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Abstract A novel group of polymer blend electrolytes based
on the mixture of poly(vinyl acetate) (PVAc), poly(vinylidene
fluoride-hexafluoropropylene) (PVdF-HFP), and the lithium
salt (LiClO4) are prepared by solvent casting technique. Ionic
conductivity of the polymer blend electrolytes has been
investigated by varying the PVAc and PVdF-HFP content in
the polymer matrix. The maximum ionic conductivity has
been obtained as 0.527×10−4Scm−1 at 303 K for PVAc/
PVdF-HFP ((25/75) wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%). The complex
formations ascertained from XRD and FTIR spectroscopic
techniques and the thermal behavior of the prepared samples
has been performed by DSC analysis. The surface morphol-
ogy and the surface roughness are studied using SEM and
AFM scanning techniques respectively.

Keywords Poly(vinyl acetate) . Polymer blend . Ionic
conductivity . Atomic force microscopy

Introduction

Ever since the discovery of ionic conductivity in alkali metal
salt complexes of solid polymers such as poly(ethylene
oxide) (PEO) [1] and the recognition of their technological
importance for the construction of solid state rechargeable
batteries, electrochromic devices, and sensors [2], the first
generation polymer electrolytes were investigated by Armand
et al. based on the combination of high molecular weight poly

(ethylene oxide) and lithium salts. The second generation
consists of modified PEO and new polymers based electro-
lytes. In the development of third generation polymer electro-
lytes, attention was focused on increasing the room
temperature ionic conductivity as well as the dimensional
stability of the polymer electrolyte [3]. PEO and lithium salt-
based polymer electrolytes invented by Armand et al. have
very low ambient temperature conductivity typically of the
order of 10−8Scm−1 [4]. Due to the poor performance of this
electrolyte, many attempts have been made on various
polymers such as PVC [5], PAN [6], PMMA [7], PVdF [8],
etc. Among the various polymers, Poly(vinyl acetate) (PVAc)
offers good mechanical stability, low glass transition temper-
ature, and easy film formation properties. Poly(vinyl acetate)
films have high tensile strength (29.4±49.0 MPa) [9] and
abrasion resistance; hence, it is used as binder, adhesive
applications in packaging, wood gluing, and chewing gum
bases. Apart from that PVAc have some special properties
such as tasteless, odorless, and non-toxic. Baskaran et al. [10]
reported that PVAc-based lithium electrolytes have conductiv-
ity in the range 10−5 to 10−3S cm−1. The conductivity of PVAc
polymer complexes also show high values by blending PVAc
with other suitable polymer. Ionic conductivity of PVAc with
poly(methyl methacrylate) (PMMA) and poly(vinyledinefluor-
ide) (PVdF) based blend electrolytes was first reported by
Baskaran et al. [11, 16], and it has good compatible nature. In
the present study, a new polymer electrolyte composed of
PVAc–poly(vinylidene fluoride-co-hexaflouropropylene)
(PVdF-HFP) blend as the host polymer and lithium perchlo-
rate as the doping salt has been prepared. The salt LiClO4 was
chosen since it has higher anionic radius [12].

In connection with this, copolymerization or blending
technique for matrix polymers of polymer electrolytes has
been considered for enhancing the properties of polymer
electrolytes [13–15]. In comparison, blending has been

M. Ulaganathan : S. Rajendran (*)
School of Physics, Alagappa University,
Karaikudi, Tamil Nadu, India 630 003
e-mail: sraj54@yahoo.com

M. Ulaganathan
e-mail: nathanphysics@gmail.com

Ionics (2010) 16:515–521
DOI 10.1007/s11581-009-0415-4



found to be more useful because of ease of preparation and
control of the properties of polymer electrolytes by
changing the composition of blended polymer matrix.

