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BREAKING OF WAVES OF LIMITING AMPLITUDE OVER AN OBSTACLE

UDC 517.958: 531.327.13V. Yu. Liapidevskii1 and Z. Xu2

Homogeneous heavy fluid flows over an uneven bottom are studied in a long-wave approximation.
A mathematical model is proposed that takes into account both the dispersion effects and the formation
of a turbulent upper layer due to the breaking of surface gravity waves. The asymptotic behavior of
nonlinear perturbations at the wave front is studied, and the conditions of transition from smooth
flows to breaking waves are obtained for steady-state supercritical flow over a local obstacle.
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Introduction. Wave processes in free-surface homogeneous heavy fluid flows are studied using mathematical
models corresponding to the second approximation of shallow-water theory (versions of the Boussinesq equations [1],
Green–Naghdi equations [2], Zheleznyak–Pelinovskii equations [3], etc.). These equations adequately describe the
structure of nonlinear wave fronts of moderate amplitude. However, unlike in the accurate formulation of the
Cauchy–Poisson problem, in the second approximation, it is impossible to describe waves of limiting amplitude and
obtain a criterion for transition from smooth to breaking waves. The breaking of surface waves has been actively
studied experimentally in the last decade [4–6]. It has been shown that the breaking gives rise to a near-surface
turbulent layer, which plays an important role in the formation of the wave front. Theoretical models of this process
were constructed only for developed turbulent bores [7–9].

In the present paper, we study a mathematical model that takes into account the effect of the surface
turbulent layer on the structure of steady flow in the neighborhood of the local obstacle.

1. Mathematical Model. The shallow water equations for an incompressible fluid taking into account
the surface turbulent layer and the nonhydrostatic nature of the pressure distribution can be written as follows (see
[10, chapter 6]):

ht + (hu)x = −σq,

ut + uux + g(h + η + z)x + px = 0,

ηt + (ηv)x = σq, (1)

vt + vvx + g(h + η + z)x = σq(u − v)/η,

qt + vqx = σ
(
(u − v)2 − (1 + θ)q2

)
/(2η).

Here h and η are the depths of the lower (potential) and upper (turbulent) layers, u and v are the corresponding
mean horizontal velocities in the layers, q is the root mean square velocity of small-scale motion in the upper layer,
g is the acceleration of gravity, z = z(x) is the shape of the bottom, and the coefficients σ and θ are constant.

To close the model, it is necessary to choose an expression for the additional pressure p at the channel
bottom due to nonhydrostatic effects. For p ≡ 0, Eqs. (1) are the first approximation of shallow water theory taking
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into account of surface-wave breaking. The structure of traveling waves for this model was studied in [9, 10]. For
p = p(h, ḣ, ḧ) and ḣ = ∂/∂t+ u ∂/∂x, we obtain a generalization of the various models corresponding to the second
approximation. Free-surface steady flows in the neighborhood of a local obstacle are described using the following
representation for the excess pressure:

p = u2(2hhxx − h2
x + 3k(z2

x + hzxx))/6. (2)

For k = 1, relation (2) is obtained in [11], and for k = 0, in [12]. For steady-state flows, system (1), (2) becomes

(hu)x = −σq, (ηv)x = σq,

uux + g(h + η + z)x +
(
u2(2hhxx − h2

x + 3k(z2
x + hzxx))

)
x
/6 = 0, (3)

vvx + g(h + η + z)x = σq(u − v)/η, vqx = σ((u − v)2 − (1 + θ)q2)/(2η).

We consider smooth solutions (3) that describe steady-state perturbations of uniform supercritical flow (h = h0,
u = u0, and Fr = u0/

√
gh0 > 1) past a local symmetric obstacle

z(x) = z(−x), z(x) = 0 at |x| > l. (4)

It is assumed that at a large enough distance from the obstacle, the upstream flow is not perturbed, i.e.,

h → h0, u → u0, η → 0 at x → −∞. (5)

It is required to find the possible wave configurations localized in the neighborhood of the obstacle. We first solve
this problem using a simpler model assuming that a surface turbulent layer is absent (η ≡ 0).

