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Abstract—High collision velocities and mass restrictions impose serious requirements on the design of anti-
meteoroid spacecraft protection. In this study, the high efficiency of corrugated mesh anti-meteoroid shields
in comparison with conventional metal mesh shields is confirmed based on the results of numerical modeling.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Spacecraft design involves taking measures to

shield the object or its individual systems from expo-
sure to hypervelocity micrometeorites and space
debris particles. An increase in the efficiency of anti-
meteoroid protection is related to the optimization of
its mass, since excessive weight of the spacecraft struc-
ture is generally unacceptable due to mass restrictions
imposed during its design.

The primary purpose of the protective shield is to
minimize the impact of hypervelocity particles on the
main systems of the spacecraft. Upon impact with the
shield, the colliding projectile particle is fragmented
and destroyed completely or in part, subsequently turn-
ing into an expanding debris cloud; melting and evapo-
ration of the projectile material is possible as well [1].

In general, the material strength characteristics of
protective shields are not determinative of their perfor-
mance given the high velocity of collision (the velocity
of space debris lies in the range of 1–16 km/s; the
velocity of micrometeorites is 11–72 km/s). The main
task of the shield is to provide the maximum scatter of
the debris cloud front. Taking the velocity distribution
of particles into account [1], the range of 3−7 km/s is
considered the most dangerous for the survivability of
the spacecraft structure in low Earth orbits (where the
flows of manmade debris are predominant), since at
such interaction velocities, the debris cloud that passes
through the protective shield is rather compact and has
high enough velocity to damage the object.

The first protective shield (the so-called Whipple
shield based on the use of a double wall), was proposed
in 1947, even before the beginning of space f lights [2].
Initially, relations that describe the performance of

double-walled shields under the influence of meteor
particles were developed [3]; later, the concepts of
multilayer shields (Multishock) [1], as well as mesh
double bumper (MDB) shields [4] appeared.

There are numerous examples of the use of metal
mesh shields on spacecraft [5]. The high efficiency of
protective mesh shields was shown in [4, 6–14].

An MDB shield that was intended for protection
against the impacts of meteoroids and manmade
debris is studied in [4]. This shield is designed as a set
of four spaced layers, where a wire mesh is used as an
outer bumper.

Adding a fine mesh as the front bumper and insert-
ing a highly durable fabric layer between the second
bumper and the rear wall make it possible to achieve a
significant increase in efficiency. The wire mesh
bumper efficiently splits the projectile into smaller
fragments, which are subsequently destroyed by the
second bumper. The mass concentration in the wire
leads to a more energetic and focused impact against
the projectile. This leads to a more intense fragmenta-
tion of the projectile, especially at the nodes of the
mesh, and increases the momentum distribution front
of the fragmented part. The ballistic properties of a
protective shield with such a configuration can save
30–50% of mass as compared to a conventional Whip-
ple shield (double wall); and in the case of an impact
at an angle of 45°, the mass saving rises up to 70%,
which is confirmed by test results in the velocity range
of light-gas guns. This study presents equations that
allow determining the geometric characteristics of the
elements of the MDB shield in relation to the space-
craft; the angle of the particle impact was included in
the parameters that determine the performance capa-
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bility of the structure. Numerical simulation was used
to expand the velocity range and estimate the energy
and pressure parameters in the localized parts of the
projectile impacting the mesh bumper.

Study [6] describes the results of comparative labo-
ratory tests of solid single-layer aluminum shields and
multilayer mesh shields for the capability to fracture
and slow down projectiles of various materials in the
range of collision velocities of 1–6 km/s. The parame-
ters of multilayer mesh shields (the number of bumpers,
wire thickness, and mesh pitch) varied; the total aerial
density of the protective shield was 0.016–1.6 g/cm2.
The article experimentally confirms the higher effi-
ciency of multilayer mesh shields and notes their
higher resistance to repeated impacts due to the rela-
tively lower mass loss than for solid shields.

In [7], hypervelocity impacts against metal meshes
were studied. Based on X-ray images of the debris
cloud produced in a hypervelocity collision, it was
shown that in the case of a metal mesh bumper, the
velocity of the center of gravity of the debris cloud was
65% of the initial impact velocity. The experiments
were conducted with a two-stage light-gas gun. Steel
and copper wire mesh and polycarbonate projectiles
were used for the tests.

