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CHEMICAL POTENTIAL DEPENDENCE OF PARTICLE RATIOS
WITHIN A UNIFIED THERMAL APPROACH
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A unified statistical thermal freeze-out model (USTFM) is used to study the chemical potential dependence
of identified particle ratios at mid-rapidity in heavy-ion collisions. We successfully reproduce the experimental
data ranging from SPS energies to LHC energies, suggesting the statistical nature of the particle production in
these collisions and hence the validity of our approach. The behavior of the freeze-out temperature is studied
with respect to chemical potential. The freeze-out temperature is found to be universal at the RHIC and LHC
and is close to the QCD predicted phase transition temperature, suggesting that the chemical freeze-out occurs
soon after the hadronization takes place.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Statistical thermal models have successfully repro-
duced the essential features of particle production in
heavy-ion collisions [1] as well as in many types of ele-
mentary collisions [2]. Systematic studies of particle
yields using experimental results at different beam en-
ergies have revealed a clear underlying freeze-out pat-
tern for particle yields in heavy-ion collisions [3]. The
success of the statistical (thermal) models in describ-
ing the ratios of hadron yields produced in heavy ion
collisions is remarkable. The agreement of the particle
ratios with simple predictions of the statistical models
is a key argument for the thermalization of the sys-
tem formed in heavy-ion collisions. Measurements of
antiparticle-to-particle ratios in these collisions give in-
formation on the net baryon density or baryon chemical
potential achieved and are therefore of interest in char-
acterizing the environment created in these collisions.
It has also been suggested that the measurement of
strange antibaryon-to-baryon ratios could help distin-
guish between a hadron gas and a deconfined plasma of
quarks and gluons [4]. For a boost-invariant system at
mid-rapidity for the RHIC and LHC energies, the par-
ticle yields dN/dy change only by a few percent in the
rapidity window |y| < 1, thus giving a plateau-like dis-
tribution within this rapidity interval. Although the
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particles detected at mid-rapidity are collected from
various parts of the fireball, their ratios are the same
as in the 4π calculations. This holds even when the
resonance decay contributions are included.

In this paper, we attempt to reproduce the particle
ratios and to study their dependence on the mid-ra-
pidity chemical potential in the hadronic gas scenario
by using our phenomenological boost-invariant uni-
fied statistical thermal freeze-out model (USTFM) [5],
which assumes that at freeze-out, all the hadrons in
the hadron gas resulting from a high-energy nuclear
collision follow an equilibrium distribution. The lo-
cal particle phase-space densities have the form of the
Fermi–Dirac or Bose–Einstein statistical distributions.
The momentum distributions of hadrons emitted from
within an expanding fireball and assumed to be in the
state of local thermal equilibrium are characterized by
the Lorentz-invariant Cooper–Frye formula

E
d3n

d3p
=

g

(2π)3

∫
f

(
pµuµ

T
, λ

)
pµdΣµ, (1)

where Σf represents a 3-dimensional freeze-out hy-
persurface, g is the degeneracy factor of a given
hadronic species in the expanding relativistic hadronic
gas and is only determined by the degrees of freedom
of the given hadron, λ is the fugacity exp(μ/T ) of the
given hadronic species, μ is the chemical potential, and
uµ is the flow velocity, which, in general, depends on
space and time. In this approach, unlike in the other
thermal models that take a single value of the chemical
potential μB for the fireball produced in the collision
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process, we have chosen a varying rapidity-dependent
baryonic chemical potential μB written in the form

μB = a+ by20 , (2)

where y0 is the rapidity of the expanding hadronic fluid
element along the beam axis (z axis). This is because a
strong evidence of the increasing baryon chemical po-
tential along the rapidity axis has been found in [6].
Here, a and b are the two model parameters, which can
be fixed by fitting the experimental data. In the model,
the value of a essentially defines the baryon chemical
potential in the central region (mid-rapidity) of the
bulk hadronic matter formed, and b determines the rate
of increase of the baryon chemical potential along the
(longitudinal) rapidity axis with y0. The rapidity of the
expanding hadronic fluid element is y0 ∝ z or y0 = cz,
where z is the longitudinal coordinate of the hadronic
fluid element and c is a proportionality constant. The
above conditions also ensure that under the transfor-
mation z → −z, we have y0 → −y0, thereby preserving
the symmetry of the hadronic fluid flow about z = 0

along the rapidity axis in the center-of-mass frame of
the colliding nuclei. Unlike in case of the blast wave
model, where a common radial flow velocity is assumed
for the emitted particles, we in this model take the lon-
gitudinal as well as the transverse components of the
hydrodynamic flow into account. The longitudinal ve-
locity component of the hadronic fluid element is writ-
ten as