2. Solitary Waves over an Obstacle. For η ≡ 0, system (3) reduces to the model obtained in [11]:

hu = Q ≡ const,

u2/2 + g(h + z) + u2(2hhxx − h2
x + 3k(z2

x + hzxx))/6 = J = const.
(6)

In [11], Eqs. (6) were used to construct transcritical flow regimes over an obstacle (Fr < 1).
For Fr > 1, the obstacles located in the neighborhood of the flow are specified by the solutions of Eqs. (6)

that satisfy conditions (5) and are symmetric about the coordinate origin. Such solutions can be obtained by
perturbations of two types of flows over an even bottom: uniform flow and a solitary wave. Therefore, in a certain
range of Froude numbers Fr > 1 in the neighborhood of the obstacle, two different flows can occur.

Since the flow outside the obstacle (at |x| > l) is part of a soliton whose shape can be obtained by integrating
the equations for z = 0, relation (6) reduces to one first-order equation

h2
x =

3
Fr2 h3

0

(h − h0)2(Fr2 h0 − h), (7)

whose solution is represented in quadratures. We note that in (7) conditions (5) are used, i.e,

Q = h0u0, J = (Fr2/2 + 1)gh0.

Thus, the problem of seeking symmetric flows in the neighborhood of a local obstacle reduces to constructing
solutions (6) in the interval (−l, 0) with the boundary conditions

hx

∣∣∣
x=−l

=
(3(Fr2 h0 − h)

Fr2 h3
0

)1/2

(h − h0), hx

∣∣∣
x=0

= 0. (8)

The solution of problem (6), (8) can be found numerically for a specified shape of the obstacle. For smooth obstacles
of simple shapes, it can be shown that there is a critical value Fr∗ > 1 such that for Fr > Fr∗, problem (6), (8)
has two solutions, and with increasing Froude number, the wave amplitude corresponding to the perturbed soliton
increases without bound [13, 14].

Figure 1 shows symmetric wave profiles for supercritical flow past a local obstacle (semicylinder) obtained
by solitary-wave perturbation (curve 1) and by uniform-flow perturbation (curve 2) using model (6) for k = 0. In
contrast to the exact Cauchy–Poisson formulation [13], various modifications of the shallow water equations over an
uneven bottom (second approximation), including the Korteweg–de Vries equations [14, 15], do not have constraints
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Fig. 1. Supercritical flow past an obstacle [model (6), Fr = 1.5, σ = 0.15, δ = 0.5h0, and k = 0]:
1) solitary-wave perturbation; 2) uniform-flow perturbation; 3) obstacle (a semicylinder of radius
R = 0.5h0).

on the wave amplitude and, hence, do not give a criterion for transition from smooth to breaking waves. In Sec. 3,
it was shown that model (3), which takes into account the formation of a surface turbulent layer, allows not only
to determine waves of limiting amplitude but also to describe the process of wave breaking and development of a
turbulent bore.

We note that for short obstacles, Eqs. (6) lose its meaning. In this case, problem (6), (8) can be solved in
the class of continuous piecewise smooth functions if the concentrated effect of the obstacle on long-wave motion
is added to the equations [16]. This implies that the steady-state supercritical flow in the neighborhood of an
obstacle of small length is a certain part of a soliton at −∞ < x < 0 and 0 < x < ∞ with a specified slope angle
hx

∣∣∣
x=0−0

= −hx

∣∣∣
x=0+0

dependent on the shape of the obstacle. As a first approximation, this angle can be specified

as follows [16]:

hx

∣∣∣
x=0−0

=
3
2

gh0

Q2

l∫

−l

z(x) dx. (9)

Problem (6), (9) is much simpler than problem (6), (8) considered above, and its solution can be found in quadra-
tures.

3. Structure of the Wave Bore in a Horizontal Channel. Equations (3) describing nonlinear waves
in a homogeneous fluid taking into account the development of a surface turbulent layer are much more complex
than Eqs. (6). Nevertheless, for a channel with an even bottom [z(x) ≡ 0], we can construct solution (3), which is
an analog of the soliton. We consider the nontrivial solution (3), which is formed from uniform flow, i.e.,

h → h0, η → 0, u → u0 at x → −∞. (10)

We note that the right side of Eqs. (3) is singular for η → 0. Therefore, for small perturbations h̃, ũ, η̃, ṽ, and q̃ of
the uniform flow

h = h0 + h̃, η = η̃, u = u0 + ũ, v = u0 + ṽ, q = q̃,

we obtain a semilinear system which is homogeneous in perturbations:

u0h̃x + h0ũx = −σq̃, u0η̃x = σq̃,

g(h̃x + η̃x) + u0ũx + u2
0h0h̃xxx/3 = 0, g(h̃x + η̃x) + u0ṽx = σq̃(ũ − ṽ)/η̃, (11)

u0q̃x = σ((ũ − ṽ)2 − (1 + θ)q̃2)/(2η̃).

