RSC submission to the RCEP Consultation on the Environmental Effects of
Novel Materials and Applications

The RSC welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Royal Commission on
Environmental Pollution study into the Environmental Effects of Novel Materials and
Applications.

The RSC is the largest organisation in Europe for advancing the chemical sciences.
Supported by a network of 43,000 members worldwide and an internationally
acclaimed publishing business, our activities span education and training, conferences
and science policy, and the promotion of the chemical sciences to the public.

This document represents the views of the RSC. The RSC’s Royal Charter obliges it
to serve the public interest by acting in an independent advisory capacity, and the
RSC is happy for this submission to be put into the public domain.

Where deemed appropriate, the RSC has chosen to group questions together to

provide a coherent response, and has chosen to answer those questions deemed most
pertinent.
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THEME 1: Scene-setting: what are novel materials and what developments are
likely over the next 5 — 10 years? Which ones should be investigated for the
purposes of this study?

L What do you understand by the term novel material? How might novel
materials best be classified? What novel materials should be included in the
study?

3 What sort of novel materials and technologies are being developed -over the

next 2, 5 and 10 years?

Novel materials could be viewed as completely new materials that have been
developed in isolation from others, i.e. they are un-connected to materials already in
use. More realistically, novel materials will include a more diverse range, including
some already in use, materials that are linear developments of those already known,
and established materials deployed in new applications. In order to provide a
comprehensive answer to the consultation, it is the latter, approach that we have taken
as it is unrealistic to predict the nature of truly novel, as yet unknown, materials.

The properties of novel materials can arise from two key factors: first, the chemical
composition of the material and, second, the physical size and shape of the material.
As scientists are increasingly able to exert ever more sophisticated control over
molecular-level organisation the morphology of materials is becoming increasingly
important.

Gold provides an illustrative example of how physical properties can have a very
substantial influence on chemical properties. In the bulk phase gold is inert, but on
the nano-scale it is highly reactive. The chemical composition of these two materials
is identical, and it is the change in physical size that gives rise to the change in
properties.

In defining novel materials it is also useful to consider the intrinsic properties of the
material arising from its chemical composition, the properties of materials formed
from this material, and the potential applications of the material.

This can be illustrated by considering superconducting perovskites developed in the
1980s. Intrinsically these materials possess highly novel properties as a result of their
elemental composition, allowing for superconduction at temperatures higher than
those known previously. However, the limitation of these materials is in their bulk
properties; they are synthesised from powders into brittle solids that cannot be formed
into elongated wires. In conclusion, the intrinsic properties and potential applications
are highly novel, but limited by their materials properties.

The RSC responded to the initial RCEP scoping consultation and suggested the
following materials classifications:'

Polymers

Solid-state ceramics

Glasses

Metals and alloys

Nanoparticles, nanotubes and colloidal materials



— Liquid crystals
— Composite materials

Unfortunately, some materials will slip through these categories, especially those
which are novel by virtue of being applied to completely new applications, e.g. well-
known metal hydrides being used for hydrogen storage.

Classification by broad themes in which the end-use is considered could also be
effective, despite the potential for significant cross-over between categories. The
RSC suggests the following broad themes could be useful:

— Energy generation, storage and fuels
— Energy efficiency

— Engineering materials

— Construction Materials

— Biocompatible Materials

— Environmental applications

— Electronics and Display technologies
— Food packaging

This classification can also be useful when considering environmental and health
effects as it gives some indication of exposure routes. For example, biocompatible
materials placed in the body will have a very different exposure route to materials
used in building construction.

By way of illustration we have expanded two of these themes: Energy generation,
storage and fuel, and Biomaterials, although the evidence contained should not be

considered exhaustive.

Energy generation, storage and fuel sources

Materials used for energy generation or storage will become increasingly important
with global concerns regarding energy demand, climate change, limited resources and
energy dependency.