βz(z) = 1− 2

exp(2cz) + 1
= tanh y0. (3)

The transverse velocity component of the hadronic fire-
ball βT is assumed to vary with the transverse coordi-
nate r in accordance with the blast wave model as [5]

βT (r) = βs
T

( r

R

)n

, (4)

where n is an index that determines the profile of βT (r)

and βs
T is the hadronic fluid surface transverse expan-

sion velocity and is fixed in the model by using the
parameterization [5]

βs
T = β0

T

√
1− β2

z . (5)

In the present model, the transverse radius of the
fireball R formed in the most central collisions is as-
sumed to decrease monotonically along the rapidity
axis and is therefore written as

R = r0 exp

(
− z2

σ2

)
, (6)

where the parameter r0 fixes the transverse size of the
expanding hadronic matter at the freeze-out and σ rep-
resents the width of the matter distribution. By incor-
porating Eqs. (2)–(6), Eq. (1) takes the final form

d2N

2πpTdpTdy
=

g

(2π)2
×

×
∞∫

−∞

R∫
0

λE′ exp
(
−E′

T

)
r dr dz. (7)

Integrating over pT , we obtain the dN/dy yield from the
above equation. In order to conserve the strangeness
quantum number, we have used the criterion of the net
strangeness equal to zero. The rest of the model details
can be found in [5].

2. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The nuclear matter created in high-energy heavy
ion collisions is assumed to form an ideal gas that can
be described by the grand canonical ensemble. The
density of the particle i can then be written as

ni =
gi
2π2

∞∫
0

k2dk

exp
Ei(k)− μi

T
± 1

, (8)

where Ei =
√
k2 +m2

i is the energy and k is the mo-
mentum of the particle species. For high temperatures
and energies, the Bose or Fermi–Dirac statistics can be
replaced by the Boltzman statistics by dropping the ±1

term. The chemical freeze-out relates with the equi-
librium between different flavors. If the hadron gas
reaches chemical equilibrium, the particle abundance
is described by chemical potentials and temperatures.
The information of the chemical freeze-out can be ex-
tracted from particle ratios in the measurement. Rela-
tive particle production can be studied by particle ra-
tios of the integrated dN/dy yields. If we neglect the
decay contributions and consider only the primordial
yield, the like particle ratios are found to be controlled
only by their respective fugacities:

ni

ni
= exp

μi − μi

T
= exp

2μi

T
. (9)

Ratios of particles with the same mass but different
quark content, such as p/p and k−/k+, are sensitive
to the balance between matter and antimatter, charac-
terized by the baryon chemical potential μB. Because
strange quarks are created during the collision and are
not transported from the incoming nuclei, strangeness
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Table. The chemical potential values obtained at diffe-
rent collision energies in our model are compared with

the values obtained in Refs. [8,9]

√
sNN

μB = a, MeV;
our model

μB , MeV;
Refs. [8, 9]

9.2 GeV (SPS) 290± 3 300± 12

62.4 GeV (RHIC) 45± 5 62.7± 6

130 GeV (RHIC) 25± 3 29± 4.6

200 GeV (RHIC) 23± 2 22± 4.4

2.76 TeV (LHC) 0.5± 0.5 0.75

production is expected to be a good estimator of the
degree of equilibration of the produced fireball [7]. The
p/p ratio in accordance with Eq. (9) can be written as

p

p
= exp

(
−2

μB

T

)
. (10)

The other particle ratios can be correlated with the p/p

ratio as

k−

k+
= exp

(
2
μs

T

)(
p

p

)1/3

, (11)

Λ

Λ
= exp

(
−2

μs

T

)(
p

p

)2/3

, (12)

Σ

Σ
= exp

(
−2

μs

T

)(
p

p

)2/3

, (13)

Ξ

Ξ
= exp

(
−4

μs

T

)(
p

p

)1/3

, (14)

Ω

Ω
= exp

(
−6

μs

T

)
. (15)

Also, the energy dependence of the chemical poten-
tial can be approximated as [7]

μB ∝ 1√
sNN

. (16)

This energy dependence can also be verified from the
different values of chemical potentials obtained in our
previous papers [5] for different center-of-mass ener-
gies. These values along with the corresponding col-
lision energies are given in Table. The uncertainties
in these values of chemical potentials represent the un-
certainties of the fit. For the sake of comparison, we
mention the values of chemical potentials obtained at
different SPS and RHIC energies by the STAR colla-
boration [8] and by ALICE at LHC [9].

