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ABSTRACT. In the case of particle reinforced composites, where the particles 
are in a form of sharp material inclusions, singular stress concentration exists 
on each tip of each inclusion. This is due to the geometric and material 
discontinuities between matrix and particle. These points of stress 
concentration are susceptible of crack initiation and thus often responsible for 
failure of the whole structure. The modified maximum tangential stress 
criterion is employed in order to predict crack onset conditions. 
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INTRODUCTION 
 

omposites find application in a variety of engineering structures. Overall excellent properties, which can only be 
achieved by combination of two or more homogenous materials, bring solution for high demands given by 
contemporary advanced technologies. However, the very nature of composites also causes a difficulty in their 

assessment in terms of fracture mechanics. Common composite types, i.e. fibre reinforced composites or particle reinforced 
composites give rise to points of singular stress concentration. These points are found in loci where fibre ends are embedded 
in matrix or at each tip of each sharp particle and are referred as General Singular Stress Concentrators (GSSCs). This paper 
deals with the case of particle embedded in matrix which is in a form of Sharp Material Inclusion (SMI). The strength of 
singularity in this case is different and lower than in the case of a crack. However, the GSSCs are points often susceptible 
for crack initiation and thus they can be responsible for failure of the whole structure. A thorough understanding of crack 
initiation conditions in GSSC leads to improved estimation of the critical failure load. Stress, energy or coupled criteria are 
commonly used in fracture mechanics analyses of many GSSC types such as sharp notches. These criteria can be employed 
in order to predict crack onset conditions to the case of SMI. The GSSC characterized by weak singularity often require 
consideration of higher order non-singular terms of the asymptotic stress series to describe the stress state and thus to 
receive consistent critical load predictions. Suggestion of modified maximum tangential stress stability criterion for the SMI 
with consideration of non-singular terms is the main objective of this paper. 
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FRACTURE MECHANICS OF SHARP MATERIAL INCLUSION 
 

he SMI is modelled in 2D as a special case of multi-material junction, the bi-material junction [1, 2] as shown in Fig. 
1. Both material regions are considered to consist of linear elastic material and fully described by Young’s moduli 
E1 and E2 and Poisson’s ratios ν1 and ν2. The geometry is characterized by the opening angle α. Perfect bonding 

(traction and displacement continuity) is assumed at both interfaces Γ0 and Γ1. The problem is considered either in a state 
of plane stress or plane strain. The stress field in the vicinity of bi-material junction tip, i.e. when r  0, is described by 
following asymptotic series: 
 

 
     1 2 3 11 1 31 2

1 2 3
2 2 2

ij ij m ij m ij m

HH H
r f r f r f    

  
        (1) 

 
where Hk is the kth Generalized Stress Intensity Factor (GSIF) which corresponds to the kth eigenvalue k, that forms the 
stress singularity exponent (1 – k ). The terms of the series can be either singular, when 0 < (k) < 1 or non-singular 
when 1 < (k). As r  0 the singular terms become unbounded, while the non-singular terms vanish. fijkm(θ) is the 
dimensionless angular eigenfunction constructed for ijth component of the stress tensor, kth eigenvalue and mth material 
as in [2, 10]. Note that the series above is in sake of simplicity written for real eigenvalues and real GSIFs. Such form of the 
series provides satisfactory description for most of the cases. 
 

 
 

Figure 1: Sharp material inclusion model. 
 
In majority of the fracture mechanics analyses of GSSCs only the singular terms are used for description of stress field [3, 
4] and following determination of crack onset conditions. In [5, 6] the effect of first non-singular stress term on stress 
distribution in case of sharp V-notch is studied. The effect of the first non-singular term in case of bi-material notches is 
studied in [7, 8]. In [9] Klusák et al. have shown the significance of consideration of the first non-singular term in the case 
of sharp bi-material orthotropic plate. A study which has shown the effect of non-singular terms in the cases of SMI has 
been conducted in [10]. In order to identify singular and non-singular terms for given configuration the dependence of the 
eigenvalues 1, 2 and 3 of chosen geometric SMI cases on Young’s moduli ratio E1/E2 is presented in Fig. 2. Here, material 
region 1 and Young’s modulus E1 belongs to inclusion and the region 2 with modulus E2 corresponds to the matrix. In the 
case of rectangular SMI characterized by  = 90° two singular and one non-singular terms for all E1/E2 ratios are found. 
In the case of sharper SMI with  = 60° there are two singular terms together with one non-singular terms for cases where 
inclusion is more compliant than matrix, i.e. E1/E2< 1 and one singular term together with two non-singular terms for cases 
of inclusion stiffer than matrix, i.e. E1/E2>1. The SMI with a blunt opening angle of  = 120° shows reverse trend, as the 
cases of more compliant inclusion have one singular term together with two non-singular terms and cases with stiffer 
inclusion have two singular together with one non-singular term.  
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Figure 2: Dependence of 1, 2 and 3 on E1/E2 shown for 3 SMI geometries  = 60°, 90°, 120°. 
 
