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Abstract Basic computational aspects of the Wigner func-
tion approach for modeling and simulation of electronic
transport are discussed, beginning with the coherent prob-
lem, followed by the dissipative problem including scatter-
ing events, which has been recently restated in terms of a
scattering-induced Wigner function correction. These alter-
native formulations of the computational task are discussed
along with a method for separation of the Wigner potential
into classical (force) and quantum components.

Keywords Wigner function · Boltzmann scattering ·
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1 Introduction

The Wigner picture provides a phase space formulation of
quantum theory, where states and observables are repre-
sented by functions of the real space and momentum coor-
dinates. The Weyl transform attributes to any given operator
of the wave mechanics a phase space counterpart which is
a c-number. The Wigner function can be viewed as both, a
phase space counterpart of the density matrix and a quantum
counterpart of the classical distribution function. Basic no-
tions of the classical statistical mechanics are retained in this
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picture. In particular the usual quantities of interest in oper-
ator quantum mechanics, i.e. mean values and probabilities
associated to given physical observables, are evaluated in
phase space by rules resembling the formulae of the classi-
cal statistics. It is for these reasons that the Wigner function
is often apprehended as a quasi-distribution function. The
basic difference with the Boltzmann counterpart is the ap-
pearance of negative values which characterize correlations
and outline quantum from classical transport.

The standard phase space formulation of quantum me-
chanics has been established historically on top of the oper-
ator mechanics [1–3]. The inverse approach, explored later
[4, 5] provides an independent formulation of the Wigner
theory in the phase space. Conditions are derived, which
specify the admissible quantum phase space functions in
terms of pure and mixed states, and the rest of non-quantum
states. A one to one correspondence is established between
the space of all real pure state functions of the phase space
and the Hilbert space of the physical states. Furthermore
the Weyl transform defines the correspondence between the
Hermitian operators of the observables and phase space
functions with certain properties. This autonomous formu-
lation of the Wigner theory recovers the operator mechan-
ics, which completes the proof of the logical equivalence
between the two approaches [5].

The Wigner function approach has been applied for more
than 2 decades to modeling and simulation of transport of
charge carriers in electronic structures. Beginning with the
coherent problem successfully solved for both stationary
and transient conditions, the approach has been general-
ized to account for scattering events. Relevant for device
modeling applications is the stationary problem imposed by
stationary boundary conditions. Recently it has been refor-
mulated as an initial condition problem with the help of
the scattering-induced Wigner function correction. These al-
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ternative formulations are discussed along with a method
for separation of the Wigner potential into classical (force)
and quantum components. The method overcomes the di-
vergence of the standard definition due to an applied volt-
age and ensures a smooth Fourier transform of the quantum
component.

2 Formulation of the problem

The standard way of introduction of the main entity of the
formalism—the Wigner function—relies on the density op-
erator ρ̂ and the corresponding density matrix, which for a
single-dimensional (1D) task with a space coordinate x is
ρ(x, x′) = 〈x′|ρ̂|x〉.

2.1 Coherent Wigner equation

The Wigner function fw is defined in the 1D phase space
x,p by the Weyl transform of the density matrix ρ. Usually
the momentum variable is replaced by the wave number k =
p/�, giving rise to the following definition:

fw(x, k, t) = 1

2π

∫
dx′ ρ(x + x′/2, x − x′/2, t)e−ix′k. (1)

The transform, as applied to the von-Neumann equation for
the evolution of the density operator i�

∂ρ̂
∂t

= [H, ρ̂]− intro-
duces the Wigner equation and the Wigner potential Vw:

∂fw(x, k, t)

∂t
+ �k

m
· ∇xfw(x, k, t)

=
∫

dk′ Vw(x, k − k′)fw(x, k′, t), (2)

Vw(x, k) = 1

i�(2π)

∫
dx′e−ix′k(V (x + x′/2)

− V (x − x′/2)). (3)

The computational approach first requires to evaluate Vw

and then to solve (2). Equation (3) usually invokes the theory
of generalized functions and needs a numerical evaluation.
We postpone the discussion of the theoretical aspects of (3)
for the next section. The numerical evaluation is performed
by restricting the x′ integration to a finite interval Lcoh called
coherence length.