Photovoltaics (PVs) involve conversion of sunlight into electric current. Although
these are now commercially available, there remain concerns about improving
efficiency, decreasing the usage time before energy expenditure during manufacture is
exceeded, and life-cycle analysis, amongst others. Materials of interest include:
— Conductive organic polymers
— Inorganic semi-conductors: indium tin oxide (ITO), cadmium selenide (CdSe),
copper indium diselenide (CulnSe,), amorphous silicon, thin film silicon and
titanium dioxide (TiO,)
— Inorganic semi-conducting nanoparticles: including CdSe and lead sulphide
(PbS).
— Fullerenes



Lithium ion batteries have presented major advance in battery technology and are
found in numerous portable, rechargeable electronic devices, e.g. laptops, mobile
phones. Scale-up to larger batteries requires cheaper, safe electrode and polymer
electrolyte materials with better performance, amongst other requirements. Cathode
materials under investigation, and potentially delivering improved performance over
LiCoO; cathodes currently in use, include LiNi;3Co13Mn;30,, Li MO, and LiMPO4
(M = Mn, Fe). Anode materials are currently satisfactory and will cope with
increased cathode performance, but in the long term they will need to be improved to
keep up with higher performance cathodes. Recent improvements include lithium and
tin alloys, and titanium dioxide nanowires.

Superconducting magnetic energy storage devices (SMES), in which energy is stored
in a magnetic field within which a current flows, hold much promise for electricity
storage. The coil is typically composed of niobium with titanium or tin and has to be
cooled below the critical superconducting temperature of around 268°C. For this
technology to be commercially viable it will require materials that can operate at
higher temperatures, preferably room temperature, and with mechanical properties
that allow for processing into wires or coils.

Hydrogen storage could provide an alternative to electrical storage, with higher
energy densities achievable. It would also need to be a key component in any
hydrogen powered transportation. Both gaseous and liquid hydrogen storage present
problems, although compressed hydrogen gas may be a medium term solution despite
the significant drawback of a low energy density. Any material-based hydrogen
storage medium must have easily reversible hydrogen binding and release, low weight,
and high volumetric and gravimetric hydrogen content. Currently, it remains unclear
which technology will be implemented in the long term.

— Many inorganic metal hydrides are known chemically, but this represents a
new and novel use of these materials (based typically on platinum, palladium,
nickel, or magnesium). Significant drawbacks are the very large exothermic
chemical reaction upon binding hydrogen which requires rapid heat
dissipation, the need to heat the material to obtain hydrogen release, and the
use of reactive metals, such as magnesium. Currently hydrogen storage in
these materials lies at approximately 3.5 — 4 %. Complex hydrides, such as
LiAlH4, may hold greater potential for storage, but heat dissipation and
hydrogen release both remain problematic.

— A number of alternatives rely on physisorption processes in high porosity
materials with high surface areas. These include metal organic frameworks
(MOFs), activated carbons and polymeric materials. Heat of physisorption is
substantially less than that for inorganic hydride formation (approximately 5
kJ g versus40 kJ g), although heat dissipation is still a problem. These
materials also require low temperatures for hydrogen insertion (77 K), but
theoretically they could be loaded to as high as 10 % by weight.

Materials also play a key role in harnessing wind, tidal and wave power. High
strength, lightweight materials for turbine blades and towers are required in order to
facilitate the construction and continued operation of large power turbines. Protective
surface coatings will also be required to reduce maintenance costs and prolong the
lifetime of wave and tidal energy devices.



A more speculative use of novel materials in energy applications is the proposed use
of metal and metalloid nanoparticles as solid fuel sources. This makes use of high
oxidation and reduction processes; relative to hydrogen, iron as a seven-fold energy
release per unit volume, and aluminium a nine-fold, and boron a sixteen fold energy
release. The majority of this research is still theoretical, although preliminary
experiments have been carried out at Oak Ridge National Laboratory, USA.” In the
shorter term, metal nanoparticles are likely to find uses as combustion catalysts for
solid and liquid fuels in the automotive field. A recent example is the development of
the cerium oxide nanoparticle based system ‘Envirox’, developed by Oxonica, to
improve fuel consumption and decrease harmful emissions.’