A hybrid solution was presented in [8]: a composite
of an Al-6Mg alloy matrix reinforced with Ti–6Al–4V
meshes fabricated by the pressure infiltration method
was used as a shield. The tests were carried out at a
velocity of 2.5 km/s; similar tests were also carried out
on a target of Al-6Mg alloy for comparison. Internal
damage was analyzed by means of ultrasound scan-
ning. The main conclusion of the study is that the pro-
posed composite target is more efficient and has better
energy absorption than a target without the mesh.

In [9], the results of a theoretical and experimental
study of protective mesh shields are presented. Exper-
iments on hypervelocity impacts against structural
elements of a spacecraft using powder and light-gas
ballistic guns, as well as numerical modeling in a full
three-dimensional formulation, are described. The
experiments tested several variants of protective
shields designed to protect typical spacecraft elements
against the impact of hypervelocity meteoroids and
manmade debris; the options included a double-mesh
shield and a Whipple shield of equivalent mass. In the
first variant, a stainless-steel woven mesh with param-
eters a = 0.5 mm and d = 0.3 mm (where a and d are
the mesh pitch and wire diameter) was chosen; the
second bumper was the same mesh with parameters
a = 0.3 mm and d = 0.2 mm. A 2-mm-thick sheet of
AMg6 alloy was used as the back wall (typical design of
spacecraft). The distance between the outer and sec-
ond bumpers was 15 mm; the distance between the
second bumper and the rear wall was 35 mm.

Tests for the durability of this shield design against
a hypervelocity impact of solid projectiles were carried
out using launching devices: an 8-mm caliber powder

gun and an 8-mm caliber MPH 23/8 light-gas gun.
The test results showed a significant increase in the
performance of the mesh shield compared with a con-
ventional shield of a similar specific mass.

In [10], the effect of various combinations of alu-
minum mesh bumpers on the fragmentation of a
hypervelocity projectile was studied with the following
parameters: the impact velocity in the range of 2.2–
6.2 km/s, impact along the normal to the barrier, and
spherical aluminum projectiles with a diameter of 4 mm.
The LS-DYNA software package (SPH method) was
used as a research tool. The results showed that the
pattern of the debris cloud, as well as the distribution
of velocity and kinetic energy, varied with the impact
position of the projectile. The distribution of the
debris cloud was more uniform when the projectile hit
the point of intersection of the mesh wires. These
studies were also conducted to improve the efficiency
of the protective structures of spacecraft under the
action of space debris.

Paper [11] describes experimental studies of hyper-
velocity impacts of spherical aluminum projectiles
with a diameter of 6.4 mm against multilayer com-
bined shields with inclusion of aluminum and stainless-
steel mesh bumpers. The projectiles were launched
using two-stage light-gas guns at a speed of approxi-
mately 4 km/s. The character of fragmentation of
hypervelocity particles was studied depending on the
position of the mesh shield in the set, wire diameter,
and mesh pitch. In a series of experiments, the protec-
tive structure in which the mesh shield was used as the
inner bumper, i.e., immediately in front of the pro-
tected wall, turned out to be the most efficient, which
is understandable. Considering that the maximum
efficiency of the mesh shield is achieved under certain
conditions (the projectile velocity corresponds to the
fragmentation segment on the ballistic curve; the size
of the projectile is comparable to the mesh pitch), the
mesh shield can efficiently split the undamaged part of
the projectile, which, after passing through several
solid shields, approaches a f lat shape.

The numerical simulation of hypervelocity impact
against mesh barriers using LS-DYNA was carried out
in [12], where a combined multilayer barrier with
inclusion of a mesh screen was chosen as the object of
study. Same as in [10], the influence of the projectile
position during impact on the characteristics of the
debris cloud was studied, and the simulation was com-
pared with experimental results. The mesh and solid
shields were made of aluminum alloys; the projectile
was a 4-mm aluminum alloy sphere.

