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Geometrical aspects of growth plate modelling
using Carter’s and Stokes’s approaches

SZCZEPAN PISZCZATOWSKI*

Faculty of Mechanical Engineering, Białystok University of Technology, Białystok, Poland.

Development of the skeleton is a complex mechanobiological process. Shape and size of the majority of bone elements are the result
of endochondral growth and ossification occurring during childhood and adolescent period. The influence of mechanical loading acting
in the skeletal system on bone development is known since the 19th century, but understanding of such phenomenon seems to be still
insufficient. Traditionally accepted Hueter–Volkmann law claims that increased pressure acting on a growth plate retards bone growth
and, conversely, reduced pressure or even tension accelerates it. Stokes’s approach is directly based on this theory. Carter’s model seems
to be slightly more complex because takes into account three-dimensional stress state.

The subject of the research was to evaluate the mechanobiological condition of endochondral bone growth occurring within the
growth cartilage where different geometrical structures (8 models) of the growth plate and various loading conditions (5 variants) were
considered. Simulations were made using the finite element method and both Stokes’s and Carter’s models were used to estimate me-
chanical stimulation of bone growth.

Results indicate non-uniformity of the growth conditions occurring within the growth cartilage when its layer is located between two
bone blocks. Non-axial loadings result in dissymmetry of mechanical stimulation of bone growth. In general, its minimum is located in
the regions of the cartilage to which maximal loadings were directed. Carter’s approach is, however, more sensitive to interrelation be-
tween growth plate geometrical structure and loading direction, compared to Stokes’s model. Obtained results indicate the necessity of
realistic modelling of the growing bone geometrical structure, including the elaboration of custom-made models.

Further research is necessary to elaborate the new formula describing mechanical influences on bone growth, taking into account the
cyclic loading of a constant direction. In this way it will be possible to overcome the still existing problems with the explanation of nu-
merous clinical phenomena.
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1. Introduction

The growth plate is the structure responsible for
longitudinal bone growth [1]. It consists of three tis-
sue types: the growth cartilage, the newly formed
trabecular bone of the metaphysis and the fibrous
tissue surrounding the cartilage (the ring of Lacroix).
The influence of mechanical loadings on its activity is
known since the 19th century when the Hueter-
Volkmann law was formulated [2], [3], [4]. According
to this theory, increased pressure acting on a growth

plate retards bone growth and, conversely, reduced
pressure or even tension accelerates it. More recently,
Stokes has applied Hueter–Volkmann law to describe
the relationship between loadings and bone growth
velocity [5], [6]. Both Hueter–Volkmann law and
Stokes’s research reduce loadings acting on the
growth plate only to uniaxial tension-compression.
Mechanical state occurring in the real anatomical ob-
ject during growth is, however, much more complex
and always has a three-dimensional nature. The main
reasons are complex geometry of bone elements and
the three-dimensional, variable loadings acting in the
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skeletal system. The complex structure of bone ele-
ments, especially non-homogeneity of the growth
plate, is also very important [7].

A theory which allows to analyse growing bone
mechanobiology taking into consideration three-
dimensional stress state occurring in a growth plate
was formulated by Carter and Wong, basing on the
well known Sine’s criteria used for predicting fatigue
crack initiation in metals [8], [9]. Stevens et al., fol-
lowing this basic theory and additionally using Mikic
proposal [10], assumed that endochondral growth is
dependent on the cartilage maturation rate being the
function of octahedral shear stresses and hydrostatic
stresses occurring within the cartilage [11]. Taking
into account cyclic loadings of various directions act-
ing on the growing bones, authors have assumed that
maturation rate should be calculated as a linear com-
bination of the maximal octahedral shear stress and
the minimal hydrostatic stress within the cartilage,
occurring during the complete loading cycle. Such
theory was used by Carter and Wong to analyse the
development of diarthrodial joints as the process
driven by cyclic loadings composed of five distinct
loading cases [8]. In a similar manner, Heegaard et al.
modelled joint morphogenesis occurring during fetal
life [12]. The mechanical loading of variable direc-
tion, caused by joint motion, was identified as a factor
taking part in forming the shape of particular bones.
Shefelbine et al. [13] used such methodology to ana-
lyse the influence of mechanical factors on the form-
ing of a femoral bicondylar angle. Summing up all
abovementioned research, it can be stated that load-
ings of variable direction in relation to growing bone
geometry play an important role in the skeleton
forming process.

