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The effects of a local external magnetic field on microwave scattering from a laser-generated plasma
are investigated by modeling and experiment, leading to the prediction and observation of magnetically
induced depolarization of scattered microwaves. The sample volume is localized by the small laser-
generated plasma and depolarization is shown to depend on both the magnitude and direction of the
magnetic field; this indicates the potential for standoff detection and measurement of vector magnetic
fields in gases.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we study the effects of an external mag-
netic field on microwave scattering from a laser-generated
plasma and demonstrate magnetically induced depolariza-
tion of the scattered microwaves. Because magnetically
induced depolarization occurs locally at a small plasma
and depends on both the magnitude and direction of the
magnetic field, the discovery of this magneto-optical effect
suggests potential technology for standoff detection and
measurement of local vector magnetic fields in gases.

Historically, a variety of magneto-optical rotation effects
have been studied, including Faraday rotation [1], the Kerr
magneto-optic effect [2], and the Voigt effect [3]. Unlike
Faraday rotation, where polarization rotation is due to
propagation through an optically active medium, such as
plasma [4], the interaction with a small plasma, where
λ � Lp (λ = 2πc/ω is the wavelength of electromagnetic
radiation and Lp is the plasma length scale), can result in
a magnetically induced polarization change not yet con-
sidered that is independent of propagation length. Previous
theoretical investigations of electromagnetic scattering by
a small plasma in a magnetic field [5–7] solved problems
similar to the classic Mie problem to obtain the scattered
fields, but depolarization effects were not considered. Here,
we present a derivation of the magnetically induced depo-
larization effect and demonstrate this effect in experiments,
hence introducing the capability of standoff measurements
of local magnetic fields.

Shneider and Miles [8] investigated microwave scatter-
ing by small plasma objects, showing that, for a plasma
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with a skin depth of δ > Lp , the plasma scattered radi-
ation as an oscillating dipole. Their findings led to a
new regime of microwave scattering diagnostics, including
radar resonance-enhanced multiphoton ionization (Radar
REMPI) [9] and Rayleigh microwave scattering (RMS)
[10]. Radar REMPI is applied to trace species detection
[11], electron-loss rate measurements [12], and tempera-
ture measurements in gas mixtures and flames [13–15],
while RMS is applied to time-resolved measurements of
electron number density for plasma medicine applications
and multiphoton ionization cross-section measurements
[10,16]. Both Radar REMPI and RMS achieve nanosec-
ond time resolution through GHz bandwidth homo- or
heterodyne detection. Here, we extend these methods to
the time-accurate measurement of local magnetic field
properties.

Magnetically induced depolarization of microwave scat-
tering from a laser-generated plasma enables a magnetic
field measurement that is localized at the small plasma
and can be detected at arbitrary angles. This is in con-
trast to the measurement of a magnetic field via Faraday
rotation, which is path integrated and requires measure-
ment of a forward propagating beam. The measurement
of a vector magnetic field via the magnetically induced
depolarization effect is distinct from (but can be comple-
mentary to) remote vector magnetometers in the literature
[17–20]. The proposed measurement technology brings
standoff capability to magnetometry; this allows one to
measure and monitor magnetic fields in environments with
limited diagnostic access.

II. THEORY

To model the interaction, we consider a small plasma
sphere with a length scale of Lp and assume the plasma
to have a skin depth of δ > Lp . We model the effects of
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FIG. 1. Model setup for microwave scattering by small plasma
in a magnetic field. A polarized incident microwave beam inter-
acts with small spherical plasma, resulting in an oscillating
induced dipole moment. �r is the vector electron displacement
from the main plasma body.

a polarized incident microwave field with an angular fre-
quency of ω on the motion of electrons within the main
plasma body in the presence of an external magnetic field,
illustrated in Fig. 1. Assuming a Maxwellian distribution
of electrons, a fixed background of ions, and a spatially
constant density plasma of number density n and vol-
ume V, we obtain the equation of motion for a displaced
electron:

�̈r = − e
m

(E0e−iωt + �̇r × Bext) − νm�̇r − ζω2
p�r,

(1)

where �r is the vector displacement of the electron, e/m
is the electron charge-to-mass ratio, E0 is the microwave
electric field amplitude, Bext is the applied external mag-
netic field, νm is the electron momentum transfer collision
frequency, and ωp =

√
ne2/mε0 is the plasma frequency.

The depolarization factor, ζ [21], is included to capture
the effect of the plasma geometry on electric polariza-
tion; since we have assumed a spherical plasma, ζx = ζy =
ζz = ζ = 1/3. We neglect the Lorentz force due to the
microwave magnetic field, since this is much smaller than
the Lorentz force due to the microwave electric field for
nonrelativistic electrons.