In the present study, an attempt has been made on PVAc/
PVdF-HFP based blend electrolyte with constant proportion
of lithium salt (LiClO4). The polymer blend electrolytes
were prepared using solvent casting technique. Tetrahydro-
furan was used as a solvent. The prepared films were
characterized under various spectroscopic techniques such
as Impedance analysis, X-ray diffraction (XRD), Fourier
Transform Infra Red analysis (FTIR), differential scanning
calorimetry (DSC), Scanning electron microscope (SEM),
and atomic force microscope (AFM).

Experiment

PVAc (Mw=140,000) and PVdF-HFP of high molecular
weight (Mw=400,000) and LiClO4 were purchased from
Aldrich chemicals limited USA. The polymer electrolytes of
various blend ratios were prepared by solution casting
technique with Tetrahydrofuran as solvent. The complex
was stirred well around 24 h with the help of magnetic stirrer
and degassed to remove air bubbles. Finally, the solution
thus obtained was cast on a glass plate and the solvent was
allowed to evaporate slowly in air at room temperature for
48 h. This procedure yielded mechanically stable, free-
standing, and flexible films. The films were further dried for
5 h in vacuum at 60°C to remove any trace of solvent. The
polymer blends of various (PVAc/PVdF-co-HFP) blend
ratios such as 100:00, 75:25, 50:50, 25:75, and 00:100 with
constant salt concentration were prepared with a view to
optimize the blend ratio on the basis of ionic conductivity
and mechanical stability of the film. The ionic conductivity
studies were carried out with the help of stainless steel
blocking electrodes by using a computer controlled micro
auto lab type III Potentiostat/Galvanostat of frequency range
1 Hz–300 KHz in the temperature range 303–373 K. The
XRD equipment used in this study was X'pert PRO
PANlytical X-ray diffractometer. FTIR spectroscopy studies
were carried out using SPECTRA RXI, Perkin Elmer
spectro-photometer in the range 400–4,000 cm.

−1 DSC
thermal analyses of blend electrolytes were studied using
METLER, model 822R. Roughness parameter and the
surface morphology of the maximum ionic conductivity
sample were obtained by AFM and SEM, respectively.

Results and discussion

XRD Analysis

Figure 1(a–h) shows the XRD pattern of pure PVAc, PVdF-
HFP, LiClO4, and PVAc/PVdF-HFP/LiClO4-based polymer

blend electrolytes respectively. Figure 1(a) of LiClO4 shows
intense peaks at angles 2θ=20.9°, 22.92°, 26.56°, 32.75°,
and 35.4°, which reveal the crystalline nature of the ionic
salt. Three peaks are found at 2θ=17.3°, 18.59°, 38.78° for
P(VdF-HFP; Fig. 1(b)), and they confirm the partial
crystallization of PVDF units in the copolymer, to give an
overall semi-crystalline morphology for P(VdF-HFP) [16].
Two broad peaks appear at 2θ=14.5° and 19° for PVAc
(Fig. 1(c)), which reveal its complete amorphous nature. It
has been observed that crystallinity of the blended complex
gets decreased with the addition of PVAc. Also the intensity
of all diffraction peaks are significantly lower in the
blended electrolyte system. This implies that the two
polymers PVAc and PVdF-HFP have good compatibility
with each other. Absence of the peaks corresponding to
LiClO4 indicates the complete dissolution of salt in the
polymer matrix. This shows that LiClO4 does not contain
any separate phase in the complex system.

FTIR studies

Infrared spectral analysis is a powerful tool for identifying
the nature of bonding and different functional groups

Fig. 1 XRD pattern of (a) pure LiClO4; (b) pure PVdF-HFP; (c) pure
PVAc; (d) PVAc (100 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (e) PVAc/PVdF-HFP
((75/25)wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (f) PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((50/50)wt.%)/
LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (g) PVAc/PVdF-HPP ((25/75)wt.%)/LiClO4

(8 wt.%); (h) PVdF-HFP (100 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%)
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present in a sample by monitoring the vibrational energy
levels of the molecules, which are essentially the fingerprint
of different molecules [17, 18].