In the growing skeleton, loads acting on the
growth plates have various value and direction. Addi-
tionally, growth plates have also different shapes.
Very often development of the bone is conducted by
more than one growth plate. The role of both capital
epiphysis and epiphysis of greater trochanter in the
forming of the proximal part of the femoral bone was
experimentally proved by Salenius and Videman [14].
An indisputable fact is that forming of the real, multi-
form bones is performed in a very geometrically com-
plex environment.

The majority of above mentioned examples con-
cern the problem of interrelation between loading
condition and geometry of the growing bones in the
process of their physiological development. There are
numerous cases, however, when various abnormalities
occur in the skeleton geometry during its growth. In
such situations, the role of improper loading condi-

tions is often discussed. Shefelbine and Carter ana-
lysed the influence of loadings occurring in cerebral
palsy on increased femoral anteversion [15]. A similar
research tried to explain the disturbances of the
femoral morphology in the case of developmental hip
dysplasia [16]. Models used in both mentioned studies
correspond to the structure of 1-year-old child’s femur,
and the whole part of epiphysis placed proximally to
the growth region was modelled as a cartilage. Ac-
cording to the results presented by Piszczatowski [7]
such attempt could not be used for older children when
ossification occurred within the epiphysis. It should be
mentioned that such process (formation of a secon-
dary ossification centre) in the proximal part of the
femur occurs approximately in the second half of the
first year of life [17].

Apart from situations when improper loadings
seem to be the reason of skeletal deformity, also some
cases are known when the spontaneous improvement
of bone abnormal geometry was explained on the
biomechanical background. Rauch has discussed the
case of mild genu varum occurring in toddlers [18].
In such situation the medial part of the growth plate
is compressed more than the lateral part. According
to Hueter–Volkmann law, if compression inhibited
growth, the medial part of the growth plate should
grow slower than the lateral one and worsening of the
varus deformity should be observed. In this way, any
slight deviation of the lower limb axis should result in
a progress of pathology leading to catastrophic de-
formity, but such phenomenon has not been observed
in clinical practice. On the contrary, more intensive
growth occurring in the more compressed, medial part
of the growth plate usually leads to spontaneous
straightening of the limb. A similar observation was
presented by Pauwels [19]. He described the case of
mild coxa vara with straightening of the femoral neck
resulting from more intensive growth occurring on the
more compressed side of the growth plate. Pauwels
stated that addition of bending stresses to pure com-
pression within the growth plate causes more growth
on a compressed side where the greater stresses act,
and in this way undesirable bending stresses are re-
moved. Finally, straightening of the anatomical object
occurs. Such clinical observations lead to a supposi-
tion that Hueter–Volkmann law, and in consequence
the Stokes’s theory, is not capacious enough to en-
compass all clinical and biomechanical situations
occurring during skeleton development. As a conse-
quence, endochondral bone growth cannot be de-
scribed as being strictly dependent on the compressive
stresses resulting from statically applied loadings. In
this situation the open question remains if Carter’s
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theory is able to explain the abovementioned cases of
spontaneous improvement of bone abnormal geome-
try. Earlier analyses have shown, however, that for
a simple geometrical model of the growth plate (flat
layer of growth cartilage placed between two layers of
trabecular bone, under axial compression) Carter’s
approach showed considerable similarities to Stokes’s
approach [7].

Numerous in vivo and in vitro experiments have
shown that growth and ossification of the cartilage
depends not only on the loading direction but also on
the loading frequency, varying even in the case of
unidirectional cyclic loading [20], [21], [22]. A simi-
lar effect during forming of bone regenerate in the
process of bone lengthening was observed by Filipiak
et al. [23].