Taking E0 = E0x̂, Bext = Bextẑ, and �r = �xx̂ +
�yŷ + �zẑ, we obtain a coupled system of driven damped
harmonic oscillators for �x and �y (the displacement in ẑ
is unaffected by the fields in this setup). We then take �x =
�x0e−iωt and �y = �y0e−iωt to obtain the nonhomoge-
neous solution due to the interaction with the microwave
field. The complex amplitudes �x0 and �y0 are found to
be:

�x0 = −ξ(e/m)E0

1 − ω2ω2
cξ

2 , (2)

and

�y0 = iωsgn(Bext)ωcξ
2(e/m)E0

1 − ω2ω2
cξ

2 , (3)

where ωc = e|Bext|/m is the electron gyrofrequency and
ξ = (ζω2

p − ω2 − iνmω)−1. We consider small magnetic
field and low collisionality limits, i.e., keeping terms to
first order in (ωc/ω) and (νm/ω) with ωcω � |ζω2

p − ω2|
and νmω � |ζω2

p − ω2|, respectively. These approxima-
tions fall well within the limits of our experiments and
help to more clearly illustrate the magnetic field effect.
[The full expressions in Eqs. (2) and (3) need to be used
if the experimental parameters do not fall within these
limits.]

In the Rayleigh regime, where the receiver distance from
the plasma is R � λ � Lp and the skin depth is δ > Lp [8],
the averaged scattered dipole radiation power is [22]:

〈�〉 = |d̈|2
6πε0c3 , (4)

where d = enV�r is the induced dipole moment of the
small plasma. Using the principle of superposition, we can
obtain the scattered electric field signal, Es (the measurable
quantity in microwave scattering experiments), in the x̂ and
ŷ polarizations by considering the induced dipole moment
for each polarization independently:

Esx ∝
√

〈�x〉 ∝ |�x0|, (5)

and

Esy ∝
√〈

�y
〉 ∝ |�y0|, (6)

which gives the depolarization ratio:

Esy

Esx
= 1√[

1 − ζ
(ωp

ω

)2
]2

+
(νm

ω

)2

(ωc

ω

)
. (7)

The phase difference, �ϕ, between x̂ and ŷ polarization
scattered fields is found from the phase difference between
�x0 and �y0:

tan �ϕ =
1 − ζ

(ωp

ω

)2

(νm

ω

) . (8)

The angular dependence of scattered electric field polariza-
tions follows from the corresponding radiation patterns for
the oscillating dipoles in each polarization direction [8];
we consider scattering in the ẑ direction because x̂ and ŷ
dipoles both radiate at a maximum in this direction. We
draw two conclusions based on this model: (1) in the pres-
ence of a magnetic field, we obtain a magnetically induced
depolarization (in the E0 × Bext direction) of microwave
scattering, and (2) this depolarization signal is linear in
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FIG. 2. Illustration of the magnetically induced depolariza-
tion effect. The incident microwave beam is polarized in the E
polarization direction. The scattering in a magnetic field leads
not only to E polarization, but also to a magnetically induced
depolarization component.

ωc ∝ Bext to first order. Reversing the direction of Bext
results in a 180◦ phase shift in the depolarization signal,
which can be seen from the sgn(Bext) term in Eq. (3).
The magnetically induced depolarization of the scattering
signal is illustrated in Fig. 2.

The physical mechanism behind magnetically induced
depolarization can be pictured as follows: An incoming
microwave beam with an initial polarization (E polar-
ization) is scattered by plasma electrons in the presence
of an external magnetic field. The electrons will have
an oscillation component in the E polarization direction
at microwave frequency, acting as an oscillating dipole
that radiates E polarization, but will also experience an
E × Bext drift, which oscillates at the same frequency. This
results in an oscillating dipole component in the E × Bext
direction, and hence, radiation of E × Bext polarization,
which is orthogonal to E polarization and is referred to
as “magnetically induced depolarization.” Note that the
derivation of the full tensor linking Es(∝ �r) and arbi-
trary E0 is a simple extension of the model introduced here
to the cases E0 = E0ŷ and E0 = E0ẑ, where the former
also demonstrates the magnetically induced depolarization
effect, while the latter is equivalent to zero external mag-
netic field, since, in this case, E0 ‖ Bext. By applying a
rotation matrix to this tensor, we can then find the expected
scattering polarization ratios for an arbitrary magnetic field
orientation, which can then be used to measure the vector
magnetic field. If the plasma is generated by laser-induced
ionization at a laser focus, the measurements can be spa-
tially resolved and, since microwave scattering is used
to probe this small laser-generated plasma, one can per-
form standoff measurements of the local vector magnetic
field.

