC codes LSP [10] and
BPIC [11]. Both codes can be used for 2 or 3
dimensional simulations, and include electron dynamics,
beam and plasma ions, and collisional ionization.
Photoionization is being added.

Present accelerator designs have higher dimensionless
perveance than previous designs, in part due to the lower
kinetic energy at the target. As a result, neutralization is
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Figure 2: Simulation of Pb beam chamber transport..
Average charge state and beam profile shown at 4 points.

not only desirable, but also necessary, for the final
transport. (Note, however, that driver designs with lower,
but acceptable, target gain, and higher beam kinetic
energy are still viable, but may have higher cost, if the
lower energy beams prove difficult to focus.) Figure 2
gives results of an LSP simulation, showing near-ballistic
focusing due to strong neutralization. Uniform Flibe
vapor density of 10" c¢cm™ and Flibe plasma of density
10" cm™ have been included in the simulation, and
provide the electrons for neutralization. The beam is



shown at four different times. The results, showing that
most of the particles focus to within a 3 mm radius spot,
are grounds for optimism, but it will be important to add
photoionization and to obtain more accurate ionization
cross sections. Separate calculations show that
photoionization of gas near the target aids in
neutralization, counteracting the effect of stripping.
Excellent progress is being made in this area, with, so far,
somewhat encouraging results.

2.5 Technology Progress

Important to the ultimate success of the heavy ion
fusion induction linac concept is the minimization of the
cost of multibeam quadrupole arrays, insulators,
ferromagnetic materials for induction cores, and pulsers.
Electrostatic quadrupole arrays have been under
development for quite a while, and satisfactory designs
have been tested and wused in experiment.
Superconducting quadrupoles are presently at the design
stage, with coils from a design by Advance Magnet
Laboratory now being tested at MIT. A different design
from LLNL will be tested next fiscal year. Insulators of
about 0.5 m diameter from Advanced Ceramics have
been fabricated and are awaiting testing. More pulser
research is needed to reduce cost, but is presently not
possible due to lack of funding.

Progress in ferromagnetic materials is reviewed in the
paper by Caporaso in these proceedings. Three candidate
materials have been identified. Measured efficiencies of
40-70% for 5 Hz 1 ps pulses are extremely encouraging.

Important work is also being done using water to study
the flow of the liquids which protect the fusion chamber
walls. Scaled experiments [12] have begun to measure
the stability of the boundary of simulated Flibe jets.

2.6 Physics and Design Issues

Though crucial beam physics issues in the accelerator
have been tested in small-scale experiments, there remain
important phenomena which need to be explored in order
to have confidence in the induction linac approach to a
heavy ion fusion driver. Issues that can not be examined
at small scale and low kinetic energy include beam
loading of the induction modules and associated
longitudinal stability, and halo studies. Simulation shows
that the resistive wall effect of the interaction of beams
with induction modules gives slow growth of longitudinal
waves and emittance, but experimental results are needed
to confirm this and to determine the specifications for the
feedforward system for stabilization. The effect of
electrons from charge exchange with neutral gas and
impact of halo with the walls is also an active area of
study presently. Previous experiments used electrostatic
focusing, where quadrupole fields clear the aperture of
electrons.  Electron physics must now be explored
experimentally at higher velocities, where magnetic

focusing is used. And the dynamic aperture for both
focusing methods must be defined.

A further issue is the choice of ion source and injector
design. A 2 MeV, 800 mA injector has been built, which
produces a driver-scale beam. Though emittance is
acceptable, beam hollowing has been measured, and an
active program to improve the optics is underway. When
this is completed, the 2 MeV injector will provide a
proof-of-principle example for a driver injector.
However the design must be scaled to produce a
multibeam array. A competing design, which seeks to
reduce the dimensions and cost of the injector, is being
researched. This concept transversely merges ~100
small beams at ~1 MeV to form each beam, thus using
the fact, known from the Child-Langmuir equation, that
small-diameter sources will provide extremely bright
beams.