To predict crack initiation conditions, a modified maximum tangential stress criterion is used. The tangential stress depends 
on radial distance from the singular concentrator tip. To mitigate the radial distance dependence the mean value can be 
calculated as: 
 

   
0

1
, d

d
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The parameter d is related to the fracture mechanism, e.g. in case of cleavage fracture it can be set as d = 2 - 5 × grain size 
of the material [13]. The criterion states that the crack will initiate in the direction θ0,m of maximum value of mean tangential 
stress. The extreme value is found as: 
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Let’s consider the first 3 terms (singular and non-singular) of the stress series (1). By averaging it over specific distance d as 
in (2) and substituting it into Eq. (3) we obtain: 
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      (4) 

 
The first GSIF H1 is factored out and the consequent ratios are denoted as k1 = Hk/H1. Equation has now the only 
unknown, the crack initiation direction θ0,m.  
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In general, global and local extremes can be found in bi-material problem. The crack will be initiated in the direction of 
maximum of  and corresponding minimum value of generalized fracture toughness [14]. Note that the crack initiation 
direction does not depend on the absolute values of GSIFs but rather on their ratios k1. The general form of the equation 
for n terms of the stress series is: 

 

1
1

0
k

km
k

n

k
k

fd 


 


  


           (6) 

 
The crack initiation conditions of the SMI are described by means of critical stress quantity. In this way, Knésl in [13] 
assesses a stability of V-notch. He proposes comparison of such critical quantity  of the crack and the V-notch. Since 
in both cases (crack tip and the V-notch tip) the stress is singular, he supposes that crack initiation mechanism in V-notch 
will be the same as the crack propagation mechanism. Then crack initiation conditions in case of GSSCs can be assessed by 
means of critical average stress ascertained for a crack. For a crack in homogeneous material and loaded in normal mode I, 
the critical mean tangential stress value is: 
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Whereas for the GSIF with consideration of first three singular and non-singular terms of the series (1), it is: 
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By comparison of the two relations above the generalized fracture toughness H1C,m is: 
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   (9) 

 
which in general form for n terms of the stress series is written: 

 
 

(10) 
 
 
 

The generalized fracture toughness H1C,m depends on fracture toughness KIC,m of the material m. It is obvious that in case of 
SMI two materials m = 1 and 2 should be considered and possibility of crack initiation into the matrix and into the inclusion 
should be evaluated. If the value H1C,1 is lower than H1C,2 crack initiation is expected into the inclusion, otherwise it occurs 
into matrix. In sake of completeness, the case of crack initiation into the interface should be also evaluated. In that case, the 
value of H1C,interface has to be calculated based on fracture toughness of the interface KIC,interface. Note that for all the critical 
values H1C,1, H1C,2, and H1C,interface the shape functions f,m should contain corresponding angle of potential crack initiation 
0,m (m = 1, 2, interface). The crack initiation occurs if the following stability criterion is violated (11):  
 

             (11) 
 

Crack is not initiated in SMI tip if the value of GSIF H1 is lower than its critical value. Finally, the critical applied load σcrit 
can be calculated as:  
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NUMERICAL EXAMPLE 
 

he SMI is modelled by FEM in 2D. The model geometry and boundary conditions are shown in Fig. 3. The 
rectangular inclusion with α = 90° in a plane strain conditions is studied. The modelled specimen size is 25 × 25 
mm. The model is loaded with unit tension of σappl = 1 MPa. In this numerical example the inclusion more compliant 