Solutions (11) subject to conditions (10) can be written as h̃ = ĥ eλx, η̃ = η̂ eλx, ũ = û eλx, ṽ = v̂ eλx, and q̃ = q̂ eλx

with a positive parameter λ satisfying the following algebraic system of equations:
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λu0ĥ + λh0û = −σq̂, λu0η̂ = σq̂,

gĥ + gη̂ + u0û + λ2u2
0h0ĥ/3 = 0, λ(gĥ + gη̂ + u0v̂) = σq̂(v̂ − û)/η̂, (12)

λu0q̂ = −σ((1 + θ)q̂2 − (û − v̂)2)/(2η̂).

It is required to find a nontrivial solution of (12) with the additional constraints η̂ > 0, q̂ > 0, and λ > 0. The first
four equations (12) imply the relations

û − v̂ =
(gh0 − u2

0)(ĥ + η̂)
2u0h0

, ĥ =
3(u2

0 − gh0)η̂
h2

0u
2
0λ

2 + 3(gh0 − u2
0)

,

ĥ + η̂ =
h2

0u
2
0λ

2η̂

h2
0u

2
0λ

2 + 3(gh0 − u2
0)

.

(13)

A consequence of (13) is

(û − v̂)2 =
(gh0 − u2

0)
2h2

0u
2
0λ

4η̂2

4(h2
0u

2
0λ

2 + 3(gh0 − u2
0))2

. (14)

From the second and fifth equations (12), we obtain

(û − v̂)2 = (3 + θ)q̂2 = (3 + θ)λ2u2
0η̂

2/σ2. (15)

From (14) and (15), we infer the following quadratic equation for the values of the parameter λ (λ > 0) for which
there is a nonzero solution of (12):

h2
0u

2
0λ

2 − ph0(u2
0 − gh0)λ + 3(gh0 − u2

0) = 0. (16)

Here p = ±σ/(2
√

3 + θ ). For supercritical flows (Fr > 1), the positive roots of Eqs. (17) are specified by the formula

λ =
ph0(u2

0 − gh0) +
√

p2h2
0(u

2
0 − gh0)2 + 12h2

0u
2
0(u

2
0 − gh0)

2h2
0u

2
0

. (17)

In (17), an analog of the soliton is constructed using the positive values of p, and for σ → 0 (p → 0), the values
of λ coincide with the corresponding values for the soliton obtained using (7):

λ =
√

3(Fr2 −1)
/

(Fr h0).

For the specified Froude number (Fr > 1), the steady-state solution (3) that satisfies (10) can be constructed
using the asymptotics obtained. For near-critical flows (0 < Fr−1 � 1), the structure of solution (3) with asymp-
totics (10), (17) is close to the soliton specified by (7) since the relative thickness of the upper turbulent layer is
smaller than the total depth of the flow. Nevertheless, the solution obtained is no longer symmetric and is a wave
bore with a turbulent layer of gradually increasing thickness (see [10, chapter 6]).

The main feature that distinguishes the model considered from (6) is that the waves described by system
(3) reach the limiting amplitude. This implies that there is a critical value of the Froude number Fr∗ > 1 such
that a smooth solution of (3) with asymptotics (10) does not exist for Fr > Fr∗. To understand the reason for the
breaking of the smooth solutions, we consider system (3) written as

hx = w, ux = −σq + uw

h
,

wx =
1
2h

( 6
u2

(
E − g(h + η + z) − u2

2

)
+ w2 − 3k(z2

x + hzxx)
)
, (18)

ηx =
gη(w + zx) + σq(2v − u)

∆
, vx =

σq − vηx

η
, qx =

σ

2ηv

(
(u − v)2 − (1 + θ)q2

)
,

where ∆ = v2 − gη and E = u2
0/2 + gh0.