For both of these injector concepts, various ion sources
have been proposed. The 2 MeV injector uses an
aluminosilicate source impregnated with cesium. This
gives acceptable beam quality, but to attain acceptable
lifetime a continuous feed of a solution containing the ion
should be developed. Gas sources are also a possibility,
and are being worked on. Issues here include risetime,
which ideally should be <1 ps, and neutral emission,
which could contribute to beam loss and optics changes
due to charge exchange with the heavy ions.

Finally, many physics questions remain in the final
focus and transport of the beam through the fusion
chamber to the target. As indicated above, simulations are
presently making great progress in this area. Experiments
are planned and will be discussed below.

2.7 Future Plans

A program plan has been created to address the issues
outlined above, and to demonstrate all the systems
involved in a heavy ion fusion accelerator and fusion
chamber.  The approach involves a sequence of
accelerator experiments performed in parallel with
technology development and verification of target
physics.

The first of the accelerator experiments, the High
Current Experiment (HCX), is under construction at
LBNL. This will be a 1-beam transport experiment
using a coasting beam with current and pulse length
similar to a driver beam (~500-800 mA, 1.5 MeV, ~10
ps). In Phase 1 the beam will propagate through ~20
lattice periods of electrostatic quadrupole transport,
transitioning to a few periods of magnetic focusing. In
Phase 2, ~100 magnetic quadrupoles will be added. The
purpose of the experiment is to explore dynamic aperture
in the two focusing systems, and in Phase 2, the role of
electrons in magnetic transport. Limits on pulse length
from the injector due to gas generated by halo impacting
the wall will also be explored. The Phase 2 quadrupoles
will most probably be superconducting. In order to



quickly attain the wvelocity appropriate to magnetic
focusing, a medium mass ion, K', will be used.

Succeeding the HCX will be a proposal for the
Integrated Reseach Experiment (IRE). Together with
target physics experiments, the IRE will test all of the
systems necessary for an Engineering Test Facility (ETF).
The ETF would be a prototype powerplant driver and
chamber experiment.

As presently envisioned, the IRE will accelerate ~30-
80 beams of K to energies of 200-400 MeV. Beams will
be driver-scale, i.e., ~ 1 A at ~2 Mev coming from the
injector, increasing to ~600 A at the end of the machine.
This will be the first experiment to reach the total currents
and length necessary to look at beam loading and
longitudinal stability, though the low growth rate for the
longitudinal instability predicted by simulation makes it
likely that this instability will be studied by deliberately
enhancing the growth rate by introducing longitudinal
perturbations. The IRE will also explore neutralization
after the final focus, and perhaps plasma channel
transport. An important goal of this machine is to address
target issues that are particular to heavy ions.
Experiments will investigate the beam-plasma interaction,
and if possible, depending on funding/machine capability,
issues such as fluid instabilities for direct drive.
Exploring the final focus and transport requires
perveance per beam of at least 10, and the target
experiment goals lead to intensity at the target of > 3 x
10> W/cm? and total energy of several kilojoules.

Two projects are presently actively preparing for the
IRE design: theoretical activity to provide end-to-end 3-
D simulation capability for this machine, and an injector-
development project which is simulating, and soon will
be experimentally investigating, the two injector designs
mentioned above. A multibeam injector module will be
built and tested by about 2003. Simulation thus far has
explored alignment tolerances and various magnet
nonlinearities, all of which seem to produce very little
beam degradation. It is clear, however, that beam
steering will be needed in the magnetic-focused section.

In addition to the program at LBNL, a scaled
experiment is being constructed at University of
Maryland [13] which uses an electron ring to model long
length scale propagation of high perveance beams.

In parallel with the accelerator development described
above, target development will proceed, based on
simulation and benchmarked by results from the National
Ignition Facility and the Omega facility at Rochester, and
also by the high density beam-plasma experiments in
Europe which will be described below.

3 THE HIF PROGRAM ABROAD

3.1 Introduction

Effort abroad in HIF is largely based on dual use of
existing or planned nuclear physics facilities. Beams

from these facilities are used primarily for experiments to
measure the interaction of heavy ions with plasmas and
dense hot matter. These experiments will improve the
accuracy of calculations of both stripping in the fusion
chamber and interaction of beams with the target.
Accelerator design is also an active area of research.
The major difference between the approach to the
accelerator abroad and the approach in the U.S. has been
alluded to above-- existing European and Japanese
facilities consist of synchrotron and storage rings based
on rf acceleration, and the program, "piggybacking" on
those facilities, follows this approach. Therefore the
main issue becomes pushing the space charge limits of
the system in order to transport the required large currents
to the target.