Figure 2 depicts the FTIR transmittance spectra in the
range 400–4,000 cm−1 for pure polymers and their blends
with different blend ratios. The vibrational bands observed
at 2,933 cm−1 and 2,465 cm−1 are ascribed to –CH3

asymmetric and symmetric stretching vibrations respective-
ly for Pure PVAc. The strong absorbance at 1,734 cm−1

represents the C=O stretching vibration mode. The exis-
tence of C–O band has been confirmed by the strong
absorbance band at around 1,033 cm−1. The strong bands at
1,373 cm−1 is ascribed to –CH3 symmetric bending
vibration of pure PVAc. The band at 1,243 cm−1 is assigned
to C–O–C symmetric stretching mode of vibration. The
peak at 947 cm−1 is ascribed to CH bending vibration, and
the peak at 609 cm−1 is assumed to be linked with CH3

(C–O) group. The C–H rocking mode of vibration has been
confirmed by the presence of a band at 799 cm−1 [19, 20].

The vibrational peaks at 502 and 416 cm−1 are assigned
to bending and wagging vibrations of –CF2, respectively.
Crystalline phase of the PVdF-HFP polymer is identified
by the vibrational bands at 985, 763, and 608 cm−1 [21].
The strong absorption peak appeared at 1,173 cm−1 is
assigned to the symmetrical stretching of –CF2 group. The
peak appeared at 1,390 cm−1 is assigned to the CH2

groups [22–24].
Table 1 shows the comparison of band spectra of pure

polymers and their blends with different blend ratios.
From the table, it is clear that the band assignments of
FTIR spectra of blend samples are shifted from their
pure spectra. For all the blends, some peaks are found
above 3,000 cm−1, which correspond to the C–H stretch-
ing vibration modes of blend electrolytes. In addition,

Band assignments Wavenumber cm−1

PVAc PVdF-HFP A1 A2 A3 A4 A5

CH3 (Sym.stret) 2,465 2,468 2,477 2,483 2,432

CH3 (asym.stret) 2,933 2,928 2,934 2,935 2,978

CH3 (Sym bend) 1,373 1,378 1,385 1,390 1,400

C–H (wagging) 799 795 801 834 836

C=O (Stretching) 1,734 1,701 1,709 1,692 1,721

C–O (stretching) 1,033 1,037 1,033 1,027 1,030

C–O–C (stretching) 1,243 1,232 1,237 1,217 1,238

–CF2 (Sym.Stret) 1,173 1,063 – 1,140 1,140

–CF2 (wagging) 416 435 449 489 490

–CF2 (bending) 502 507 586 – –

–CF2 (deformation) 1,390 1,266 1,305 – 1,399

CIO�
4 608 606 630 623 624

Table 1 FTIR spectral data of
the prepared samples

Fig. 2 FTIR spectra of (a) pure PVAc;(b)pure PVdF-HFP; (c) PVAc
(100 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (d) VAc (75 wt.%)/PVdF-HFP (25 wt.%)/
LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (e) PVAc (50 wt.%)/PVdF-HFP (50 wt.%)/LiClO4

(8 wt.%); (f) PVAc (25 wt.%)/PVdF-HPP (75 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt%);
(g) PVdF-HFP (100 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%)
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some new peaks are present and some of them disappeared
in the blended electrolytes. Thus the spectral analysis
confirms the complexation of these two polymers and
lithium salt.

Conductivity analysis

Impedance spectroscopic analysis

Temperature dependent complex impedance plot of
PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75) wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%) blend-
ed electrolytes are shown in the Fig. 3. The complex plot
shows semicircular portion which corresponds to the bulk
resistance (Rb) with the parallel combination of the
frequency-dependent capacitance Cg and the low-
frequency spike is due to the interfacial impedance of
the cell setup. The bulk resistance value Rb is determined
from the low frequency intercepts on the x-axis of the
complex impedance plots. The ionic conductivity of solid
polymer blended electrolytes is calculated using the
equation σ=L/Rb A, where L is the thickness of the
polymer electrolyte film and A is the surface area of
the film. From Fig. 3, it was observed that the bulk
resistance (Rb) values decrease with the increase of
temperature from 303 to 363 K and the ionic conductivity

values are found to increase from 0.527×10−4 to 4.802×
10−4Scm−1. Even though the PVAc-salt and PVdF-HFP-
salt complexes contain maximum ionic conductivity, the
2.5/75 wt.% ratio of polymer blend has free-standing film
nature and hence they are very much suitable for device
fabrication than the other samples (Table 2).