The initial condition problem can be illustrated by the
example of a wave packet evolving towards a potential ob-
stacle [6, 7]. The evolving wave packet, a solution of (2),
nicely demonstrates the process of tunneling. Already such
reversible evolution of a pure state needs a precaution: the
equation allows unphysical solutions which must be filtered
out. For example in the case of a quadratic Hamiltonian
(e.g. a harmonic oscillator) equation (2) reduces to the colli-
sionless Boltzmann equation: solutions violating the uncer-
tainty relation would be possible. The filtering is ensured by

the initial condition which must be an admissible quantum-
mechanical state. Necessary and sufficient condition for a
pure state has been derived in [4], which in conjunction
with (2) makes the computational task equivalent to solv-
ing the Schrödinger equation. It can be shown that an initial
pure state evolved by (2) remains a pure state [4]. This is,
however, not true under general physical conditions, if the
evolution is provided by the classical counterpart of (2), ob-
tained if the Wigner potential is approximated by the classi-
cal force.

Modeling an operating device requires a specification of
boundary conditions, describing the coupling with the envi-
ronment, i.e. the attached leads. Physical boundary condi-
tions are related to injection/absorption of particles to and
from the device, which becomes an open system. They pro-
vide a necessary condition for irreversibility of the solu-
tion of (2): otherwise no stationary states and thus current-
voltage characteristics are possible [8]. Here the lack of
equivalence with the Schrödinger equation is revealed by
another issue: equation (2) augmented with boundary con-
ditions can not describe bound states. Indeed if the sys-
tem Hamiltonian and a component of the density opera-
tor commute, this component dissapears in the von Neu-
mann equation. A way to describe bound states is proposed
in [9], where an adjoint Wigner equation is derived and
regarded in conjunction with (2) to fully reconstruct the
Schrödinger eigenvalue problem. Such states are indepen-
dent of the changes at a given boundary, as their energy
spectrum is below the potential bottom at the boundary.

Another way to include bound states is to sacrifice the
ballistic picture and take into account dissipation mecha-
nisms which allow scattering between the different types
of states. In this way bound or quasi-bound states may be
charged properly by the boundary conditions. It has been
recognized that dissipative processes are a necessary part of
device physics: if the interplay between coherent and de-
coherence processes is neglected, the modeled system may
show unphysical behavior [10].

2.2 Wigner-Boltzmann equation

Dissipative interactions have been approached by means
of phenomenological models based on the relaxation time
approximation, [11–13] and also by introducing an actual
Boltzmann-like collision operator [10, 14]. The phonon col-
lision operator acting upon the Wigner function has been
initially suggested as an a priory assumption that ‘is an ad-
equate approximation at some level’ [10]. The model, that
accounts for the action of both, the quantum potential oper-
ator Vw and the classical scattering operator B is now called
Wigner-Boltzmann (WB) equation

∂fw(x,k, t)

∂t
+ �kx

m

∂

∂x
fw(x,k, t)
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=
∫

dk′
x Vw(x, kx − k′

x)fw(x, k′
x,kyz, t)

+ Bfw(x,k′, t), (4)

Bfw(x,k′, t) =
∫

dk′ fw(x,k′, t)S(k′,k)

− fw(x,k, t)λ(k).

The two components of B are S(k,k′)—the scattering rate
for a transition from k to k′, and λ(k) = ∫

dk′ S(k,k′),
the total out-scattering rate. We note that even a one-
dimensional problem involves the complete 3D wave vector
space.

The equation has been derived from first principles only
recently for interactions with ionized impurities [15] and
with phonons [16]. The two approaches are very different
and involve a set of assumptions and approximations: a large
number of dopant atoms, a fast collision approximation, a
weak scattering limit and an equilibrium phonon system.
These assumptions require that the dwell time of the carriers
inside the device, and hence the device itself, must be suffi-
ciently large. On the contrary, the application of the Wigner
potential operator is reasonable in small domains, where the
potential changes over a region comparable with the coher-
ence length of the electron. Thus the WB equation is ex-
pected to be relevant for devices composed by active quan-
tum domain(s) embedded into large classical regions.