3.2 Russia

The Russian program [14] is preparing a major
upgrade of the ITEP accelerator complex for acceleration
of high current beams. The TeraWatt Accumulator
project (ITEP-TWAC) will use a new laser ion source to
produce about 5 x 10" ions per pulse. These are then
accelerated in the -3 pre-injector to 1.6 MV/u and
injected into the 13 T-m UK booster ring. At 0.7 GeV/u
the bunch is injected in single turn mode into the U-10
synchrotron.  Non-Liouvillian injection using a foil
stripper is employed to minimize phase space, and a
kicker system is used to direct the beam onto the stripper
only during injection. =~ The bunch will then be
compressed from 1 ps to ~ 100 ns and focused to a spot
calculated to be ~ 1 mm in diameter. Precommissioning
with demonstration of multi-turn stacking for C®" is
scheduled for December of 2000.

A multi-dimensional 3-temperature hydrodynamic
Eulerian code has been used to explore the capabilities of
the TWAC facility for beam-plasma interaction studies
relevant to HIF targets. Using a hollow beam on a
hollow cylindrical target, calculations indicate the
possibility of attaining high enough temperatures to
produce measurable quantities of fusion neutrons.

Ion energy loss studies are presently underway in a
collaboration at GSI, using C, Kr, and Pb beams from the
UNILAC [15]. In the near future an evolution of these
experiments to the densities produced by explosively-
driven targets will take place. This technique has been
tested with the 3 MeV protom beam at ITEP.

3.3 Europe

The European effort has been recently reviewed by 1.
Hofmann [16]. Much of HIF accelerator effort in the
European community is centered at GSI Darmstadt
where, as described in many papers in these proceedings,
a high intensity upgrade is in progress which is based on
a new IH-structure injector for 15 mA of U*. This
upgrade, which will eventually lead to beams of 1 kJ U*"
at 200 MeV/u, provides for beam-plasma experiments



with 1-10 eV temperatures. A specially tailored plasma
lens which can create hollow cylinder shaped ion beams
will be used for cylindrical targets. Also of great interest
for the beam compression needed at the end of a HIF
driver is a prototype RF pulse compression cavity
designed to deliver a 200 kV amplitude field at 0.8 MHz
[17].

Studies are underway for the next-generation GSI
accelerator complex, which has as its main focus the
acceleration of radioactive beams and secondary beams
(antiprotons), and production of medium-energy nuclear
collisions. A proposed high-current accumulation and
compression ring (HAR) for this facility is of interest for
exploring accelerator issues associated with the handling
of pulses of hundreds of amperes of heavy ions, as well
as for its potential for beam-plasma experiments. As
presently envisioned, this ring could produce several tens
of kilojoules of Xe*', with pulse length after
compression of 30-50 ns. This beam is projected to
produce 30-50 eV temperatures in matter, greatly
extending the parameter range of study for ion energy
loss.

Along with these accelerator efforts, experiments are
making progress with careful measurements of ion
stopping, including charge exchange cross sections and
dE/dx in regimes not previously accessible [18].

Theoretical results of note for HIF as well as other
high-current  applications are the studies by Boine-
Frankenheim of GSI of nonlinear evolution of resistive
impendance-driven longitudinal instability in circular
machines [19]. Though more work remains to be done
to cover the parameter space, Vlasov simulations show
saturation of the instability with minimal emittance
increase, for suficiently small resistive impedances.

Channel transport for final transport of a high current
beam to the target is also being investigated at GSI,
where a 13.6 MeV/u carbon beam from the UNILAC is
transported through 50 cm of 10-20 mbar of ammonia gas
[20].

European target design work continues, using both
multi-radiator and 2-sided illumination hohlraums [21].
Variation of gain with pulse shape has been explored.
Other results show that the high gain targets studied have
high sensitivity to beam pointing errors.