Temperature-dependent conductivity

Figure 4 shows the temperature-dependent ionic conduc-
tivity of various blends and polymer salt complexes.
From the plot, it is evident that, as the temperature
increases the ionic conductivity also increases for all the
complex systems. The increase in conductivity with
temperature may be due to the decrease in viscosity and
hence increased chain flexibility [25]. The conductivity
can be expressed as s ¼ s0 exp �Ea=KTð Þ, where σ is the
ionic conductivity of polymer electrolyte, σo is the pre-
exponential factor, Ea is the activation energy, and T the
absolute temperature in Kelvin scale. In polymer electro-
lyte, the change in conductivity with the temperature has
been explained in terms of segmental motion that results
in an increasing free volume of the sample and the motion
of ionic charge. The complete amorphous nature of the
PVAc polymer provides a greater free volume in the blend
electrolyte system upon increasing the temperature [26].
Thus, the segmental motion either permits the ions from
one site to another or provides the pathway for ions to
move. This inter-chain or intra-chain ion movements are
responsible for the high ionic conductivity. Among the
various blended samples PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75)
wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%) composition shows high ionic
conductivity of the order of 0.527×10−4Scm−1 at 303 K,
and they also have better mechanical property than the
other samples. Choi et al. reported the ionic conductivity
value 2.3×10−3Scm−1 at 298 K for the system PVAc/
PVdF-HFP with LiClO4 employing double plasticizer (Ec,
PC) [27]. In this study, we have optimized the blend ratio
of the polymers and the conductivity value is of the order
of 10−4Scm−1 without plasticizers.

Table 2 Ionic conductivity of the complexes at different temperatures

Sample
code

Compositions of PVAc/PVdF-HFP/LiClO4

(wt.%)
Conductivity×10−4Scm−1 Nature of the

film
303K 313K 323K 333K 343K 353K 363K

A1 100/00/8 0.808 2.000 3.119 4.665 5.755 6.772 7.720 Jelly

A2 75/25/8 0.024 0.035 0.073 0.218 0.269 0.306 0.316 Jelly

A3 50/50/8 0.066 0.141 0.239 1.219 1.949 2.560 2.800 Free standing

A4 25/75/8 0.527 0.783 1.124 2.260 3.507 4.560 4.802 Free standing

A5 00/100/8 1.182 3.120 4.440 6.542 7.820 9.960 10.04 Brittle

Fig. 3 Complex impedance Plot of PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75) wt.%)/
LiClO4 (8 wt.%) complex at various temperatures
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Differential scanning calorimeter

Thermal behavior of polymer-salt complex and the polymer
blend electrolytes are measured by using a differential
scanning calorimeter. All the samples are scanned at a
heating range of −100 °C to 350 °C under nitrogen
atmosphere.

The thermograms of blend electrolytes are shown in
Fig. 5. Presence of small endothermic peaks in all
blends may due to the absorption of the heat energy by
the samples. This absorption leads to the changes of
blend electrolytes from one state to another state. The
glass transition temperature of pure PVAc polymer is
30 °C but in the present study the glass transition
temperature shifted to 52 °C. This shift in transition

temperature is due to the addition of lithium salt. In
fact, it is difficult to determine the glass transition
temperature of PVdF-HFP polymer because of its
semicrystalline nature. However, the position and the

Fig. 6 SEM image of a PVAc (100 wt.%)-LiClO4 (8 wt.%); b PVdF-
HFP (100 wt.%)-LiClO4 (8 wt.%); d PVAc/PVdF-HPP ((25/75)
wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%)