Model
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Fig. 1. p/p ratio plotted as a function of the mid-rapidity che-
mical potential a. The SPS and RHIC data points are taken

from [10] and the LHC data point is taken from [11,12]

Model

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350

a, MeV

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

k
–/k+

LHC

SPS

RHIC

Fig. 2. k−/k+ ratio plotted as a function of the mid-rapidity
chemical potential a. The SPS and RHIC data points are taken

from [13] and the LHC data point is taken from [11,12]

Thus, it is possible to replace the center-of-mass
energy values with the values of the chemical poten-
tial and to reproduce and study the energy depen-
dence of the various particle yield ratios by studying
their dependence on the chemical potential. This is
what we have done in the present analysis. We have
extracted the various particle ratios with the help of
Eqs. (10)–(15) and have plotted these ratios as a func-
tion of the mid-rapidity chemical potential (μB = a)
according to Eq. (2). We divide the chemical poten-
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Fig. 3. Λ/Λ (a), Ξ/Ξ (b ), and Ω/Ω (c) ratios plotted as functions of the mid-rapidity chemical potential a. The SPS and RHIC
data points are taken from [14] and the LHC data point is taken from [11,12]
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Fig. 4. Energy dependence of the Λ/π (a) and Ξ/π (b ) ratios for central collisions at mid-rapidity

tial axis into three energy regimes of the SPS, RHIC,
and LHC with reference to the values given in Table.
Thus, the energy dependence of various particle ratios
is established in this novel way. The newness of this
approach is reflected in the successful reproduction of
the particle ratios with respect to the collision energy
and the chemical potential simultaneously.

In heavy-ion collisions, the increase in the antimat-
ter-to-matter ratio with the center-of-mass energy of
the system has been observed earlier by the NA49 and
the STAR collaborations. The increase in the p/p ratio
toward unity with a decrease in the baryonic chemical
potential and an increase in the center-of-mass energy
from the SPS to the LHC is shown in Fig. 1. Our model
results are in good agreement with the experimental
data because our model curve reproduces the main fea-
tures of the experimental data. The increase in the p/p

ratio with a decrease in the baryonic chemical poten-

tial and an increase in the collision energy reflects the
decrease in the net baryon density towards higher colli-
sion energies, thus making the collision system partially
transparent at the RHIC and almost completely trans-
parent at the LHC energies. The ratio k−/k+, plot-
ted in Fig. 2, shows essential dependence on the cen-
ter-of-mass energy. Our model prediction shows a close
agreement with the experimental data points. Also the
feature of the experimental curve is also in good agree-
ment with our model calculations. The decrease in the
k−/k+ ratio with an increase in the chemical potential
and hence a decrease in the collision energy is due to
an increase in the net baryon density, which leads to
the associated production of kaons, thus favoring the
production of k+ over k−.

In Fig. 3, we plot the energy dependence of strange
and multi-strange antibaryon-to-baryon ratios. We find
a fairly good agreement between our model results and
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the experimental data. It is seen that the ratios in-
crease towards unity with an increase in collision ener-
gies and with a decrease in the chemical potential. The
ratios appear ordered with the strangeness quantum
number, i. e., the higher the strangeness quantum num-
ber is, the smaller the difference between antibaryons
and baryons. It is interesting to note that even the
yield of very rarely produced strange particles like Ω

is well described by the model. The particle ratios are
found to be consistent with unity at the LHC, where the
value of the chemical potential almost vanishes. This
indicates the effects of complete nuclear transparency
at the LHC.

We further reproduce the strange-to-nonstrange
particle ratios as shown in Figs. 4 and 5. Unlike in
the case of like particle ratios, here we include the ef-
fects of resonance decay contributions. Figure 6 shows
the energy dependence of k±/π± ratios for central col-
lisions at mid-rapidity. Our model results are in fair
agreement with the experimental data points. At lower
energies or higher chemical potentials, a peak has been
observed in the k+/π+ ratio at around 8 GeV [15–17].
This is not reproduced in our analysis because of the
invalidity of our approach at these lower energies, as
is demonstrated in Fig. 5 in the case of the Ξ/π ratio.
At very high chemical potentials or very low energies,
our model could not reproduce the experimental data
points. Thus, we have reproduced the results up to the
SPS energy of 9.2 GeV only. However, the k−/π− ratio
exhibits no sharp structure but a smooth evolution with
the collision energy or the chemical potential. Also, the
k±/π± ratio is seen to saturate at the RHIC and LHC
energies. This saturation arises because of the freeze-
out temperatures, which become constant at the RHIC
and LHC energies. Although our model results for the
k−/π− ratio are a little higher than the experimental
data points, the main features of the data showing a
steady decrease towards lower energies is well repro-
duced. The experimental data is taken from [17, 18].
Also in Fig. 4, we show the energy dependence of Λ/π
and Ξ/π ratios. We find that our model results are
in good agreement with the experimental data because
our model curve reproduces the main features of the
experimental data.