In [13], the results of a series of experiments on
hypervelocity impacts were analyzed. The object of
the study was the characteristics of a debris cloud
formed during hypervelocity perforation of thin barri-
ers that included steel meshes. Aluminum spherical
projectiles with a diameter of 6.35 mm were used; the
impact velocity varied from 1.95 to 3.52 km/s. The



COSMIC RESEARCH  Vol. 58  No. 2  2020

STUDY OF THE EFFICIENCY OF CORRUGATED MESH SHIELDS 107

processing of the experimental results allowed a gen-
eral assessment of the spatial distribution, as well as
the mass and size distribution of ejecta particles pro-
duced in the impacts. As applied to the problem of
reducing near-Earth space pollution, the authors
argue against the use of aluminum plates as the first
(outer) bumper in the configuration of the spacecraft
protective shield.

Study [14] describes a numerical simulation of the
impact of hypervelocity projectiles on an aluminum
cellular container. Its resistance to meteor impacts was
compared with the resistance of a f lat aluminum sheet
with a similar areal density. The main conclusion of
the study is that the cellular container absorbs more
energy from the debris and produces smaller debris
after the impact. As a result, the mesh container can be
used as one of the shields in a multilayer protective
structure to increase the performance of the latter.

The results of an experimental study of the fragmen-
tation of spherical aluminum projectiles with a diameter
of 6.35 mm against two solid aluminum and two steel
mesh shields at impact velocities from 6 to 7 km/s are
presented in [15]. A heavier mesh showed the most
intense fragmentation of the projectile with the forma-
tion of small fragments, the number of which is several
times higher than the number of fragments for other
barriers of lesser and similar weight. Integral distribu-
tions of crater volumes over the witness surface were
found in all the experiments. A comparative analysis of
the distribution of crater volumes for lightweight and
heavy shields is given.

In general, it is currently obvious that mesh shields
are more efficient than solid shields given equal spe-
cific mass, and their efficiency is most noticeable
when the size of the projectile is comparable to the
mesh pitch.

In this study, we propose the concept of a protec-
tive shield, which combines the advantages of mesh
shields and inclined surfaces. The efficiency of the
proposed concept of a protective mesh shield is inves-
tigated by means of numerical simulation in the maxi-
mally complete three-dimensional setting considering
the contact interaction of debris. For all studies men-
tioned here that were performed after 2000, the
numerical simulations of mesh barrier performance
were carried out using the LS-DYNA software, with
the exception of [9].

2. DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL

The efficiency of an inclined protective mesh
shield was studied using numerical simulation. The
interaction of a mesh barrier with a compact projectile
in the form of an aluminum ball similar in size and
density to typical meteor particles capable of breaking
through a protective screen is considered in the
Lagrangian 3D formulation. A woven mesh shield is

modeled by two layers of wires oriented in mutually
perpendicular directions.

To increase the range of effective particle capture,
an inclined mesh barrier is considered. For the study,
we selected variants for mesh shields with equal
reduced (in the direction of impact) specific mass.
The identical specific mass of the shield for different
cases is achieved by changing one of the parameters of
the basic mesh dimensions (a0, d0), where a0 is the
mesh pitch and d0 is the wire diameter.

Figure 1 shows the variants of projectile impact
against the mesh shields of equal reduced specific
mass. In variant (a), the shield is perpendicular to the
direction of movement of the projectile (basic mesh
dimensions a0, d0). In variant (b), the shield is an
inclined mesh (at an angle of 45° to the normal) with
the mesh pitch increased by  times  In
option (c), the agreement of the specific mass between
the direct and inclined screens is achieved by reducing
the wire diameter by  times 

The following basic dimensions of the steel mesh
were selected for numerical simulation: mesh pitch
a0 = 0.5 mm and wire diameter d0 = 0.32 mm. The
diameter of the aluminum projectile was 1.7 mm. The
impact velocity in all the model experiments was
5 km/s.

The behavior of materials is described by a model of
an ideal elastoplastic medium. The system of equations
describing the mathematical model of the motion of a
continuous medium is given in [16]. The motion of the
medium is described in the Lagrangian approach. The
system of equations based on the laws of conservation of
mass, momentum, and energy is closed using the equa-
tions that consider the thermodynamic effects associ-
ated with the adiabatic compression of the medium and
the material strength of the medium. Plastic deforma-
tions were described using the Prandtl–Reuss relations
under the Huber–Mises condition of plasticity; the
equations of state were taken in the Mie–Grüneisen
form [17]. The model included the relations for strain
hardening of materials [18].