III. EXPERIMENT SETUP

The experiment setup follows from the illustration in
Fig. 2. The small plasma (Lp ≈ 0.1 mm) is produced
via 2+1 REMPI of xenon by focusing a 0.2 mJ, 1 kHz
repetition rate, 100 fs laser pulse at a wavelength of 256
nm, with a lens of 30 cm focal length into a quartz glass
cell of 7 mTorr xenon with fused silica windows. The
external magnetic field is generated by an electromag-
net with a maximum magnetic field of Bmax ≈ 0.08 T.
The bistatic homodyne microwave detection system is
described in Ref. [10]. The transmitter emits ω/2π =
12.6 GHz microwaves with E polarization, which are
scattered by the plasma (λ = 2.38 cm � Lp ensures the
plasma can be considered small). The receiver can be
rotated to select either the scattered E polarization or E ×
Bext polarization, the resulting signals of which are the E
polarization and magnetically induced depolarization (also
referred to as “depolarization”) signals, respectively. The
transmitter and receiver are both at a distance R ≈ 10 cm
away from the laser-generated plasma. We also have δ ≈
3 mm, along with the relevant characteristic frequencies,
ωc/2π ≈ 2 GHz, νm ≈ 2 GHz, and ωp/2π ≈ 100 GHz,
ensuring that our experiment satisfies the Rayleigh regime,
as well as the small magnetic field and low collisional-
ity limits described above. To ensure the plasma does not
distort the external magnetic field, we require the mag-
netic Reynolds number, Rm = ULμ0σ , to be less than
unity, where U is the plasma fluid velocity, L is the mag-
netic field gradient length scale, and σ is the plasma
conductivity [23]. For the small plasma in our experi-
ment (which expands via ambipolar diffusion), we have
as upper bound estimates U ≈ 20 km/s, L ≈ 1 mm, and
σ ≈ 3000 �−1 m−1, which result in Rm ≈ 0.06 � 1. For
the preceding calculations, the electron temperature, Te ≈
2 eV, is estimated by calculating excess energy above the
ionization threshold to which the three-photon ionization
(from 2+1 REMPI) process contributes, and dividing this
excess energy among the three degrees of freedom of the
newly freed electron. We also use the upper bound on the
plasma density, n ≈ 3 × 1020 m−3 (full ionization case),
to ensure a maximum estimate for the magnetic Reynolds
number.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The effect of switching on an external magnetic field
of Bext = Bmax is shown in Fig. 3 for both depolarization
and E polarization signals. Notably, (1) there is a nonzero
depolarization scattering signal for Bext = 0 due to other
depolarization effects (such as scattering by the glass cell
and randomly oriented nuclear spins); and (2) there is a
small phase shift between the depolarization and E polar-
ization setups, leading to a qualitative difference in the
signals. Neither of these points are issues in our test, since
we focus on the relative change due to the introduction of
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 3. Microwave scattering signal at maximum and zero
external magnetic fields for (a) magnetically induced depolar-
ization and (b) E polarization. The magnetically induced depo-
larization signal has a greater relative change than that of the E
polarization signal, which agrees with our model. The results are
averaged over 1000 laser shots.

an external magnetic field in each case. The magnetically
induced depolarization signal has a greater relative change
than that of the E polarization signal, which is in agreement
with our model: the depolarization signal is proportional to
(ωc/ω) ≈ 1/6 [Eq. (6)], while the E polarization signal has
no dependence on the magnetic field [Eq. (5)], since the
effect is of second order, i.e., (ωc/ω)2 ≈ 1/36 � 1. These
findings suggest adjusting the receiver to the E polarization
to perform measurements of quantities described in Refs.
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FIG. 4. Depolarization signal dependence on magnetic field
strength. The trend is approximately linear, in agreement with
our model. The zero magnetic field offset is due to other depo-
larization effects mentioned in the text. The vertical error bars
represent the standard error in averaging each signal over the
interval of 300–500 ns, while the horizontal error bars represent
the uncertainty in the current dial controlling the magnetic field
strength.

[9–16], and adjusting the receiver to magnetically induced
depolarization to detect and measure magnetic fields.

The dependence of the depolarization scattering signal
on external magnetic field strength is shown in Fig. 4. The
magnetic field is varied by adjusting the current applied
to the electromagnet. The trend is approximately linear,
which is in agreement with our first-order model [Eq. (7)],
and verifies that depolarization scattering is sensitive to
the magnitude of the external magnetic field. A suitable
calibration of this curve will allow quantitative measure-
ments of the external magnetic field magnitude (since, in
this case, E0 ⊥ Bext), or more generally for nonorthogonal
fields, quantitative measurements of the external magnetic
field component orthogonal to both E0 and the receiver
polarization.