We note that for x → −∞, the solution of problem (18), (10) tends exponentially to uniform flow. In
particular, v = v̂ e−λx and η = η̂ e−λx; therefore, ∆ = v2 − gη < 0 as x → −∞. If the condition ∆ < 0 is valid for
the entire flow region up to the point the upper turbulent layer reaches the channel bottom (h = 0), solution (18)

310



over an even bottom (z = 0) is smooth and is a wave bore. However, in the case where the function ∆ in (3)
vanishes at the wave front, transition from subcritical flow (∆ < 0) to supercritical flow (∆ > 0) with respect to the
wave mode generated by the upper turbulent layer can occur by means of a hydraulic jump. The appearance of a
hydraulic jump followed by a region of intense turbulent mixing in the solution corresponds to the development of a
roller at the leading edge of the breaking wave. In the present study, discontinuous solutions (3) are not considered;
therefore, as the criterion of transition to breaking waves we use the vanishing of the quantity ∆ in the solutions of
problem (3), (10). For the wave bore, the critical value of the Froude number Fr∗ for which the value of ∆ vanishes
at the front of the first wave can be found numerically. For an even bottom, Fr∗ � 1.3 and solution (18), (10) gives
the following value of the limiting-wave amplitude:

(h + η)max = 1.9h0 at Fr∗ = 1.3. (19)

The values obtained in (19) agree with the parameters of solitary waves of limiting amplitude found from the
Cauchy–Poisson problem in the exact formulation [13].

4. Supercritical Flow over a Local Obstacle. We again consider steady-state flow over a smooth
obstacle (4) of maximum height δ = z(0) which is symmetric about the coordinate origin and is located in the
interval (−l, l). As for Eqs. (6), in the neighborhood of the obstacle, two types of supercritical flows can occur:
1) flows obtained by perturbation of the uniform flow (h ≡ h0, u ≡ u0, and η = 0); 2) steady-state flows describing a
wave bore. In this case, for x < −l, the steady-state solution of problem (3), (10) is specified by the one-parameter
family h = h1(x − xs), u = u1(x − xs), η = η1(x − xs), v = v1(x − xs), q = q1(x − xs), where the point xs defines
the position of the wave front relative to the obstacle. To construct the wave profile over the obstacle, it suffices to
solve the Cauchy problem for (18) with the following initial data for x = −l:

h(−l) = h1(−l − xs), u(−l) = u1(−l − xs), η(−l) = η1(−l − xs),

v(−l) = v1(−l − xs), q(−l) = q1(−l − xs).
(20)

Unlike in the case considered in Sec. 2, the solution of problem (18), (20) is not symmetric with respect to the
coordinate origin because of the development of a surface turbulent layer. Nevertheless, an analog of the soliton
over an obstacle can also be constructed for system (18) as a special solution that separates two types of flow: flows
with lee waves and flows with a gradient catastrophe.

For a small obstacle (δ � h0), the structure of the wave bore changes insignificantly compared to the
corresponding solution for a horizontal channel. For an obstacle comparable to the fluid depth (δ ∼ h0), by virtue
of the nonlinearity of the system for some values of xs, the solution of problem (18), (20) can fail on a finite
segment of the channel due to an unbounded increase in the derivatives (a gradient catastrophe). However, with a
corresponding choice of the parameter xs, a flow regime with lee waves can be implemented. Therefore, a certain
range of parameters Fr and δ contains a critical value of x∗

s that separates different flow regimes. Exactly this limiting
flow regime is an analog of the localized soliton-like perturbation over an obstacle considered in Sec. 2. Numerical
calculations demonstrate that this flow regime exists in a broad enough range of the determining parameters Fr > 1
and δ > 0.

We note that the localized flow over an obstacle can also be constructed for a fixed position of the wave
front xs by varying the height of the obstacle δ.

Figure 2 shows wave profiles (the solid curves refer to the free surface and the dashed curves refer to the
boundary of the turbulent layer) for supercritical flow past a segment of a cylinder calculated using model (3) for
k = 0. A small change in the height of the obstacle for the specified position of the wave front gives different
solutions of problem (18), (20): lee waves (curves 1), perturbed solitary wave (curves 2), and a solution with a
gradient catastrophe (curves 3). An analog of the symmetric flow found for model (6) without a turbulent layer
(curve 1 in Fig. 1) is the flow described by curve 2.