As a criterion for failure under intense shear defor-
mations, the equivalent plastic deformation reaching

2 ( )0 0cosφ, .a d

1 42 ( )0 0, cosφ .a d

Fig. 1. Variants of a protective mesh shield with equal spe-
cific mass: (a) the shield is positioned along the normal;
(b) the shield is positioned at an angle of 45° to the normal
(mesh pitch is increased); (c) the shield is positioned at an
angle of 45° to the normal (wire diameter is reduced). 

(а) (b) (c)
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its limit value was used [19]. To describe the destruc-
tion, we used the method of splitting the difference
mesh into nodes [16] and an explicit description of the
destruction surface. The condition of perfect sliding and
non-leakage along the normal was used in the interac-
tion of the fragments and for the contact surfaces.

To calculate elastoplastic flows, we used a tetrahe-
dral cell technique based on the methods of Wilkins [17]
and Johnson [20, 21]. The difference scheme in three-
dimensional implementation and its physical interpre-
tation are given in [17, 22].

The initial inhomogeneities of the structure were
modeled using a random distribution of initial devia-
tions of the material strength properties (equivalent
plastic deformation and yield strength of the material)
from the nominal value. The probability densities of
random variables were taken in the form of a normal
Gaussian distribution. The basic principles of a prob-
abilistic approach to modeling the strength properties
of polycrystalline materials used in numerical model-
ing are described in [23].

3. RESULTS OF NUMERICAL SIMULATION
Figures 2–4 illustrate the simulation results for each

of the three protective shield variants shown in Fig. 1.

Table 1 lists the parameters that allow us to com-
pare the efficiency of the protective properties of
shields of various configurations: residual velocity and
degree of destruction of the projectile (mass of debris,
i.e., the destroyed part of the projectile, as a percent-
age of its initial mass).

In the case of an impact along the normal (Fig. 2),
the projectile was f lattened upon passing the mesh but
retained its integrity. In the calculations with the tilted
protective shield (Figs. 3−4) the size of the compact
undestroyed part of the projectile was much smaller
than for the impact along the normal, while the level
of accumulated damage was fairly high. There was a
rebound of part of the debris during the process.

These results are fully consistent with the assump-
tion that an inclined mesh barrier is more effective

Fig. 2. Debris cloud and the degree of damage of the projectile upon impact along the normal (diagram in Fig. 1a). Time t = 5 μs. 

Coefficient 
of fracture

0 0.5 1.0 1.5

Fig. 3. Debris cloud and the degree of damage to the projectile upon impact at an angle of 45° with mesh pitch increased by  times
(the diagram in Fig. 1b). Time t = 5 μs. 

Coefficient 
of fracture

0 0.5 1.0 1.5

2

Table 1. Values of some parameters obtained by numerical
simulation

Parameter
Mesh variants

(a) (b) (c)

Residual velocity, % 56 55 58
Projectile fracture percentage 31 71 76
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than an upright mesh barrier (with equal reduced
mass) for the entire range of sizes and velocities:

—For the vast majority of approach angles from the
range under study, the probability of a significant
change in the trajectory increases.

—The area and time of contact increase; therefore,
the impulse transmitted to the shield also increases.

—The way the projectile interacts with the inclined
mesh is similar to the “grater” effect, which leads to
increased fragmentation and a decrease in the size of
the undamaged part of the projectile.

—The preferential direction of the impact at an
angle and the increase in the interval between interac-
tion with individual wires (strings) facilitates the dis-
persal of the debris front of the destroyed part, which
is the primary purpose of the protective anti-meteor-
oid shield.

—For an inclined mesh, the effective clearance is
significantly reduced, which, given an equal specific
mass, allows efficient capture of particles in a wider
range of sizes.

From a technological point of view, an inclined
shield is certainly unfeasible; however, there are several
design solutions that can be proposed to use this effect:

—Stamping or embossing (slight effect at minimal
cost).