Since the depolarized signal has polarization in the
E0 × Bext direction, reversing the magnetic field direction
(in our case, by switching the current leads) should lead to
a reversal of the magnetically induced dipole, which cor-
responds to a 180◦ phase shift in the depolarization signal.
Figure 5 demonstrates this effect by varying the distance of
the receiver from the small plasma and plotting the signals
for both positive (+ẑ) and negative (−ẑ) polarity mag-
netic fields, with subtraction of the Bext = 0 background
signal. The horizontal axis is the phase difference between
the scattered (rf) and local oscillator (LO) microwaves,
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FIG. 5. Depolarization signal dependence on positive and
negative polarity magnetic fields for varying phase difference
between the rf and LO signals, corresponding to changing the
receiver distance from the small plasma. We see a sinusoidal
dependence for each signal, with a relative phase difference
of 180◦ between the signals, corresponding to a sign reversal
of the magnetically induced dipole. The vertical error bars are
described in Fig. 4, while the horizontal error bars represent the
uncertainty in the distance measurements due to ruler resolution.

which is calculated from normalizing the receiver displace-
ment by λ and multiplying by 360◦. We see a sinusoidal
dependence for each signal, with a period of 360◦, corre-
sponding to a full-wavelength displacement between the
rf and LO signals. The depolarization signals for positive
and negative polarity external magnetic fields have a rel-
ative phase difference of 180◦, which is a verification of
the sign reversal predicted for the magnetically induced
dipole and demonstrates the capability to detect magnetic
field polarity.

V. CONCLUSION

In summary, we investigate the effect of an external
magnetic field on microwave scattering from a laser-
generated plasma, where we predict and detect a magneti-
cally induced depolarization of the scattered microwaves.
Scattering is localized at the small laser-generated plasma
and depends on the magnitude and direction of the mag-
netic field, showing the potential for standoff detection and
measurement of local vector magnetic fields. The standoff
capability of the proposed measurement technology opens
up the possibility of vector magnetic field measurements
in limited diagnostic access environments. The nanosec-
ond time resolution provides a time-resolved measurement
of the magnetic field, which may be useful in monitoring

rapidly varying magnetic field fluctuations. Since depolar-
ization and E polarization signals differ in their response
to an external magnetic field, one can use this knowl-
edge to either minimize magnetic field influence on a
measurement quantity of interest, or maximize magnetic
field influence to measure the local structure of the mag-
netic field. Although the small plasma is generated via
REMPI in our case, in principle, any small plasma can
be used. The magnetically induced depolarization effect
can be extended to different regimes in the electromagnetic
spectrum, such as terahertz or millimeter waves. Notably,
the plasma should satisfy the Rayleigh regime if quantita-
tive measurements are to be made, although a plasma in the
Mie regime will also demonstrate the qualitative effect of
magnetically induced depolarization, and hence, will still
allow detection of the magnetic field.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors would like to thank Nick Tkach for his help
in the design and construction of the electromagnet. This
research is conducted with government support from the
Air Force Office of Scientific Research (AFOSR) through
an SBIR with MetroLaser, Inc. and the Office of Naval
Research (ONR), and with fellowship support from the
Program in Plasma Science and Technology (PPST) at
Princeton University.

[1] M. Faraday, I. Experimental researches in electric-
ity.—Nineteenth series, Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. 136, 1
(1846).

[2] J. Kerr, XLIII. On rotation of the plane of polarization by
reflection from the pole of a magnet, Phil. Mag. 3, 321
(1877).

[3] W. Voigt, Uber das elektrische analogon des zeeman-
effektes, Ann. Der Phys. 4, 197 (1901).

[4] A. A. Dougal, J. P. Craig, and R. F. Gribble, Time-space
Resolved Experimental Diagnostics of Theta-pinch Plasma
by Faraday Rotation of Infrared He—Ne Maser Radiation,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 13, 156 (1964).

[5] Y. Geng, X. Wu, and L.-W. Li, Analysis of electromagnetic
scattering by a plasma anisotropic sphere, Radio Sci. 38,
1104 (2003).

[6] Y. Ahmadizadeh, B. Jazi, and A. Abdoli-Arani, Analy-
sis of long wavelength electromagnetic scattering by a
magnetized cold plasma prolate spheroid, Waves Random
Complex Medium 23, 336 (2013).

[7] A. K. Ram and K. Hizanidis, Scattering of electromag-
netic waves by a plasma sphere embedded in a magnetized
plasma, Radiat. Eff. Defects Solids 168, 759 (2013).