As noted above, one of the reasons for the breaking of smooth solutions over an even bottom is that the
quantity ∆ vanishes. The placement of a local obstacle in the flow provides smooth solutions of larger amplitude
than that in a channel with an even bottom. Nevertheless, like in a horizontal channel, for supercritical flow past a
local obstacle there is a critical value of the Froude number Fr∗ such that for Fr > Fr∗ the solution should contain
a hydraulic jump, which in the given model corresponds to wave breaking with the formation of a roll at the wave
crest. If the criterion of wave breaking is the vanishing of the function ∆ at the leading edge of the local flow
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Fig. 2. Supercritical flow past an obstacle [model (3), Fr = 1.4, σ = 0.15, θ = 2, and k = 0]: the
solid curves show the free surface; the dashed curves show the lower boundary of the turbulent
layer; 1) lee waves (δ = 0.19h0); 2) solitary-wave perturbation (δ = 0.2h0); 3) gradient catastrophe
(δ = 0.21h0); 4) obstacle (a segment of a cylinder of radius R = 10h0).

perturbation by an obstacle (curve 2 in Fig. 2), the critical value of Fr∗ for this obstacle can be found numerically.
If the length of the obstacle l is smaller than the channel depth h0, the fluid entrainment in the upper turbulent
layer over the obstacle can be ignored. In this case, σ = 0 and Eqs. (3) can be reduced to one equation for the
depth h after elimination of the variables η, v, and u from the relations

ηv = η1v1 = Q+, hu = h1u1 = Q−,

v2/2 + g(h + η + z) = v2
1/2 + g(h1 + η1) = J+.

(21)

We note that

ηx = gη(hx + zx)/∆, (22)

and, by virtue of (21) and (22), the solution of system (3) for σ = 0 which is symmetric about the coordinate origin
can be constructed similarly to the solution of problem (7), (8) for the case where ∆ does not vanish. This solution
approximately describes the solitary wave profile over a local obstacle. The structure of the solution of (3) is even
more simplified by taking into account the effect of an obstacle of small length and using the hypothesis on the
concentrated effect of a local change in the bottom shape on the flow. In this case, the solution is constructed in
the class of piecewise smooth functions similarly to (9). Because l � h0, the boundary conditions are specified as

hx

∣∣∣
x=0−0

= −hx

∣∣∣
x=0+0

= f(h, A),

where f is a specified function and A is the cross-sectional area of the obstacle. Thus, the wave profile transforming
the flow from supercritical to subcritical in the neighborhood of a local change in the channel depth is obtained
by joining the solutions of (3) over an even bottom with the corresponding asymptotic solution at large distances
from the obstacle. We also note that in each of the above-listed approximations, waves of limiting amplitude are
obtained from the condition of vanishing of the function ∆ at any point of the wave front.

Conclusions. The existence of waves of limiting amplitude in steady-state heavy fluid flows in the exact
formulation (Cauchy–Poisson problem) is a consequence of the Bernoulli integral applied to the surface layer [13].
For various modifications of the shallow-water equations, this approach is inapplicable by virtue of the corresponding
hypotheses on the distribution of the horizontal flow velocity. The inclusion of a thin surface layer in the model
allows a mathematical description of the breaking of smooth waves of finite amplitude for a wide class of shallow
water equations (the first and second approximations). The following step of this study consists of using Eqs. (3)
to construct a mathematical model for breaking waves, in particular, for determining the inner structure of the flow
in a turbulent bore.

This work was supported by the National Foundation of Natural Sciences of China (Grant No. 40276008)
and the Russian Foundation for Basic Research (Grant No. 05-05-64460).
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12. F. Serre, “Contribution à l’étude des écoulements permanents et variables dans les canaux,” La Houille Blanche,

8, No. 3, 374–388 (1953).
13. J.-M. Vanden-Broeck, “Free surface flow over an obstruction in a channel,” Phys. Fluids, 30, No. 8, 2315–2317

(1987).
14. S. Shen, “Forced solitary waves and hydraulic falls in two-layer flow over topography,” J. Fluid Mech., 232,

583–612 (1992).
15. Z. Xu, F. Shi, and S. Shen, “A numerical calculation of forced supercritical soliton in single-layer flow,” J. Ocean

Univ. (Qingdao), 24, No. 3, 309–319 (1994).
16. J. W. Miles, “Stationary transcritical channel flow,” J. Fluid Mech., 162, 489–499 (1986).

313



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /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
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /MathBold-Italic
    /MathCm-Italic
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /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 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /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
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