Biocompatible Materials

Tissue engineering utilises materials in conjunction with biological factors to replace,
or improve, biological functions. It is of great current interest and is likely to have a
significant impact in the healthcare and medical sectors. It is concerned with the
creation and application absorbable scaffolds which can stimulate tissue growth.
Based on the physical form, rather then chemical composition, we can broadly
categorise the materials currently being developed into the following:

— Foams are typically used as bone scaffolds, and can be constructed from, for
example, hydroxyapaptite, polyurethanes, acrylic polymers and natural
polymers, such as chitosan.

— Fibres are highly porous materials that can be used as scaffolds for cell growth.
Typically, cells from a patient would be grown on these scaffolds in a
laboratory and then implanted, although more futuristically, fibres modified
with cell growth or cell adhesion factors would be implanted directly into a
patient. These fibres can be produced from a range of biocompatible materials
such as polylactides, polyglycolides, polyesters or collagens. Once implanted
it would be anticipated that they either degrade or stay in place in an inert
form.

— Biocompatible coatings, usually polymeric in nature, are essential for the use
of bioimplants. Mechanical properties are often the key consideration in
designing bioimplants, such as artificial hips or engineered blood vessels, but
they often have poor biocompatibility properties.  Coatings, such as
biocompatible hydrogels, are employed to ensure the implant is integrated
successfully.

It is noteworthy that materials from several of the original materials classifications
feature within any one application, and some that were originally omitted are now
included.

The RSC would also direct the Commission to consider the SusChem Implementation
Action Plan 2006 and the Royal Society’s report Nanoscience and nanotechnologies:
opportunities and uncertainties’ as further sources of information on novel materials.
The RSC has been active in the area of energy, and further relevant information may
be found on Materials for Nuclear Waste Management® and Renewable Energy —
Generation Technologies.”

The RSC also has a number of Interest Groups with specialities in all the areas listed
above, and can provide further information and contacts if required.



4. What are the drivers for the development of novel materials? What are the
potential benefits of novel materials and the drivers for these?

The drivers for the development of novel materials are societal: health, quality of life
and cost effectiveness.

The balance of these factors can decide whether or not a novel material is
implemented for a specific application. It remains unlikely that, for example, new
materials for application areas as critical as energy will be adopted if the financial cost
is too high.

There is currently an ongoing search driven by health concerns to replace lead bearing
compounds in electronic devices. They are currently used in an extensive range of
applications; an example is the piezoelectric lead zirconate titanate PbZrTiOs;.
Considerable work is ongoing, and dominated by Europe, to find non-lead based
alternatives. Currently, the properties of these novel materials are not as good as
those based on lead, but this situation may well change as a result of future
breakthroughs.

It should also be noted that some of the novel materials described in answers to
questions 1 and 3 may themselves be superseded by different materials based on
health and financial implications. Elements such as cadmium, selenium and indium,
being developed for use in photovoltaics, and tellurium, bismuth and lanthanum in
magnetic storage devices, are all considered toxic. Whilst they may not necessarily
be especially hazardous, problems could arise during the manufacture of these
materials, especially the need to avoid contamination via waste water streams, for
example, and during their recycling and end of life (see question 5). More work
needs to be undertaken to investigate these challenges and, if necessary, identify
alternative novel materials based on less toxic constituents.

A specific example of costs driving innovation is the use of silicon transistors in
liquid crystal displays (LCDs). Whilst silicon technology is well-understood from the
semi-conductor industry, the use of silicon transistors in this scale of device remains
expensive, energy intensive and the chemicals used can be highly corrosive, thus
limiting the nature of the substrate. There is a desire to move away from silicon
processing and towards printing technologies, which could achieve large area
capabilities, high processing speeds and low energy input. Conducting polymers, tin
oxide semiconductors, silicon nanorods and carbon nanotubes are all being considered.

Replacement materials are also being sought for indium tin oxide (ITO); an inorganic
semi-conductor used in photovoltaics, LCDs and OLED devices. Limited global
reserves (see also question 5) are leading to ever increasing costs. The choice of
alternative materials is still speculative, although antimony-based materials and doped
tin oxides are being investigated.