—Wavy mesh with a sinusoidal structure of the
shield surface.

—Corrugated mesh (Fig. 5).
—Corrugated or wavy mesh enclosed between lay-

ers of thin foil or mesh with a minimum specific mass
(this option is quite technological from the point of
view of manufacturing and installation; the rigidity of
this design will be sufficient to maintain its shape and
will simplify mounting it on the spacecraft body).

—Corrugated or wavy mesh filled with foam,
which provides technological rigidity of the shield.

—Two stacked layers of corrugated mesh (filled
with foam) with mutually perpendicular corrugations
that form a “sandwich,” which, similarly to plywood,
will have an increased rigidity at maximum manufac-
turability (the orthogonality of the corrugation tilt will
provide maximum scattering of the debris front).

Note that in all cases it is assumed that the width of
the folds corresponds to several diameters  of
the typically most dangerous particles affecting the
protective structure (in the case of meteoroid and
space debris impacts, the width is 8–12 mm).

CONCLUSIONS
The results of numerical simulations in the exam-

ples confirm that corrugated mesh shields are more
effective than conventional meshes as an anti-meteor-
oid protection in all major parameters (effective gap,
residual velocity, and fracture percentage) given the
same specific mass. The design of protective shields
based on corrugated metal mesh (Fig. 5) was patented
by the authors [24]. It can be successfully used to pro-
tect critical elements of spacecraft against meteoroid
and space debris impacts.

( )−4 6d

Fig. 4. Debris cloud and the degree of damage to the projectile upon impact at an angle of 45° with wire diameter decreased by

 times (the diagram in Fig. 1c). Time t = 5 μs. 

 
 

0 0.5 1.0 1.5

Coefficient 
of fracture

1 42

Fig. 5. Corrugated mesh shield: (1) wall of the spacecraft;
(2) corrugated mesh; (3) micrometeoroid.

1
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Combined protective shields made of corrugated
mesh filled with foam and enclosed by bounding sur-
faces, in addition to increased durability, will be able to
minimize the ejection of collision-produced debris
into surrounding space, which is quite relevant from
the point of view of the problem of near-Earth space
pollution.

A promising direction of research is the study of the
performance capability of multilayer spaced barriers
with corrugated metal mesh (or a combination of
meshes) as one of the layers.

FUNDING
This study is funded by the Russian Scientific Founda-

tion, project no. 16-19-10264.

REFERENCES
1. Christiansen, E., Design and performance equations

for advanced meteoroid and debris shields, Int. J. Im-
pact Eng., 1993, vol. 14, pp. 145–156.

2. Whipple, F.L., Meteorites and space travel, Astron. J.,
1947, vol. 52, no. 1161, p. 131.

3. Cour-Palais, B.G., Meteoroid protection by multi-wall
structures, AIAA Hypervelocity Impact Conference,
AIAA, 1969, id 69–372.

4. Christiansen, E.L. and Kerr, J.H., Mesh double-
bumper shield: A low-weight alternative for spacecraft
meteoroid and orbital debris protection, Int. J. Impact
Eng., 1993, vol. 14, pp. 169–180.

5. Protection Manual IADC-WD-00-03, Inter-Agency
Space Debris Coordination Committee, 2004.

6. Horz, F., Cintala, M.J., Bernhard, R.P., and See, T.H.,
Multiple-mesh bumpers: A feasibility study, Int. J. Im-
pact Eng., 1995, vol. 17, pp. 431–442.

7. Higashide, M., Tanaka, M., Akahoshia, Y., et al., Hy-
pervelocity impact tests against metallic meshes, Int. J.
Impact Eng., 2006, vol. 33, pp. 335–342.

8. Zhu, D., Chen, G., Wu, G., et al., Hypervelocity im-
pact damage to Ti–6Al–4V meshes reinforced Al–6Mg
alloy matrix composites, Mater. Sci. Eng. A, 2009,
vol. 500, nos. 1–2, pp. 43–46.