The WB equation may become a basic model for un-
derstanding nano-device behavior. Recent studies of ultra-
small double-gate MOSFET demonstrate that the equation
successfully fills the gap between purely coherent transport
and the classical Boltzmann model and allows to establish
a seamless link between classical and quantum transport re-
gions [7]. Beyond the analysis of direct source-drain tunnel-
ing and quantum reflections on the steep potential drop at the
drain-end of the channel, the results emphasize the role of
scattering which remains surprisingly important [17] in such
a small device in spite of significant quantum coherence
effects. The theory of decoherence has shown that a semi-
classical behavior may emerge from the interaction with the
environment. For electrons in nanodevices the mechanism
which may induce such behavior is interaction with phonons
and defects [18].

2.3 Scattering-induced Wigner correction

Important for device modeling is the stationary problem,
determined by boundary conditions. Nondegenerate bound-
aries are characterized by the Maxwell-Boltzmann (MB)
distribution with the Fermi energy as a parameter. Equation
(4) requires a MB distribution in the full 3D wave vector
space. The coherent task usually relies on a reduction of the
dimensions via an integration over the transversal wave vec-
tor components kyz. Alternatively, the present approach uti-
lizes the fact that the solution of (2) can be augmented by

a kyz dependence, which remains arbitrary unless specified
from the boundaries. Hence, a MB distribution fMB(k′

yz) is
assumed in the yz directions, and the functions

f c
w(x,k′) = f c

w(x, k′
x)

�
2

2πmkT
e− �

2(k′2
y+k′2

z )

2mkT ;

f �
w (x,k) = fw(x,k) − f c

w(x,k)

can be introduced. The coherent solution f c
w is assumed as

known in what follows, calculated e.g. by some of the ex-
isting coherent approaches. The scattering induced Wigner
correction equation (SIWCE) for f �

w is obtained by sub-
tracting the coherent counterpart from (4).

�kx

m

∂

∂x
f �

w (x,k) =
∫

dk′
x Vw(x, k′

x − kx)f
�
w (x, k′

x,kyz)

+ Bf �
w (x,k′) + f �0

w , (5)

f �0
w =

∫
dk′ f c

w(x,k′)S(k′,k) − f c
w(x,k)λ(k).

This model has several peculiarities: It resembles the WB
equation with an additional free term f �0

w = Bf c
w , which is

the first iteration of the Boltzmann scattering operator on the
known coherent solution. The latter provides an initial con-
dition, whose evolution is directed from the internal part of
the device towards the boundaries. The conditions there are
modified by the fact that the correction is zero at the bound-
aries: only their absorbing properties remain, no carriers are
injected into the device. So far no approximations are intro-
duced, the SIWCE is fully equivalent to (4). However, as the
information about the coherent behavior is already available,
some approximations may be afforded in (5).

First, the smooth part of the potential may be separated
into a classical force as discussed in the next section. Sec-
ond the rest of the potential, used for the operator Vw may
be gradually eliminated in the limit Lcoh → 0. This opera-
tor is the main cause for the numerical burden for particle
approaches to the WB equation. Thus a numerically feasi-
ble model can be adjusted by a proper choice of Lcoh. The
limit corresponds to a purely classical Boltzmann evolution
of an initial condition towards the absorbing boundaries. The
latter also work in favour of the numerical convergence. In-
deed, carrier transport in small devices is close to ballistic,
so that already the term f �0

w , may be close enough to the
full solution. However, the classical limit is justified only for
smooth potentials, as will be shown in the last section, (13).