Summing up all research discussed above, it can
be stated that spatial arrangement of the growth plate
in relation to loading conditions varying in time and
space strongly influences the process of bone devel-
opment. In order to utilize that knowledge in bioengi-
neering, its appropriate mathematical models need to
be elaborated. The first approach, based on Stokes’s
research, is used mainly for analyses of bone growth
under axial, static loadings [6], [24], [25]. The second,
based on the Carter’s theory, is used for three-
dimensional analyses of growing bones under load-
ings of various directions [8], [9], [26], [27]. How-
ever, to the best of author’s knowledge, there was no
application of this theory in analyses of a growth plate
in a situation when secondary ossification centre is
present and the growth cartilage is placed between
two bone layers, with the exception of the first part of
this research [7]. The subject of presented analyses
was to continue previous analyses taking into consid-
eration different spatial configuration of the growth
plate – the loading conditions system. The main aim
was to evaluate biomechanical conditions of the endo-
chondral bone growth, obtained using both Carter’s
and Stokes’s theories, for various shapes of the
growth plate and for various loading conditions. The
answer to the question whether any of discussed theo-
ries is able to explain such clinical situation like
pathological deformity of the skeleton occurring in
numerous diseases (e.g. in cerebral palsy [28], [29],
[30], [31]) and spontaneous straightening of the bone
element (e.g. in mild genu varum [18] or mild coxa
vara [19]) will be one of the aims of the analyses.
Such knowledge seems to be very important for better
understanding of mechanical influences on the skele-
ton growth and for the development of effective
methodology of pathological bone deformity numeri-
cal simulation.

2. Materials and methods

Modelling and numerical simulations were per-
formed using the ANSYS package (ANSYS, Inc.)
based on the finite element method. All analyses were
made using a single-phase, elastic model of the carti-
lage. Such assumption is strictly forced by the fact that
both Carter’s and Stokes’s models, being the object of
research, are based on the single-phase model of growth
cartilage. Material properties of particular parts of the
growth plate were taken in reference to the basic model
used in the earlier part of research [7] as follows:

a) growth cartilage: elastic modulus EGC = 6 MPa,
Poisson’s coefficient νGC = 0.495 (cartilage was treated
as a nearly incompressible material, analyses were
performed using the mixed u–P formulation [32]);

b) trabecular bone: elastic modulus EB = 345 MPa,
Poisson’s coefficients νB = 0.3;

c) fibrous tissue: elastic modulus EF = 10 MPa,
Poisson’s coefficients νF = 0.3.

2.1. Geometrical models
of the growth plate

The geometrical structure of growing bones is very
complex. However, the shape of growth plates is quite
regular. A growth cartilage layer can be compared to
a disk, but in various anatomical situations it is shaped
flat, convex or concave [1]. Obviously, during growth
process, especially in case of any pathology, numer-
ous deformities of the growth cartilage could appear.
The full set of three-dimensional axially symmetric,
geometrical models used in presented analyses con-
sists of eight variants, designated M1–M8 (Fig. 1).

Flat, axially symmetric disk of the growth cartilage
was modelled in M1 and M5 variants. Convex layer of
growth cartilage was used in variants M2 and M6, whilst
concave in variants M3 and M7. The most complex,
wavy shape of the cartilage layer was used in the vari-
ants M4 and M8. The main difference between models
M1–M4 compared to M5–M8 is the thickness (h) of the
growth cartilage layer. For the first set of models M1–
M4 the cartilage thickness was equal 3/8 of its diameter
(h = 15 mm, d = 40 mm). Such relation could reflect the
growth plate structure at the early stage of bone devel-
opment, when cartilage layer is relatively thick [1].
Models M5–M8, where the thickness of growth cartilage
is three times lower (h = 5 mm, d = 40 mm, h/d = 1/8),
better reflect the structure of growth plate present in the
older, but still growing bones.
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Two layers of trabecular bone were modelled,
too. The first (distal) was placed under, whilst the
second (proximal), over the growth cartilage.
It should be noted that, as a result of various shapes
of growth cartilage, the thickness of bone layer var-
ies in particular variants of the geometrical model.
A ring of fibrous tissue was modelled around the
cartilage and bone layers to simulate the ring of La-
croix. A finite element model was made in ANSYS
preprocessor with the use of 3D 20-node structural
elements (SOLID186). Particular parts of the model
were strictly connected to each other on its common
nodes.

2.2. Loadings and constraints

The model was fully constrained on its distal nodes,
which reflects the ideal connection of the growth plate
with metaphysis. Loadings were applied on the proxi-
mal bone plate in five different ways (Fig. 2).