If replacement materials could be found for both of these examples, it could be
envisaged that costs for such devices would drop and for ITO in particular, a resource
could be protected.



5. Can the development of novel materials have an impact on resource depletion?

This is almost certainly going to be an issue for future materials development. Often
unique materials properties arise from the incorporation of chemical elements that
have a low natural abundance.

One example is the continuing use of indium tin oxide (ITO) in PV and electronic
devices, despite the fact that this is a highly limited resource and that costs are
escalating.

Cobalt oxide comprises one quarter of the mass of lithium ion batteries and is a key
component in the functioning of the cathode. Global reserves of cobalt are small; less
than a tenth of that for nickel and just over one hundredth of that for copper. If 30
million battery packs capable of powering electric vehicles were made annually then
world cobalt reserves, assuming the estimates are correct, would be exhausted in six
years. The majority of cobalt reserves are located in politically unstable regions; the
top three sources are based in the Congo, Cuba and Zambia.

6.  Are issues of re-use and recycling considered when developing novel
materials — e.g. could the phasing out of metals for composites make recycling
difficult?

7. Are materials likely to alter the amount of waste generated and the ways in
which it has to be handled?

Novel materials, especially those in the development phase, offer an opportunity to
develop sustainable manufacturing processes and sustainable supply chains. New
materials, in many cases, have potential environmental, economic and societal
benefits over conventional materials. This includes energy efficiency, reduced fuel
consumption, improved communication and reduced waste.

To fully understand the implications of the manufacture, use and end-of-life of novel
materials the RSC recommends that life cycle assessment (LCA) is applied during
their development and used to minimise environmental impacts and maximise
economic and societal benefits.

LCA methods can be used to assess materials and energy flows throughout the life
cycle of a given product or process. They can be used to identify environmental
impacts, inefficient processes, high-energy use and exchanges of materials with the
environment. LCA does not, however, give an indication about how to best act upon
the observations. Theoretical LCA studies could be used to predict life cycle
implications for novel and advanced materials and for comparing alternative
processes and supply chains with respect to environmental impacts. There is still
work required on developing internationally standardised and unbiased LCA
methodology that can be used for comparative studies.

The information that LCA provides on materials flows could be used to indicate how,
where and in what quantity novel materials or their by-products might be expected to
end up in the environment.



THEME 2: Environmental and health impacts of novel materials

10. Do we have sufficient research and monitoring in terms of understanding
toxicology and exposure in place in order to understand the effects of novel
materials on the environment and human health?

11. Are current testing protocols ‘fit for purpose’ to test the environmental and
health impacts of novel materials? If not, what needs to be developed or are
there other strategies needed to address this issue?

Currently we do not have sufficient information. In some cases the methods to acquire
the data needed to understand the toxicology and exposure routes of novel materials
(i.e. materials which have not been seen before or new forms of existing materials) are
absent or are not sufficiently standardised.

What is not yet understood is what kind of environmental and toxicological effects
would be expected. Will novel materials give rise to novel, as yet unknown,
environmental effects, or will they simply give rise to known effects, potentially to a
different extent, when compared to established materials and chemicals? The latter
could be suggested by, for example, the use of nanoparticles in medical treatments
which are used to enhance known treatments rather than introducing new therapeutic
benefits.

It is unlikely that current testing protocols will provide appropriate data to ascertain
any novel, as yet unknown, toxicology of new materials, especially those on the nano-
scale. Current testing protocols are usually fairly coarse screens for known effects,
and in some cases they identify that an effect (e.g. endocrine disruption) exists
without toxicologists and regulators knowing how to interpret the data in terms of
regulatory action. Undoubtedly, new nanoparticles, for example, should be subjected
to a different range of studies to those currently in existence. As highlighted in
Theme 1, it is not only the chemical composition but also the physical form of a
material that needs to be evaluated. Different morphologies have been demonstrated
to lead to different chemical reactivities, and this in turn is likely to lead to different
biological effects. The assessment of environmental and health impacts of novel
material will also require the identification of appropriate biomarkers.