[8] M. N. Shneider and R. B. Miles, Microwave diagnostics of
small plasma objects, J. Appl. Phys. 98, 033301 (2005).

[9] Z. Zhang, M. N. Shneider, and R. B. Miles, Coherent
Microwave Rayleigh Scattering from Resonance-enhanced
Multiphoton Ionization in Argon, Phys. Rev. Lett. 98,
265005 (2007).

034055-5

https://doi.org/10.1098/rstl.1846.0001
https://doi.org/10.1080/14786447708639245
https://doi.org/10.1002/andp.19013090112
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.13.156
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003RS002913
https://doi.org/10.1080/17455030.2013.824631
https://doi.org/10.1080/10420150.2013.835633
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1996835
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.265005


GALEA, SHNEIDER, DOGARIU, and MILES PHYS. REV. APPLIED 12, 034055 (2019)

[10] A. Shashurin, M. N. Shneider, A. Dogariu, R. B. Miles, and
M. Keidar, Temporary-resolved measurement of electron
density in small atmospheric plasmas, Appl. Phys. Lett. 96,
171502 (2010).

[11] A. Dogariu and R. B. Miles, Detecting localized trace
species in air using radar resonance-enhanced multi-photon
ionization, Appl. Opt. 50, A68 (2011).

[12] A. Dogariu, M. N. Shneider, and R. B. Miles, Versatile
radar measurement of the electron loss rate in air, Appl.
Phys. Lett. 103, 224102 (2013).

[13] Y. Wu, J. Sawyer, Z. Zhang, and S. F. Adams, Flame
temperature measurements by radar resonance-enhanced
multiphoton ionization of molecular oxygen, Appl. Opt. 51,
6864 (2012).

[14] R. B. Miles, J. B. Michael, C. M. Limbach, S. D. McGuire,
T. Chng, M. R. Edwards, N. J. DeLuca, M. N. Shneider,
and A. Dogariu, New diagnostic methods for laser plasma-
and microwave-enhanced combustion, Phil. Trans. R. Soc.
A 373, 0338 (2015).

[15] Y. Wu, M. Gragston, Z. Zhang, and J. D. Miller, Spatially
localized, see-through-wall temperature measurements in a
flow reactor using radar REMPI, Opt. Lett. 42, 53 (2017).

[16] A. Sharma, M. N. Slipchenko, M. N. Shneider, X. Wang, K.
A. Rahman, and A. Shashurin, Counting the electrons in a

multiphoton ionization by elastic scattering of microwaves,
Sci. Rep. 8, 2874 (2018).

[17] S. J. Seltzer and M. V. Romalis, Unshielded three-axis
vector operation of a spin-exchange-relaxation-free atomic
magnetometer, Appl. Phys. Lett. 85, 4804 (2004).

[18] V. I. Yudin, A. V. Taichenachev, Y. O. Dudin, V. L.
Velichansky, A. S. Zibrov, and S. A. Zibrov, Vector magne-
tometry based on electromagnetically induced transparency
in linearly polarized light, Phys. Rev. A 82, 033807 (2010).

[19] B. Patton, E. Zhivun, D. C. Hovde, and D. Budker, All-
optical Vector Atomic Magnetometer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,
013001 (2014).

[20] T. Thiele, Y. Lin, M. O. Brown, and C. A. Regal,
Self-calibrating Vector Atomic Magnetometry Through
Microwave Polarization Reconstruction, Phys. Rev. Lett.
121, 153202 (2018).

[21] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshitz, Electrodynamics of
Continuous Media (Pergamon, Amsterdam, 1984).

[22] J. D. Jackson, Classical Electrodynamics (Wiley, New
Jersey, 1998).

[23] S. Kacenjar, M. Hausman, M. Keskinen, A. W. Ali, J. Grun,
C. K. Manka, E. A. McLean, and B. H. Ripin, Magnetic
field compression and evolution in laser-produced plasma
expansions, Phys. Fluids 29, 2007 (1986).

034055-6

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3389496
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.50.000A68
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.4828817
https://doi.org/10.1364/AO.51.006864
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsta.2014.0338
https://doi.org/10.1364/OL.42.000053
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21234-y
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.1814434
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.82.033807
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.113.013001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.121.153202
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.865578

	I. INTRODUCTION
	II. THEORY
	III. EXPERIMENT SETUP
	IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	V. CONCLUSION
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	. References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile ()
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /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 5
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /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 false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /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 false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFX1a:2003
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
    33.84000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
    9.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames false
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks true
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks true
      /AddPageInfo true
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks true
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