In the first variant (L1), pressure was applied uni-
formly to the proximal surface of the model. The
main distinction used in the L2–L5 variants is non-
uniform pattern of the compressive loads with cen-
trally located maximum obtained due to usage of the
nodal forces instead of surface pressure. Compres-
sive loads of uniform value were applied to all nodes
attached to the proximal surface, but due to variable
quantity of nodes per area unity (increase toward the
model axis), the compressive loads became hyper-
bolic pattern (Fig. 2). Forces used in the L2 model
were directed along the longitudinal axis of the
model. L3 and L4 variants are distinguished by the
slope of loading direction towards the model axis

with the angle of slope α = 20° and α = 45°, respec-
tively. The last variant (L5) is similar to the L2 vari-
ant, but loadings were applied only on the right half
of the proximal surface. Such model tries to reflect
a situation similar to the case of proximal part of
tibia in mild genu varum [18], when increased load-
ings act on one half of the growth plate.

Resultant value of the applied loads in all variants
was equal 200 N [7]. This value was taken arbitrary. It
seems, however, that similar value of compressive
forces could appear in several-year-old children’s
femur or tibia.

2.3. The indexes used for the analysis
of mechanical stimulation

of a growth plate

Stress pattern within the cartilage is the base used
both in Carter’s and Stokes’s approaches to estimate
mechanical stimulation of bone growth. Finite ele-
ment analysis of all 40 variants of growth plate
model (8 geometrical models × 5 models of loading
conditions) allowed determining all necessary stress
components within all finite elements. Based on
these data, the three alternatives of “growth index”
(GI), expressing the intensity of mechanical stimula-
tion of the endochondral bone growth, were calcu-
lated for particular finite elements representing the
cartilage:

a) using the Carter’s approach:
– for single load cases [8]:

],[N/m2
1 HS
S aGI σσ += (1)

Fig. 1. Geometrical models of growth plate (axial cross-section).
Models M1–M4 with thicker growth cartilage layer and models M5–M8 with thinner growth cartilage layer
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where:
σS – octahedral shear stress (always positive, in-

crease the value of the SGI1 , accelerate cartilage ossi-
fication and growth),

σH – hydrostatic stress (negative in compression
and positive in tension),

a – weighting factor (dilatational parameter);
– for multiple load cases [11]:

],[N/m)min()max( 2
1 HS
M bGI σσ ×+= (2)

where:
max(σS ) and min(σH) – respectively maximum

of octahedral shear stress and minimum of hydro-
static stress occurring during the whole loading
cycle,

b – weighting factor (dilatational parameter);
b) using the Stokes’s approach [6]:

],[N/m2
2 zGI σ= (3)

where σz – axial stress (z-axis represents the axial
direction perpendicular to the proximal surface of the
model).

Two values of the dilatational parameter a used in
the formula (1) were taken into analyses: a = 0.5 and
1.7 [7]. By analogy, for multiple loading cases, three
various values of parameter b occurring in formula (2)
were taken into consideration: b = 0.35 [11], b = 1.0
and b = 1.7 [7]. During multiple loading analysis the

set of loadings composed of three variants L2–L4 was
considered. In this way the variability of loading di-
rection in the range 0º–45º was modelled.

3. Results

Patterns of the growth indexes calculated using
both Carter’s and Stokes’s concepts ( SGI1 , 2GI ), ob-
tained for variants L1 and L2 with axial loadings were
presented in Fig. 3.

There are conspicuous similarities of results ob-
tained for both loading cases, especially for models
with higher thickness of cartilage layer (M1–M4).
Patterns of particular growth indexes are not uniform
within the volume of cartilage. This phenomenon is
caused by inhomogeneity of the growth plate and it
was discussed by the author earlier [7]. All patters
are symmetrical in relation to the central plane of the
model and reach the minimum in the centre of
growth cartilage. Non-uniformity of SGI1  and GI2

patterns is greater for L2 loadings. More distinct
effect of the hyperbolic pattern of compressive
loading (L2 variant) is visible for models with lower
thickness of cartilage layer (M5–M8). Higher non-
uniformity, both Carter’s and Stokes’s indexes, with
a more distinctive minimum in the central part of the

Fig. 2. Loading condition models used in the analyses. Geometrical model M1 was used to present loading conditions,
but identical loadings were used for all other geometrical models.

Non-uniform pattern of the compressive loading used in M2–M5 variants was the result of the variable nodal forces density
over the proximal surface of the model (maximum in the centre)
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cartilage could be observed for these cases. Such
result was not obtained only for concave cartilage
layer (model M7) where the greater thickness of the
bone layer, separating cartilage from the place of
force application, could have blurred the effect of
relatively higher loadings acting in the central part of
growth plate in the L2 variant.