Fig. 5 DSC spectra of (a) PVAc(100 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (b)
PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((75/25) wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%); (c) PVAc/PVdF-
HFP ((50/50) wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt%); (d) PVAc/PVdF-HPP ((25/75)
wt.%)/LiClO4− (8 wt.%); (e) PVdF-HFP (100 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%)

Fig. 4 Arrhenius plot of the prepared electrolytes

Ionics (2010) 16:515–521 519



intensity change of the melting peak of samples can be
observed. The endothermic peak observed at 137,142
and143 °C for the samples A3, A4, and A5 is attributed
to PVdF-HFP melting [28]. It has been found that the
endothermic peak varies with the various blend composi-
tions of these two polymers. Appearance of the broad
exothermic peaks at 280, 283, 278, 265, and 263 °C in all
samples indicates the decomposition of the blended
complexes A1, A2, A3, A4, and A5 respectively. The
maximum ionic conductivity sample (A4) is thermally
stable up to 265 °C. Hence, it can be operated up to this
temperature in Li-ion batteries.

SEM analysis

The SEM is one of the most versatile instrument available
for the examination and analysis of the microstructure
morphology and chemical composition characterizations.
Scanning electron microscope (SEM) image of PVAc-salt,
PVdF-HFP-salt, and PVAc (25 wt.%)/PVdF-HFP
(75 wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%) polymer blend electrolyte films
are shown in Fig. 6. Figure 6a clearly shows smooth and
uniform surface morphology of the PVAc-salt complex.
This smooth morphology confirms the complete amor-
phous nature of PVAc polymer. Figure 6b shows the
photograph of PVdF-HFP and LiClO4 salt complex with
maximum number of pores giving rise to high ionic
conductivity of this sample. The appearance of number of
uniform tracks of few micrometer size is responsible for
the high ionic conductivity of PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75)
wt.%)/LiClO4 (8 wt.%) blend electrolyte (Fig. 6c). The
maximum ionic conductivity of the polymer blend
electrolyte also depends on the segmental motion of
the PVAc and PVdF-HFP. The better miscibility of these
two polymers can be depicted from the microstructural
photograph. The miscibility of these two polymers has

also been confirmed from FTIR and DSC analysis.
Finally, the SEM photograph of blend polymer electro-
lyte indicates the good compatibility of these two
polymers.

Atomic force microscopic studies

An AFM is a mechanical imaging instrument, which is used
to obtain the three dimensional topography images of the
samples. In the present study, the scanning spectroscopic
method was used to measure the pore size of the prepared
sample. The two dimensional, three dimensional topogra-
phy images are shown in the Fig. 7a, b. The topography
images of PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75) wt.%): LiClO4

(8 wt.%) sample clearly shows the presence of pores within
the scanned area of 3 µm×3 µm and the measured pore size
of the sample is approximately 600 nm. The presence of the
small pores is responsible for the high ionic conductivity of
the prepared samples. The size of the chain segment is
obtained in the order of 650 nm. The root mean square
roughness of the topography image over the scanned area is
107 nm [29].

Conclusion

PVAc/PVdF-HFP/LiClO4 polymer blend electrolytes with
different blend ratios have been prepared by solution
casting technique. The complex formation has been
confirmed by XRD and FTIR spectroscopic studies. DSC
thermal analysis has been performed for all the samples.
The maximum ionic conductivity of 0.527×10−4Scm−1 at
303 K has been observed for PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75)
wt.%) blend electrolyte sample. The surface morphology
and the topographic images have been obtained from SEM
and AFM scanning probe techniques, respectively.