From the above particle ratios, we obtain the value
of the chemical freeze-out temperature to be 169 ±
±5 MeV at the RHIC and LHC energies, while it shows
a decreasing trend toward lower energies or higher
chemical potentials and approaches a value of 150 ±
± 2 MeV at the SPS energy of 9.2 GeV as shown in
Fig. 7. The value of the chemical freeze-out tempera-
ture obtained at RHIC and LHC lies in the vicinity of
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Fig. 5. Ξ/π ratio plotted as a function of the chemical poten-
tial a. The results are extrapolated to very low energies or very

high chemical potentials
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Fig. 6. Energy dependence of k±/π± ratios for central colli-
sions at mid-rapidity

QCD-predicted phase transition temperature of around
170 MeV, indicating that the freeze-out occurs almost
simultaneously after the phase transition.

The red filled squares in Fig. 7 represent the va-
lues of freeze-out temperatures obtained at the various
collision energies mentioned in Table.
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Fig. 7. (Color online). Chemical freeze-out temperature plot-
ted as a function of the chemical potential

3. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

We have used our model to explain the variations
of identified particle ratios with the mid-rapidity
chemical potential and the center-of-mass energy
simultaneously. An overall good agreement between
our model results and experimental data supports
the claim that the thermal model gives a satisfactory
description of the data. The extracted value of the
chemical freeze-out temperature is close to the lattice
QCD-predicted phase-transition temperature, suggest-
ing that chemical freeze-out happens in the vicinity of
the phase boundary shortly after hadronization. The
values of antiparticle-to-particle ratios are consistent
with unity at the LHC energies (mid-rapidity chemical
potential a ≈ 0), thus indicating the effects of almost
complete nuclear transparency in these collisions.

We acknowledge the financial support from Univer-
sity Grants Commission (UGC) for this work.

REFERENCES

1. U. W. Heinz, Nucl. Phys. A 661, 140 (1999).

2. F. Becattini, Z. Phys. C 69, 485 (1996); F. Be-
cattini and U. Heinz, ibid 76, 269 (1997); F. Becattini

and G. Passaleva, Europ. Phys. J. C 23, 551 (2002);
F. Becattini, Nucl. Phys. A 702, 336 (2002).

3. J. Cleymans and K. Redlich, Phys. Rev. Lett. 81,
5284 (1998); J. Cleymans and K. Redlich, Phys. Rev.
C 60, 054908 (1999).

4. B. Biedron and W. Broniowski, Phys. Rev. C 75,
054905 (2007).

5. S. Uddin et al., J. Phys. G 39, 015012 (2012); S. Ud-
din et al., Nucl. Phys. A 934, 121 (2015); S. Uddin
et al., Adv. High Energy Phys. 2015, 154853 (2015);
Riyaz Ahmed Bhat et al., Nucl. Phys. A 935, 43
(2015); Inam-ul Bashir et al., Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 30,
1550139 (2015); S. Uddin et al., arXiv:1412.2663.

6. J. Cleymans, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 35, 044017
(2008); F. Becattini et al., Proc. Sci. CPOD07, 012
(2007).

7. O. Ristea, BRAHMS Collaboration, Rom. Rep. Phys.
56, 659 (2004).

8. B. I. Abelev et al., STAR Collaboration, Phys. Rev.
C 79, 034909 (2009)

9. J. Cleymans, I. Kraus, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich, and
S. Wheaton, Phys. Rev. C 74, 034903 (2006).

10. B. B. Back et al., PHOBOS Collaboration, Phys. Rev.
C 71, 021901 (2005).

11. J. Cleymans, I. Kraus, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich, and
S. Wheaton, Phys. Rev. C 74, 034903 (2006).

12. A. Tawfik, E. Gamal, and A. G. Shalaby, Int. J. Mod.
Phys. A 30, 1550131 (2015).

13. B. I. Abelev et al., STAR Collaboration, Phys. Rev.
C 79, 034909 (2009).

14. M. M. Aggarwal et al., STAR Collaboration, Phys.
Rev. C 83, 024901 (2011).

15. P. Braun-Muzinger, J. Cleymans, H. Oeschler, and
K. Redlich, Nucl. Phys. A 697, 902 (2002).

16. J. Cleymans, H. Oeschler, K. Redlich, and S. Whea-
ton, Phys. Lett. B 615, 50 (2005).

17. M. Mishra and C. P. Singh, Phys. Rev. C 78, 024910
(2008).

18. C. Blume et al., NA49 Collaboration, J. Phys. G 31,
S685 (2005).

1197



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /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 false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /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 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /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 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /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 <>
    /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.)
    /RUS <>
  >>
  /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