Patterns of the growth index GI1
S, calculated on the

basis of Carter’s theory and using dilatational pa-
rameter a = 0.5, obtained for L2, L3 and L4 loading
variants were presented in Fig. 4. The main distinct-
iveness of results obtained for the sloped loading di-
rections (L3 and L4 variants) is the dissymmetry of
growth index patterns in relation to the central plane
of the model. The non-uniformity as well as dissym-
metry of GI1

S patters increases for a greater angle of
loading inclination (L4). Results obtained for thinner

cartilage layer (M5–M8) are, however, more unambi-
guous and easier to analyse than those obtained for
thicker cartilage layer (M1–M4), but in general both
sets of models lead to similar conclusions. The GI1

S

index reached the minimum in such regions of the
cartilage to which maximal loadings were directed,
whilst maximum of GI1

S is located always on the right
side of particular patters, out of maximal loading di-
rection. It should be noted, however, that Carter’s
approach seems to be sensitive to interrelation be-
tween loading direction and cartilage shape. It is visi-
ble when analysing results obtained for the wavy
shape of cartilage layer (M4 and M8). For such model
geometry, the greatest non-uniformity of index GI1

S

patterns within the cartilage volume for various load-
ing directions can be observed. The minimum appears
in these regions where the line of maximal loadings

Fig. 3. Comparison of mechanical stimulation of growth cartilage obtained for uniform pressure (variant L1)
and hyperbolic pattern of loading (variant L2): a) patterns of the index GI1

S [MPa] for a = 0.5; b) patterns of the index GI2 [MPa].
View on the axial cross-section of the growth cartilage model; bone and fibrous parts of the model were intentionally omitted
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crosses the cartilage and concurrently the proximal
surface of growth cartilage is almost perpendicular to
loading direction (e.g. M8 model, medial part of the
left wave for L3 and L4 loading variants). The maxi-
mum of GI1

S appears in these parts of the cartilage
model which are out of maximal loading direction and

the cartilage surface is almost parallel to loading di-
rection. A quite similar effect is observed also for
concave models (M3 and M7). A bit more complex
results were obtained for convex cartilage layer (M2
and M6). At the superior surface of the cartilage
model, the minimum of GI1

S index can be found, in

Fig. 4. Patterns of the index GI1
S [MPa] calculated for models M1–M8 using a = 0.5 under loadings L2 (α = 0),

L3 (α = 20°) and L4 (α = 45°). View on the axial cross-section of the growth cartilage model;
bone and fibrous parts were intentionally omitted
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these cases, rather in the left part of the model, in
compliance with maximal loading direction. Looking
at more interiorly situated part of cartilage model, it is
possible to observe that the zone of minimum value of
GI1

S index turns to the right, in the direction opposite

to the line of applied loadings. A quite similar effect is
visible also for flat models (M1 and M5). It seems that
relation between negative hydrostatic stresses occur-
ring in the compressed part of the cartilage and posi-
tive shear stresses is strongly dependent on the geo-

Fig. 5. Patterns of the index GI1
S [MPa] calculated for models M1–M8 using a = 1.7 under loadings L2 (α = 0),

L3 (α = 20°) and L4 (α = 45°). View on the axial cross-section of the growth cartilage model;
bone and fibrous parts were intentionally omitted
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metrical structure of the model. As a result, Carter’s
index, being the weighted sum of both these parame-
ters, reflects the interrelation between the loading
direction and the shape of cartilage model.

An earlier research [33] has indicated the necessity
of increased role of hydrostatic stresses in Carter’s
formula. Piszczatowski [7], for weighting coefficient
a = 1.7, obtained a higher correlation between Carter’s
and Stokes’s approaches than for the most frequently

used a = 0.5. For these reasons, patterns of GI1
S index

were calculated also for a = 1.7 (Fig. 5).
The analysis of these results indicates that greater

value of a coefficient relatively decreases the role of
shear stresses and, as a result, the model becomes
less sensitive on the shape of the cartilage. The
domination of compressive stresses is more visible
and minimum of GI1

S index is more correlated with
direction of maximal loadings. This effect is well

Fig. 6. Patterns of the index GI2 [MPa] calculated for models M1-M8 under loadings L2 (α = 0), L3 (α = 20º) and L4 (α = 45º).
View on the axial cross-section of the growth cartilage model; bone and fibrous parts were intentionally omitted
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visible for flat and convex shapes of the cartilage
model.