3 Numerical particle methods

The first numerical applications of the coherent Wigner ap-
proach are based on deterministic methods [11, 19], fur-
ther refined towards self-consistent schemes with the Pois-
son equation. One of the main problems of these methods



J Comput Electron (2010) 9: 218–223 221

is related to the discretization of the diffusion term because
of the typically rapid variations of the Wigner function. In
some cases the discretization scheme may influence the sim-
ulated device characteristics [20–22]. Moreover, an applica-
tion to multi-dimensional devices is prohibited by the enor-
mous increase of the memory requirements.

Stochastic, or particle methods may overcome the mem-
ory requirements and can naturally incorporate the carrier
scattering inherent for the Wigner-Boltzmann equation. Par-
ticle approaches benefit from all the knowledge acquired
for years in semi-classical device modeling and especially
in the physics of carrier scattering. The major challenge
for such methods is to account for the negative values of
the quasi-distribution caused by the Wigner potential. It has
been solved by two particle approaches, with rather differ-
ent heuristic interpretation aiming to give simulated parti-
cles the property to carry negative contributions. The first
one describes the Wigner function as a sum of Dirac ex-
citations still localized in the phase-space but weighted by
an amplitude, called affinity in [23, 24]. The particle affini-
ties contain all the information on the quantum state of the
electron system. They evolve continuously along classical
Newton trajectories and account for the local values of the
Wigner potential via the affinities, which thus can take neg-
ative values. The affinities carried by the particles are taken
into account as weights in the reconstruction of the Wigner
function and in the computation of all physical averages.

The second approach interpretes the Wigner equation,
with a Boltzmann scattering term as a Boltzmann equation
with a generation term [25]. The interaction with the Wigner
potential gives rise to generation of particle pairs with oppo-
site sign. The sign is the basic property which outlines the in-
troduced numerical particles from classical quasi-particles.
It is an important property, since positive and negative par-
ticles can annihilate one another. The negative values of the
Wigner function in certain phase space regions can be ex-
plained in a natural way by the accumulation of negative
particles in these regions. The Wigner-Boltzmann transport
process corresponds to drift, scattering, generation and an-
nihilation of these particles.

These models present the state of the art in the field and
unify classical and quantum regions within a single transport
picture where the scattering occurs in the full wave vector
space. Two dimensional devices can be considered [26–28].

The same principles can be, but are not yet, applied to
(5) for developing a Monte Carlo model. Such an approach
has been developed only for the evaluation of f �0

w , and pro-
vides a picture where evolving Boltzmann particles accumu-
late weight λ′/λ, which is the ratio of the total out-scattering
rates at the beginning and at the end of the free flights [29].

In all these approaches particles are accelerated by a lo-
cal classical force obtained by separation of the potential
into classical and quantum components. It completes the left

hand sides of (2), (4) and (5) to the general form of the Li-
ouville operator. A way for such separation is suggested in
the next section, where the coherent problem is considered
for convenience.

4 Wigner potential and classical force

The Fourier transform Ṽ (q) of the potential V (x) can be
expressed in polar form by its modulus and phase.

Ṽ (q) =
∫

dx V (x)e−iqx,

V (x) = 1

2π

∫
dq Ṽ (q)eiqx, (6)

Ṽ (q) = A(q)eiϕ(q).

With the variable substitutions s = x ± x′/2 the integrals in
the definition (3) of the Wigner potential can be evaluated as

∫
dx′ V

(
x + x′

2

)
e−ikx′ = 2e2ikxṼ (2k);

∫
dx′ V

(
x − x′

2

)
e−ikx′ = [

2e2ikxṼ (2k)
]∗

,

(7)

and the following relation can be established.

Vw(x, k) = 1

i�(2π)

{
2e2ikxṼ (2k) − [

2e2ikxṼ (2k)
]∗}

= 2

π�
A(2k) sin[ϕ(2k) + 2kx]

where the polar form (6) has been used. The x-dependence
of the Wigner potential is given analytically by an undamped
sine function, independent of the actual shape of the poten-
tial. This result also shows, that even for a well localized
potential barrier the Wigner potential is fully de-localized in
the coordinate space. In any numerical procedure, therefore,
the Wigner potential needs to be truncated at some finite x-
coordinate.