Difficulties arise when considering that the form of the materials that may make its
way into the environment may not be the same as the form encountered during in
manufacture. For example, many nanoparticles will agglomerate in the natural
environment into larger structures and react in a similar way to the bulk material
rather than exhibiting the properties of the nanoparticles. The issue of likelihood of
release into the environment also needs to be considered. For example, the erosion of
photovoltaic cells placed on rooftops is unlikely to lead to the release of nanoparticles
added during manufacture because these nanoparticles are encapsulated in the matrix
of the photovoltaic cell and no longer in their ‘free’ form. In this case, the problem, if
one exists, is more likely to be relevant during the disposal or recycling of these
materials.

It is important to note that, under current procedures, it can take up to 15 years for a
new testing protocol to be validated before it can gain regulatory acceptance. As
there will undoubtedly be a requirement for new tests, it may be necessary to look at



ways to streamline this process e.g. adapting genomics testing techniques used in the
pharmaceutical industry to assess toxicological endpoints. It may also be important to
consider developing less test dominated approaches to risk assessment.

REACH may have an influence on the speeding up (or otherwise) of the approval of
alternatives to existing animal tests, however, this does not address the requirement
for new tests for novel materials or the requirement for ways of interpreting certain
types of current information.

The RSC would also recommend that the Commission consider the Scientific
Committee on Emerging and Newly Identified Health Risks (SCENIHR) opinion on
The appropriateness of existing methodologies to assess the potential risks associated
with engineered and adventitious products of nanotechnologies.’

14. How can you look at the effects of novel materials as a coherent whole, if they
are even more difficult to categorise than nanomaterials?

By implication novel means previously unknown. It is not possible to put a testing
framework in place to take into account all (or many) future unknown effects arising
from all future unknown materials. A set of general principles (or questions) can be
defined and a requirement that these principles are adhered to or questions addressed
can be set. The onus should be on manufacturers and suppliers to provide appropriate
evidence that novel materials are reasonably safe for intended uses as well as address
the sensible concerns that regulators may have. The key is appropriate monitoring of
the use/release of novel materials post marketing. This occurs with chemicals placed
on the market for specific uses, either, as with drugs, veterinary products through
pharmacovigilance schemes or, as with plant protection products, biocides, and
chemicals subject to authorisation under REACH, periodic review of the information
available. It may also be helpful to group novel materials on their intended use and
properties to permit comparison with known materials and to facilitate read across.

THEME 3: How to manage novel materials in society: governance and
regulation

16. Is REACH the right framework for regulating novel materials and
nanotechnologies?

Novel materials derived from new and existing substances will be subject to REACH.
Relevant sections of REACH may have to be amended to deal with the way in which
substances are incorporated into novel materials. REACH should be made flexible
enough for regulating substances that are found in novel materials. However, the
presumption cannot be made that the current regulatory regime will be adequate. The
first question will be whether the new use leads to exposure to a novel material. If so,
then new hazard data may be required for existing materials which are used in a novel
ways, and it should not be assumed that this hazard data can be acquired using
currently approved tests. The risk assessment arising from this information needs to
be included in a Chemical Safety Report. For example, if a known substance is
produced in a nano form, but used is the same way as the bulk material, a question
arises as to whether further information regarding safety needs should be produced by
the applicant.



In this regard an indication of how these materials can be treated could come from
considering alloys. It has been acknowledged under REACH that the properties of the
alloy are not an same as the two or more individual chemicals, i.e. its physical form is
being considered. Conversely, there must be concern over the treatment of polymers
under REACH. Currently, monomers are covered by this regulatory framework but
polymers are not.

REACH relies on self-certification unless the European Chemicals Agency selects the
substance/use for ‘Authorisation’. This selection process implies the substance has
certain hazard characteristics identified by conventional testing before it enters
‘Authorisation’. If quantities of less than 1 tonne (and the substance is not known to
possess certain properties) are being used then registration is not required and if
quantities of less than 10 tonnes are being used then the information required is very
restricted and a chemical safety report (effectively a risk assessment) is not required.
It remains uncertain as to how much of the nanotechnology industry will be using less
than these quantities and therefore subject to ‘Authorisation’.