Patterns of GI2 index, calculated for various load-
ing directions (L2, L3 and L4) based on the Stokes’s
concept, were presented in Fig. 6. Similarly to GI1

S

index, patters of GI2 index are also non-uniform. For
sloped loading direction, patterns are asymmetric in
relation to the central plane of the model. The local-
ization of this index minimum, for all models, follows
the direction of applied forces and can be found in
such regions to which the greatest loadings were di-
rected. For greater angle of loading slope, the non-
uniformity of GI2 patterns for particular models is
much more distinct.

The patterns of both GI1
S and GI2 indexes, obtained

for forces acting only on the right half of the model
(L5 variant) were presented in Fig. 7. All patters are
obviously non-uniform with asymmetry in relation to
the central plane of the model. Using both Stokes’s
approach and Carter’s formula with higher value of

dilatational parameter a = 1.7, the minimum of par-
ticular indexes occurs in the right, more compressed
part of the growth cartilage model. The same results
were also obtained for Carter’s formula with lower
value of dilatational parameter (a = 0.5) and using thin-
ner layer of cartilage (M5–M8 models). Slightly more
ambiguous results were obtained using Carter’s ap-
proach for models with thicker cartilage layer (M1–
M4). Patterns of GI1

S index show, in these cases, a vari-
ability in the axial (proximal-distal) direction. The
minimum is slightly shifted to the left (into unloaded
part of the cartilage) in the central part of the cartilage
layer.

Patterns of the GI1
M index, expressing the applica-

tion of Carter’s theory to multiple loading cases with
its variable direction, were presented in Fig. 8. An
analysis of these results allows finding the greatest
diversification of patterns obtained for particular spa-
tial model configuration. Special attention should be
paid to the fact that patterns of GI1

M index, calculated

Fig. 7. Patterns of the indexes GI1
S [MPa] (for a = 0,5 and 1.7) and GI2 [MPa] calculated for models M1–M8 under loadings L5

(load applied only on the right part of the growth plate model). View on the axial cross-section of the growth cartilage model;
bone and fibrous parts were intentionally omitted
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for weighting parameter b = 0.35, show the region of
the most intensive mechanical stimulation of bone
growth (greater index value) situated inside the left
half of the cartilage model. It means that Carter’s for-
mula is able to generate results indicating a more in-
tensive bone growth in regions to which the relatively
greater compressive loadings were directed. Such
effect could be found, however, only for models with
thicker cartilage layer (M1–M4). In such cases, a high
variability of the GI1

M in the axial (proximal-distal)
direction occurs. For concave (M3) and wavy (M4)
models, the regions of the greatest and the lowest
value of GI1

M index are situated very close to each
other. Symptomatic is, however, the fact that results
obtained for thinner cartilage layer (M5–M8) are
much different to those obtained for thicker models
(M1–M4). For concave and wavy shape of the thinner
cartilage models (M7–M8) the well visible minimum
of GI1

M is localised in the left, more loaded, part of the
cartilage. An increase of the weighting parameter

value (b = 1; b = 1.7) does not lead to any important
changes in obtained results. Patterns plotted for mod-
els with thinner cartilage layer (M5–M8) are almost
identical to those obtained for b = 0.35. In the case of
thicker layer of cartilage (M1–M4), patterns of GI1

M

index calculated for b = 1 and b = 1.7 become more
symmetrical with minimum located close to the cen-
tral plane of the model.

4. Discussion

In view of the current knowledge, the fact that
mechanical loadings can influence endochondral
bone growth remains undisputed. The possibility
of bone deformity as a consequence of improper
biomechanical conditions seems to be very well
documented, too. However, the question whether the
current level of knowledge allows us to understand,

Fig. 8. Patterns of the indexes GI1
M [MPa] calculated for b = 0.35, 1.0 and 1.7 for models M1–M8

under cycle of loading composed of L1, L2 and L3 cases. View on the axial cross-section of the growth cartilage model;
bone and fibrous parts were intentionally omitted
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properly describe and simulate such phenomenon
remains open.