than matrix is considered, which represents sandstone inclusion in cement paste of various stiffness. The modelled bi-
material configurations are listed in Tab. 1. The Poisson’s ratios are identical for both materials, ν1 = ν2 = 0.2. The eigenvalues 
λk are determined as a solution of an eigenvalue problem [2, 10]. The GSIFs Hk are calculated semi-analytically by means of 
overdeterministic method [2, 10], with resulting values as shown in Tab. 1. The diameter which provides inputs (nodal 
displacements) for GSIFs calculation is chosen as r1 = 1 mm. The characteristic length d which corresponds to the fracture 
mechanism is for the case of cement paste composites chosen as d = 1 mm. Fig. 4 shows the tangential stress distribution 
for the case E1/E2 = 0.5, nevertheless distribution of this kind is characteristic to the cases of inclusion more compliant 
than matrix in general. The distribution disposes of two extremes, global which is found in the matrix θ0,2 = 180° and local 
found in the inclusion θ0,1 = 0°. The values of crack initiation angles θ0,m are given by the symmetry of the problem. For the 
same reason the odd term, the skew related GSIF H2 = 0 MPa·m1-λ2. It is necessary to asses potential crack initiation in all 
possible ways, i.e. in the direction of the global maximum, local maximum and the interface. The crack initiation angle in 
the latter case is θ0,interface = 45°. In Tab. 1 the generalized fracture toughness is calculated for global function extremes, the 
local one and the interface. The fracture toughness value of matrix, inclusion and the interface is chosen equally, KIC,m = 1 
MPa·m1/2 for m = {1, 2, interface}. Generalized fracture toughness for unit KIC,m can be understood as normalized value 
and in Tab. 1 is denoted as *

1C,mH .  

 
 

E1 
[GPa] 

E2 
[GPa] 

E1/E2 
H1  

[MPa·m1-λ1] 
H3  

[MPa·m1-λ3] 
KIC  

[MPa·m1/2] 
H*1C,2  

[MPa· m1-λ1] 
H*1C,1  

[MPa· m1-λ1] 
H*1C,interface  

[MPa· m1-λ1] 
20 80 0.25 1.857 -0.014 1 0.618 0.822 1.078 

20 60 0.33 1.592 -0.020 1 0.657 0.784 1.149 

20 40 0.50 1.310 -0.022 1 0.715 0.765 1.238 

20 26.6 0.75 1.114 -0.020 1 0.774 0.782 1.455 
 

Table 1: Bi-material configurations with resulting GSIFs and values of generalized fracture toughness. 
 

 
 

Figure 3: The numerical model. 
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It is evident that the stress description (Fig. 4) by means of the first and the third stress terms ( 1 3, 
 ) is more precise than 

the description by the first stress term only ( 1
 ). It can be seen especially in directions θ = 90° and 270° corresponding to 

regions of lower tangential stresses. The stability criterion employing critical value H1C following from all three stress terms 
(9), (10) is used. Fig. 5 shows results of the values H1 and the critical values H*1C corresponding to crack initiation into 
matrix, into the inclusion and into the interface. The values H1 follow from FEM numerical solution of model with unit 
loading 1 MPa. The critical values H*1C,m are ascertained for unit fracture toughness KIC,m = 1 MPa·m1/2 for m = {1, 2, 
interface}. Particular values H1C,m for given fracture toughness of the matrix, the inclusion and the interface are: 
 

*
1C1C, IC,,mm mH KH             (13) 

 

 
 

Figure 4: Tangential stress distribution for the case E1/E2 = 0.5. Yellow and magenta curve stay for the analytical tangential stress 
solution on r = 1 mm obtained by one term H1 and by two terms H1 and H3 respectively. The cyan curve is the mean tangential stress 
obtained by two terms H1 and H3. Black dots represent the FEM solution on r = 1 mm. The yellow vertical lines denote the interfaces 
and black vertical lines the function local and global extreme. 
 
 
The results show that crack initiation conditions depend on the ratio of materials Young's moduli, and on the fracture 
toughness of material components (matrix, inclusion) and the interface. In the numerical example E1 corresponds to 
Young's modulus of the inclusion. The inclusion here is considered to be a sandstone aggregate with E1 = 20 GPa. 
Corresponding fracture toughness of sandstone is between 0.28 and 0.52 MPa·m1/2. On the other hand, E2 corresponds to 
Young's modulus of matrix. In the numerical example it varies from 26.6 to 80 GPa. The fracture toughness of common 
hardened cement paste is between 0.1 and 0.8 MPa·m1/2, where higher values of E2 usually match to higher values of KIC,2. 
The fracture toughness of interface can widely vary. In case of silicate based composites it is dependent on the manufacturing 
process and development of interfacial transition zone. The values H1C,interface are higher than H1C,1 and H1C,2 thus it seems 
that the crack kink to the interface is not probable, but mind that usually KIC,interface is lower than KIC,matrix and KIC,inclusion. 
When considering particular values of KIC,m for particular ratios E1/E2, the curves of the critical values H1C,m for matrix, the 
inclusion and the interface will change by multiplying as indicated in (13). Thus every particular case will show if crack 
initiation occurs to matrix, to the inclusion or the interface, i.e. min{H1C,1 , H1C,2 , H1C,interface}.  
Let us note that studied material model is universal. Although it supposes sharp concave inclusion embedded in matrix, at 
the same time it can describe convex corner of stiffer inclusion filled with matrix. In this case E1 would match to matrix 
and E2 to the inclusion. Principally, the approaches will be the same and the results very similar. 
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Figure 5: GSIF H1 for unit applied load and the critical values H1C needed for crack initiation to matrix and to the inclusion. 
  