19. Is the UK’s and EU’s research funding sufficient in this area? Is it being
delivered in the right way?

The Council for Science and Technology has recently released the report:
Nanosciences and nanotechnologies: A Review of Government’s Progress on its
Policy Commitments.” The RSC recommends this review and its comments on
research coordination, research funding methods and research priorities. The bottom
line is that more funding needs to be provided and it needs to be focused on specific
challenges.

23.  How can an appropriate balance be achieved in the design of regulatory
systems to effectively manage uncertainty?

25. How would you apply the precautionary principle to the management and

regulation of novel materials?

Question 23 is a key question of this consultation, and should be the subject of a study
in its own right. This fundamental question is societal, not scientific, and relates to
how decisions can be made concerning what is in the best interests of society, and
how society sees the relationship between risk and regulatory systems .

As far as is reasonably practicable, regulatory systems for novel materials need to
safeguard human health and protect the environment. In the absence of adequate data
and evaluation criteria it is difficult to make this judgement concerning what
constitutes ‘safe’, and hence what constitutes ‘acceptable’, or what constitutes a
sufficient benefit to tolerate a risk (i.e. what society deems tolerable on a risk/benefit
basis — a ‘tolerable’ risk). It is important to develop an understanding of what the
general public, and key sectors within the general public, mean by ‘safe’, by ‘benefit’
and by ‘tolerable’ risk , and to generate a set of principles for defining what
constitutes an acceptable/tolerable level of risk.

The RSC has clear concerns that hazard based approaches and the precautionary
principle may be used for the regulatory control of novel materials and new
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applications of existing chemicals in situations where a risk based approach would be
more suitable. Hazard based approaches using the precautionary principle have the
advantage of being easy to apply and administer. However, they can result in the
misdirection of effort to mitigate risk because they do not deal with the likelihood of a
misdirection concerning the hazard (i.e. precautionarily protecting against a ‘hazard’
that isn’t [and hence a risk that is assumed too high]) and therefore continuing an
existing risk). Comparative risk assessment should aim to optimise the choice of
options for a particular situation, taking into account potential risks to health, wildlife
and the environment and societal benefits.

The application of the precautionary principle has to be proportional to the risks
involved. By adopting a ‘gate keeping’ approach and a ‘hard’ precautionary approach
(the normal fallback position of the regulator when facing an unknown) there is a near
certainty that innovation will be stifled through the disproportionately high barriers to
introducing the new, and probably less risky, materials.

The RSC holds the view that it is vitally important that regulations aimed at
mitigating detrimental environmental and health impacts be based on risk. Novel
materials should generally not be subject to restriction on the basis of intrinsic hazard
alone as this is not a good measure of the actual threat posed. Risk is a better measure
as it is based upon the likelihood that an intrinsic hazard associated with a material
will cause actual harm.

A balance needs to be found between the benefits of novel materials to society and the
risks they pose. It is not possible to eliminate all risk. The RSC is concerned that the
normally overly risk adverse nature of society is increasingly leading to risk adverse
regulatory systems. This results in regulations inhibiting innovation.

! http://www.rsc.org/Science AndTechnology/Policy/Documents/RCEPstudyResponse.asp
? http://www.ornl.gov/info/ornlreview/v39_1_06/article]8.shtml

3 http://www.oxonica.com/

* http://www.suschem.org/

Z http://www.nanotec.org.uk/finalReport.htm

http://www.rsc.org/ScienceAndTechnology/Policy/Documents/MaterialsforNuclearWastemanagement.

asp
7

http://www.rsc.org/ScienceAndTechnology/Policy/Documents/Renewableenergyenerationtechnologies
-asp

¥ http://ec.europa.eu/health/ph_risk/committees/04_scenihr/docs/scenihr_o_003.pdf

? http://www.cst.gov.uk/cst/news/Files/nano_review.pdf

11




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /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 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile 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 false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (Color Management Off)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. 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 suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /ENG ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [595.276 779.528]
>> setpagedevice