Fig. 7 Topography image of
PVAc/PVdF-HFP ((25/75)
wt.%):LiClO4 (8 wt.%) com-
plex, a 2D image; b 3D image

520 Ionics (2010) 16:515–521



References

1. Wright PV (1975) Brit Poly Journal 7:319–327
2. Armand MB, Chabango JM, Duclot M, (1978) second Interna-

tional Meeting on Solid Electrolytes, Standee's, Scotland,
Extented Absts

3. Munishi MZA (1995) Handbook of Solid State Batteries and
Capacitors. World Scientific Publishing Co. Pte. Ltd, Singapore,
pp 384–385

4. Shodai T, Owens BB, Ohtsuka H, Yamaki JC (1994) J Electro-
chem Soc 141:2978–2981

5. Rajendran S, Uma T (2000) J Power Sources 87:218–222
6. Akashi H, Tanaka K-I, Sekai K (1998) J Electrochem Soc

145:881–887
7. AbrahamKM, AlamgirM (1990) J Electrochem Soc 137:1657–1658
8. Tager A (1972) Physical chemistry of polymers. Mir Publications,

Moscow, pp 289–290
9. Daniels W (1987) In: Mark HF (ed) Encyclopedia of polymer

science and technology, vol 17. Wiley, New York, p 402
10. Selvasekarapandian S, Baskaran R, Kamishima O, Kawamura J,

Hattori T (2006) Spectrochim Acta Part A 65:1234–1240
11. Baskaran R, Selvasekarapandian S, Kuwata N, Kawamura J,

Hattori T (2006) Solid State Ionics 177:2679–2682
12. Rajendran S, Sivakumar M, Subadevi R (2004) Solid State Ionics

167:335–339
13. Kim C-H, Kim H-T, Park J-K, Moon S-I, Yoon M-S (1996) J

Polymer Sci B Polymer Phys 34:2709–2714
14. Sung H-Y, Wang Y-Y, Wan C-C (1998) J Electrochem Soc 145:1207

15. Rhoo H-J, Kim HT, Park J-K, Hwang T-S (1997) Electrochim
Acta 42:1571–1579

16. Saikia D, Kumar A (2004) Electrochim Acta 49:2581–2589
17. Nagatomo T, Ichikawa C, Omoto O (1987) J Electrochem Soc

134:305
18. Nagamoto T, Kakehata H, Ichikawa C, Omoto O (1985) Jpn J

Appl Phys 24:305
19. Baskaran R, Selvasekarapandian S, Hirankumar G, Bhuvaneswari

MS (2004) J Power Sources 134:235–240
20. Baskaran R, Selvasekarapandian S, Kuwata N, Kawamura J,

Hattori T (2006) Mater Chem Phys 98:55–61
21. Rajendran S, Mahendran O, Mahalingam T (2002) Eur Poly J

38:49–55
22. Rajendran S, Mahendran O, Kannan R (2002) Mater Chem Phys

74:52–57
23. Missan HPS, Chu PP, Sekhon SS (2006) J Power Sources

158:1472–1479
24. Li Z, Su G, Wang X, Gao D (2005) Solid State Ionics 176:1903–

1908
25. Michael MS, Jacob MME, Prabaharan SRS, Radhakrishna S

(1997) Solid State Ionics 98:167–174
26. Tsunemi K, Ohno H, Tsuchida E (1983) Electrochim Acta

28:833–837
27. Choi NS, Lee YG, Park JK, Ko JM (2001) Electrochim Acta

46:1581
28. Jiang Y-X, Chen Z-F, Zhuang Q-C, Xu J-M, Dong Q-F, Huang L-

S, Sun S-G (2006) J Power Sources 160:1320–1328
29. Horcas I, Fernandez R, Rodriques J-M, Colchero J, Herrero J-G,

Mbaro A (2007) Rev Sci Instrum 78:13705

Ionics (2010) 16:515–521 521


	Preparation and characterizations of PVAc/P(VdF-HFP)-based polymer blend electrolytes
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experiment
	Results and discussion
	XRD Analysis
	FTIR studies
	Conductivity analysis
	Impedance spectroscopic analysis
	Temperature-dependent conductivity

	Differential scanning calorimeter
	SEM analysis
	Atomic force microscopic studies

	Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /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 /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