9. Gerasimov, A.V., Pashkov, S.V., and Khristenko, Yu.F.,
Theoretical and experimental study of the shock inter-
action of fragments with various types of spacecraft
protection, Mekh. Deform. Tverd. Tela: Vestn. Nizhe-
gorod. Univ. im. N. I. Lobachevskogo, 2011, no. 4,
pp. 1433–1435.

10. Guan, G.S. and Niu, R.T., Numerical simulation of
hypervelocity impact on mesh bumper causing frag-
mentation and ejection, Key Eng. Mater., 2013,
vols. 525–526, pp. 401–404. https://www.scientific.
net/KEM.525-526.401.

11. Guan, G.S., Pu, D.D., and Ha, Y., Investigation into
damage of stainless steel mesh/Al plate multi-shock
shield under hypervelocity Al-spheres impact, Key Eng.
Mater., 2013, vols. 525–526, pp. 397–400. https://
www.scientific.net/KEM.525-526.397.

12. Lin, M., Pang, B.J., and Cheng, J., Experimental and
numerical study on the mesh bumper by hypervelocity
impact, Adv. Mater. Res., 2012, vols. 457–458, pp. 108–
112. https://www.scientific.net/AMR.457-458.108.

13. Shumikhin, T.A., Myagkov, N.N., and Bezrukov, L.N.,
Properties of ejecta generated at high-velocity perfora-
tion of thin bumpers made from different constructional
materials, Int. J. Impact Eng., 2012, vol. 50, pp. 90–98.

14. Zhang, X., Liu, T., Li, X., and Jia, G., Hypervelocity
impact performance of aluminum egg-box panel en-
hanced Whipple shield, Acta Astronaut., 2016, vol. 119,
pp. 48–59. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actaastro.2015.10.013

15. Kalmykov, P.N., Lapichev, N.V., Mikhailov, I.A.,
et al., Experimental investigations of the fragmentation
of spherical aluminum projectiles on continuous and
mesh bumpers at velocities up to 7 km/s, Mekh. Kom-
poz. Mater. Konstr., 2018, vol. 24, no. 1, pp. 46–69.

16. Gerasimov, A.V., Glazyrin, V.P., Zelepugin, S.A.,
et al., Vysokoskorostnoi udar. Modelirovanie i eksperi-
ment (Hypervelocity Impact. Simulation and Experi-
ment), Tomsk: NTL, 2016.

17. Wilkins, M.L., Computer Simulation of Dynamic Phe-
nomena, Berlin–Heidelberg–New York: Springer,
1999.

18. Steinberg, D.J., Cochran, S.G., and Guinan, M.W.,
A constitutive model for metals applicable at high-
strain rate, J. Appl. Phys., 1980, vol. 51, no. 3, pp. 1496–
1504.

19. Fizika vzryva (Physics of Explosion), Orlenko, L.P.,
Ed., Moscow: Fizmatlit, 2004.

20. Johnson, G.R., Colby, D.D., and Vavrick, D.J., Tree-
dimensional computer code for dynamic response of
solids to intense impulsive loads, Int. J. Numer. Methods
Eng., 1979, vol. 14, no. 12, pp. 1865–1871.

21. Johnson, G.R., Dynamic analysis of explosive metal
interaction in three dimensions, J. Appl. Mech., 1981,
vol. 48, no. 1, pp. 30–34.

22. Fomin, V.M., Gulidov, A.I., Sapozhnikov, G.A., et al.,
Vysokoskorostnoe vzaimodeistvie tel (Hypervelocity In-
teraction of Bodies), Novosibirsk: SO RAN, 1999.

23. Gerasimov, A.V., Dobritsa, D.B., Pashkov, S.V., and
Khristenko, Yu.F., Theoretical and experimental study
of a method for the protection of spacecraft from high-
speed particles, Cosmic Res., 2016, vol. 54, no. 2,
pp. 118–126.

24. Dobritsa, D.B., Gerasimov, A.V., Pashkov, S.V., and
Khristenko, Yu.F., RF Patent 2623782, June 29, 2017.

Translated by M. Chubarova

SPELL: OK



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /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 /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (Color Management Off)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 290
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.01667
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 290
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 2.03333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 800
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 2400
  /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 <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /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 <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /RUS ()
    /ENU <>
  >>
  /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