3.4 Japan

The Japanese program centers on the use of existing
and planned facilities to look at beam-plasma studies of
ion stopping [22]. Experiments are conducted at TIT,
RIKEN, and HIMAC, where projectile energies of 0.1 - 6
MeV/u are available. The future RIKEN/MUSES multi-
use accelerator system, with the main goal of radioactive
beam experiments, will be able to greatly increase the
intensity of heavy ions available. Beams from this
facility (e.g., 2.6 x 10" ,5U*" jons with normalized

emittance after cooling of 10 1 mm-mrad) should produce
plasma temperatures of 10-50 eV.

Accelerator research of relevance to HIF in Japan
includes work on laser ion sources, induction module
waveform  synthesis, and characterization and
development of induction cores from the amorphous
metal "FINEMET".



REFERENCES

[1] Proceedings of the 13™ Int. Symp. on Heavy Ion
Inertial Fusion, March 13-17, 2000, San Diego, to be
published in Nucl. Inst. Meth. Phys. Res. A.

[2] M.G. Tiefenbach and D. Keefe, IEEE Trans. on Nuc.
Sci. NS-32, No. 5, 2483 (1985).

[3] W.M. Fawley et al., Phys. Plasmas 4, (3), 880 (1997).

[4] Peter Seidl, "Experiments at the USA Virtual National
Laboratory", ref. [1].

[5] S. MacLaren et al., "Results from the Scaled Final
Focus Experiment", ref. [1].

[6] Wollnik, H. et al. "HIBALL-II: An Improved
Conceptual Heavy Ion Beam Driven Fusion Reactor
Study", KfK-3840, FPA-84-4, UWFDM-625, p. 57-
71 (1985).

[7] D. A. Callahan-Miller, M. Tabak, Phys. of Plasmas, 7,
2083 (2000).

[8] Ralph W. Moir, "Chamber, Target, and Final Focus
Integrated Design",ref. [1].

[9] E.g., see C. Olson, "Final Transport in Gas and
Plasma", Proc. of the Heavy Ion Fusion Workshop,
Oct. 29-Nov.9, 1980 Berkeley, CA, LBL-10301,
SLAC-PUTS-2575.

[10] T. P. Hughes, S. S. Yu, and R. E. Clark, "Three-
dimensional calculations for a 4 kA, 3.5 MV, 2
microsecond injector with asymmetric power feed,"
Phys. Rev. ST-AB 2 (1999) 110401, and D. R.
Welch, D. V. Rose, B. V. Oliver, and R. E. Clark,
"Simulations of chamber transport, ",ref. [1].

[11] Vay, J.-L. and C. Deutsch, Fusion Engineering and
Design 32-33, 467 (1996).

[12] P.F. Peterson, "HIF Liquid Hydraulics Scaling and
Pocket Design", ref. [1].

[13] Patick O'Shea and Martin Reiser, "The University of
Maryland Electron Ring", ref. [1].

[14] B.Y. Sharkov et al., "Heavy lon Fusion Energy
Program in Russia", ref. [1].

[15] A. Golubev et al., Phys.Rev. E, 57, 3, 3363 (1998).

[16] I. Hofmann, "Heavy lon Inertial Fusion in Europe",
ref [1].

[17] P.Spiller, K.Blasche, O.Boine-Frankenheim,
M.Emmerling, B.Francazk, I.Hofmann, S.Lund,
U.Ratzinger, Proc. of the Particle Accelerator
Conference PAC-99, New York, 1787 (1999).

[18] D. Gardes et al., "Experimental Analysis of the
Stopping Cross Section and the Charge Changing
Processes for C19" Projectile at the Maximum of the
Stopping Power", ref. [1].

[19] O. Boine-Frankenheim and I. Hofmann, "Simulatin
of High-Current Phenomena in Ring Machines", ref.
[1].

[20] A. Tauschwitz et al., "Experimental Investigation of
Heavy Ion Beam Transport", ref. [1].

[21] R. Ramis et al., "European Fusion Target Work", ref.
[1].

[22] M. Ogawa et al., "Laser Heated dE/dX Experiments
in Japan", ref. [1].




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /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 /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /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 true
  /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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /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.)
  >>
  /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 [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