One of the main aims of the present research was
to analyse the interrelation between loading direction
and the growth cartilage shape, in the context of their
influence on mechanical stimulation of bone growth.
The first general conclusion arising from the results
presented above is the fact that loading direction has
an important influence on the pattern of mechanical
stimuli occurring within the volume of growth carti-
lage. Such effect is visible both for Carter’s and
Stokes’s approaches. When loading direction is sloped
towards the growth plate axis, the patters of particular
indexes describing mechanical stimulation of bone
growth become asymmetrical in relation to the central
plane of the model. In view of the earlier results, it is
well known that Stokes’s model is able to quite pre-
cisely describe the mechanical influences on the bone
development in such situations when axial loadings
are of predominant importance [5], [6], [24], [25].
Poor ability of this model to encompass more complex
loading conditions was indicated by Lin et al. [33].
The present research has shown that the use of
Stokes’s model pattern of mechanical stimulation of
bone growth depends on loading direction. The sensi-
tivity of Stokes’s approach on a spatial configuration
of the growth plate – loading condition model is,
however, worse compared to Carter’s approach. In
general, the direction of loadings almost fully deter-
mines the localization of the zone where mechanical
stimulation of bone growth has a reduced level. The
shape of cartilage, in this approach, is of secondary
importance. Significant remains, however, the local-
ization of the place where the loading acts on the
growth cartilage. This statement can be easily under-
stood by analysing the patterns of GI2 index obtained
for models with convex (M6) and concave (M7) layer
of a cartilage (Fig. 6). The localizations of the index
GI2 minimum at the convex model, for both inclined
loading variants (L3 and L4), are shifted to the right
compared to results obtained for concave model. This
effect is probably caused by different localization of
the place where the line of resultant forces crosses the
growth cartilage. A quite similar result could be ob-
served also for the GI1

S index. It is visible when com-
paring patterns obtained for models with thinner car-
tilage layer (M5–M8) loaded by uniform pressure
(L1) and by loading hyperbolic pattern (L2) presented
in Fig. 3. The non-uniformity of particular patterns of
both GI1

S and GI2 indexes obtained for hyperbolic
loadings is much higher compared to results obtained
for uniform pressure, with the exception of the con-
cave model (M7). Probably, the higher distance from

the proximal surface of the model, where the forces
were applied, to the concave layer of the cartilage
blurred the more concentrated loading. It should be
emphasised that real bone elements have much more
complex shapes than the models used in the present
research. In such situation, mechanical loadings acting
on the bone surface penetrate its tissues and generate
the complex stress state within its volume. Loadings
acting directly on the growth cartilage, in such situa-
tion, strongly depend on the structure of the whole
bone element. The very simplified shape of the
growth plate models used in the present research was
not able to fully encompass all these aspects. The
usefulness of the custom-made models in analyses,
especially performed for individual patients, is clear
visible in such situations.

Results obtained using Carter’s methodology
(Figs. 4 and 5), in general, are quite similar to those
obtained using Stokes’s model (Fig 6). The main dif-
ference is, however, much higher sensitivity of Car-
ter’s approach to interrelation between geometrical
structure of the growth plate and loading direction.
Growth index GI1

S, being the weighted sum of octahe-
dral shear stresses and hydrostatic stresses, is able to
encompass various stress states resulting not only
from loading direction but also from the shape of
growth cartilage. Using greater value of the weighting
parameter a, index GI1

S becomes less sensitive to spa-
tial structure of the model. An earlier analysis [7]
showed that, for a = 1.7, results obtained using Car-
ter’s approach are highly correlated to results calcu-
lated on the basis of Stokes’s model. Presented analy-
ses could confirm the previous statement, but now this
conclusion means that GI1

S index calculated using a =
1.7 seems to be less sensitive to the cartilage shape,
just like index GI2. Symptomatic is that Ribble et al.
[34], who were analysing the deformity of femoral
bone in the case of cerebral palsy, used only shear
stresses acting in the growth cartilage region. All
these facts should indicate the urgent necessity of
further research to find the rationale of relation be-
tween octahedral shear stresses and hydrostatic
stresses in Carter’s model.