The function �(x,x′) = V (x + x′
2 )−V (x − x′

2 ) is an odd
function with respect to x′: �(x,−x′) = −�(x,x′) Due to
this antisymmetry, the substitution exp(−ikx′) = cos(kx′)−
i sin(kx′) in (3) readily yields the Fourier sine transform.

Vw(x, k) = − 1

�(2π)

∫
dx′ �(x,x′) sin(kx′). (8)

In general the potential V (x) is given within a finite simula-
tion domain, representing, for instance, the active region of
an electronic device. Outside of this domain the potential is
continued by two constants, say VL and VR . This situation
represents an active device region connected to semi-infinite
leads on both sides, where the leads are assumed to be
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ideal conductors. Therefore, in practical cases � will have
the asymptotic behavior, limx′→±∞ �(x,x′) = ∓(VL −VR)

where (VL −VR) is the potential difference between the left
and the right lead. Since the integrand in (8) does not vanish
at infinity, the Fourier integral will diverge at q = 0. From
the asymptotic behavior of �(x,x′) for x′ → ∞ we find the
asymptotic behavior of Vw(x, k) for k → 0.

�(x,x′) 
 (VR − VL)sgn(x′), x′ → ∞

Vw(x, k) 
= 2(VL − VR)

�(2π)
P 1

k
, k → 0.

(9)

Here, sgn denotes the signum function and P the principal
value. This consideration shows that if the potential differ-
ence is nonzero, there will be a pole in the Wigner potential
at k = 0. Numerical methods for the Wigner equation gener-
ally use a k-space discretization, where the discrete k-points
are located symmetrically around the origin and the point
k = 0 is not included. In this way, no particular treatment of
the singularity is needed.

To deal with the singularity of Vw , one can define a small
neighborhood around q = 0 and split the domain of integra-
tion as follows [30].

Qfw(x, k) =
∫

dq Vw(x, q)fw(x, k − q)

=
∫

|q|≤qc/2
+

∫
|q|>qc/2

= Qclfw + Qqmfw. (10)

Here qc is some small wave number. In this way, we have
split the potential operator Q in two parts, which we refer
to as Qcl and Qqm. A linearization can be introduced in the
integral over the small wave numbers.

Qclfw(x, k) = −∂fw(x, k)

∂k

∫
dq qVw(x, q)

|q|≤qc/2

(11)

with

−
∫

dq qVw(x, q)

|q|≤qc/2

= ∂

∂x
�

{
1

2π�

∫ qc

−qc

dq Ṽ (q)eiqx

}

= 1

�

∂

∂x
Vcl(x). (12)

Here we introduced the classical potential component,
which is a real function:

Vcl(x) = 1

2π

∫ qc

−qc

dq Ṽ (q)eiqx

= 1

2π

∫ qc

−qc

dq

∫
dy V (y)eiq(x−y)

=
∫

dy V (y)
sin[qc(x − y)]

π(x − y)
. (13)

The classical potential component shows a smooth spa-
tial variation, as it is composed of long-wavelength Fourier
components only. Equation (13) motivates the following
spectral decomposition of the potential profile into a slowly
varying, classical component (13) and a rapidly varying,
quantum mechanical component.

V (x) = Vcl(x) + Vqm(x). (14)

The two potential components have the following properties.
The classical component accommodates the applied volt-
age. As it is treated through a classical force term, it does
not induce any quantum reflections. The quantum mechani-
cal component vanishes at infinity and has a smooth Fourier
transform.

Acknowledgements This work has been supported by the Austrian
Science Fund Project FWF-P21685 and ÖFG Project MOEL 453.