 
CONCLUSIONS 
 

he article deals with generalized fracture mechanics of a crack initiation in a tip of polygonal material inclusion 
embedded in matrix. Stability criterion for determination of crack initiation conditions is proposed by means of 
average value of tangential stress. The stability criterion is written for stress described by singular and non-singular 

(higher order) terms. The criterion employing higher order terms is necessary for the assessment of sharp material inclusion, 
because singular stress terms only do not describe stress state satisfactorily in some material and geometrical configurations. 
The proposed criterion allows indicating whether crack initiation occurs into matrix, into the inclusion or into the interface. 
Its general form allows such assessment for particular known fracture toughness of the matrix, inclusion or the interface. 
Description of stability of stress concentrators of this kind contribute to better understanding of toughening mechanisms 
in particle composites. This kind of understanding leads to composite design optimisation or composite structure failure 
prevention.  
 
 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
 

his research has been financially supported by the Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports of the Czech Republic 
under the project CEITEC 2020 (LQ1601). The authors would like to thank the Czech Science Foundation for 
financial support through the Grant 16/18702S.  

 
 
REFERENCES 
 
[1] Paggi, M., Carpinteri, A., On the Stress Singularities at Multimaterial Interfaces and Related Analogies With Fluid 

Dynamics and Diffusion, Applied Mechanics Reviews, 61 (2008) 1-22. 
[2] Krepl, O., Klusák, J., Reconstruction of a 2D stress field around the tip of a sharp material inclusion, Procedia Structural 

Integrity, 2 (2016) 1920-1927. 

T 

T 



 

                                                                      O. Krepl et alii, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 42 (2017) 66-73; DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.42.08 
 

73 
 

[3] Williams, M.L., Stress singularities resulting from various boundary conditions in angular corners of plates in extension. 
J Appl Mech,19 (1952) 526–8. 

[4] Seweryn, A., Molski, K., Elastic stress singularities and corresponding generalized stress intensity factors for angular 
corners under various boundary conditions, Engineering Fracture Mechanics, 55(4) (1996) 529-556. 

[5] Kim, J.K., Cho, S.B., Effect of second non-singular term of mode I near the tip of a V-notched crack, Fatigue and 
Fracture of Engineering Materials and Structures, 32 (2009) 346-356. 

[6] Ayatollahi, M.R., Dehghany, M., Nejati, M., Fracture analysis of V-notched components – Effects of first non-singular 
stress term, International Journal of Solids and Structures, 48 (2011) 1579-1589. 

[7] Ayatollahi, M.R., Mirsayar, M.M., Nejati, M., Evaluation of first non-singular stress term in bi-material notches, 
Computational Materials Science, 50 (2010) 752-760. 

[8] Mirsayar, M.M., Aliha, M.R.M., Samaei, A.T., On fracture initiation angle near bi-material notches – Effects of first 
non-singular stress term, Engineering Fracture Mechanics, 119 (2014) 124–131. 

[9] Klusák, J., Hrstka, M., Profant, T., Krepl, O., Ševeček, O., Kotoul M., The influence of the first non-singular stress 
terms on crack initiation direction in an orthotropic bi-material plate, Theoretical and Applied Fracture Mechanics, 71 
(2014) 67–75. 

[10] Krepl, O., Klusák, J., The influence of non-singular terms on the precision of stress description near a sharp material 
inclusion tip, Theoretical and Applied Fracture Mechanics, in press. DOI: 10.1016/j.tafmec.2017.03.007. 

[11] Sih, G.C., A special theory of crack propagation, in: G.C. Sih (Ed.), Mechanics of Fracture – Methods of analysis and 
solutions of crack problems, Noordhoff International Publishing, Leyden, The Netherlands, (1973) XXI-XLV. 

[12] Sih, G.C., Mechanics of Fracture Initiation and Propagation, Kluwer Academic Publishing, Boston, (1991). 
[13] Knésl, Z., A criterion of V-notch stability, Int J of Fracture, 48 (1991) 79-83. 
[14] Klusák, J. Profant, T., Knésl, Z, Kotoul M., The influence of discontinuity and orthotropy of fracture toughness on 

conditions of fracture initiation in singular stress concentrators, Engineering Fracture Mechanics, 110 (2013) 438–447 
 



<<
  /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 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