References

1. Weyl, H.: Z. Phys. 46, 1 (1927)
2. Wigner, E.: Phys. Rev. 40, 749 (1932)
3. Moyal, J.E.: Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc. 45, 99 (1949)
4. Tatarskii, V.I.: Sov. Phys. Usp. 26, 311 (1983)
5. Dias, N.C., Prata, J.N.: Ann. Phys. 313, 110 (2004)
6. Kluksdahl, N.C., Kriman, A.M., Ringhofer, C., Ferry, D.K.: Solid-

State Electron. 31, 743 (1988)
7. Querlioz, D., Dollfus, P.: The Wigner Monte Carlo Method for Na-

noelectronic Devices—A Particle Description of Quantum Trans-
port and Decoherence. ISTE-Wiley, New York (2010)

8. Frensley, W.: Phys. Rev. B 36(3), 1570 (1987)
9. Carruthers, P., Zachariasen, F.: Rev. Modern Phys. 55(1), 245

(1983)
10. Frensley, W.: Rev. Modern Phys. 62(3), 745 (1990)
11. Biegel, B., Plummer, J.: Phys. Rev. B 54, 8070 (1996)
12. Gullapalli, K., Miller, D., Neikirk, D.: Phys. Rev. B 49, 2622

(1994)
13. Buot, F.A., Jensen, K.L.: Phys. Rev. B 42(15), 9429 (1990)
14. Mains, R.K., Haddad, G.I.: J. Appl. Phys. 64, 5041 (1988)
15. Querlioz, D., Nguyen, H.N., Saint-Martin, J., Bournel, A., Galdin-

Retailleau, S., Dollfus, P.: J. Comput. Electron. 8, 324 (2009)
16. Nedjalkov, M.: In: D’Amico, A.P.A., Balestrino, G. (eds.): From

Nanostructures to Nanosensing Applications. Proceedings of the
International School of Physics ‘Enrico Fermi’, vol. 160, pp. 55–
103. IOS Press, Amsterdam (2005)

17. Svizhenko, A., Antram, M.P.: IEEE Trans. Electron Dev. 50, 1459
(2003)

18. Querlioz, D., Saint-Martin, J., Bournel, A., Dollfus, P.: Phys. Rev.
B 78, 165306 (2008)

19. Kluksdahl, N.C., Kriman, A.M., Ferry, D.K., Ringhofer, C.: Phys.
Rev. B 39, 7720 (1989)

20. Kim, K.Y., Lee, B.: Solid-State Electron. 43, 2243 (1999)
21. Yamada, Y., Tsuchiya, H., Ogawa, M.: IEEE Trans. Electron Dev.

56, 1396 (2009)
22. Barraud, S.: J. Appl. Phys. 106, 063714 (2009)
23. Shifren, L., Ferry, D.K.: J. Comput. Electron. 1, 55 (2002)



J Comput Electron (2010) 9: 218–223 223

24. Querlioz, D., Dollfus, P., Do, V.N., Bournel, A., Nguyen, V.L.:
J. Comput. Electron. 5, 443 (2006)

25. Nedjalkov, M., Kosina, H., Selberherr, S., Ringhofer, C.,
Ferry, D.: Phys. Rev. B 70(11), 115319 (2004)

26. Sverdlov, V., Gehring, A., Kosina, H., Selberherr, S.: Solid-State
Electron. 49, 1510 (2005)

27. Querlioz, D., Saint-Martin, J., Do, V.N., Bournel, A., Dollfus, P.:
IEEE Trans. Nanotechnol. 5, 737 (2006)

28. Querlioz, D., Saint-Martin, J., Do, V.N., Bournel, A., Dollfus, P.:
In: Int. Electron Device Meeting Tech. Dig. (IEDM), pp. 941–944
(2006)

29. Schwaha, P., Baumgartner, O., Heinzl, R., Nedjalkov, M., Selber-
herr, S., Dimov, I.: In: 13th International Workshop on Compu-
tational Electronics Book of Abstracts, IWCE-13, pp. 177–180.
IEEE, Beijing (2009). ISBN:978-1-4244-3927-0

30. Gehring, A., Kosina, H.: J. Comput. Electron. 4, 67 (2005)


	Device modeling in the Wigner picture
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Formulation of the problem
	Coherent Wigner equation
	Wigner-Boltzmann equation
	Scattering-induced Wigner correction

	Numerical particle methods
	Wigner potential and classical force
	Acknowledgements
	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