Shefelbine and Carter, in simulation of proximal
part of the children femur, used convex shape of
growth front model [15]. However, the whole epiphy-
sis placed over growth zone was modelled as a carti-
lage. Having simulated the cerebral palsy conditions,
they used loadings directed more laterally than in
normal conditions. As a result, lower stimulation of
bone growth in the medial part (less loaded) of the
growth plate was obtained. This effect is in contrast to
the patterns of GI1

S index obtained in the present re-
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search, where the region of lower mechanical stimu-
lation in general follows the direction of maximum
loadings. However, the pattern of GI1

M obtained for
M2 model presents a lower stimulation of bone
growth in the region placed out of loading direction.
Such effect was not visible, however, for thinner layer
of growth cartilage (M6 model), which better reflects
the conditions occurring in older children. Further
research is necessary to find whether such result
means the weakness of the modelling methodology or
the response of the growth plate to the same loading
conditions really changes with age of the patient.
Without any doubt, however, it is possible to state that
Carter’s approach applied to multidirectional loading
analysis (index GI1

M) is very sensitive to the shape and
thickness of a cartilage layer.

Results obtained for loadings acting only on a half
of the model (L5) were crucial to find the answer
whether any of analysed models are able to explain the
more intensive bone growth occurring in a more com-
pressed part of the bone in mild coxa vara or mild genu
varum [18], [19]. Unfortunately, obtained results are
rather dissatisfying. Both Carter’s and Stokes’s ap-
proaches did not allow to find higher value of mechani-
cal stimulation of bone growth in the compressed part
of the cartilage. Obviously, it is possible that another,
more sophisticated loading condition or geometrical
model of the growth plate, could allow obtaining any
new results. An expectation could bring the fact that,
for thicker cartilage layer, the zone of minimal stimula-
tion of bone growth is slightly shifted out of loading
zone. It can be supposed, however, that a new formula
expressing the mechanical stimulation of bone growth
must be elaborated to overcome this problem. Useful-
ness of the multi-phases, poroelastic or viscoelastic
models should be checked, too [35], [36], [37], [38].
Both Stokes’s and Carter’s models do not take into
consideration, however, the cyclic loading of the con-
stant direction, whilst such conditions could be present
in numerous clinical situations. There are studies indi-
cating that static compression of cartilage decreases
biosynthesis within the cartilage [15], [20], [39], [40].
Obtained patterns of indexes GI1

S and GI2 are consistent
with these results. However, cyclic hydrostatic pressure
could increase biosynthetic activity [15], [20], [41].
This effect could be responsible for bone deformity in
cerebral palsy and more intensive bone growth occur-
ring in a more compressed part of the bone in mild
coxa vara or mild genu varum. At present, both Car-
ter’s and Stokes’s approach do not allow to simulate
such phenomenon.

To sum up, it is possible to state that spatial struc-
ture of the growth plate – the loading conditions sys-

tem has an important influence on the mechanical
stimulation of endochondral bone growth. The present
research indicated the necessity of realistic modelling
of the growing bone geometrical structure, including
elaboration of the custom-made models. Carter’s ap-
proach seems to be more sensitive to interrelation
between growth plate geometrical structure and load-
ing direction, compared to Stokes’s model. Further
research is necessary to elaborate the optimal value
of dilatational parameter occurring in the Carter’s
formula. It is clear, however, that for greater values
(a > 0.5) the sensitivity of this approach to geometri-
cal properties of the model decreases. Taking into
account of the cyclic loading of a constant direction
should be also the subject of further research in the
hope that in this way it will be possible to overcome
still existing problems with the explanation of numer-
ous clinical phenomena.

Acknowledgements

The author acknowledges financial support from the Ministry of
Science and Higher Education (Poland), grant No. N518 043 32/3352.

References

[1] OGDEN J.A., Anatomy and Physiology of Skeletal Develop-
ment, [in:] Skeletal Injury in the Child, Springer-Verlag, New
York 2000.

[2] HUETER C., Anatomische Studien an den Extremitaetenge-
lenken Neugeborener und Erwachsener, Virkows. Archiv.
Path. Anat. Physiol., 1862, 25, 572–599.

[3] VOLKMANN R., Verletzungen und Kankenheiten der Bewegungs-
organe, [in:] von Pitha F.R., Billroth T., Handbuch der all-
gemeinen und speciellen Chirurgie Bd. II, Teil II, Ferdinand
Enke, Stuttgart 1882.

[4] MEHLMAN C.T., ARAGHI A., ROY D.R., Hyphenated history:
the Hueter–Volkmann law, Am. J. Orthop., 1997, 26, 798–800.

[6] STOKES I.A.F., ARONSSON D.D., DIMOCK A.N., CORTRIGHT V.,
BECK S., Endochondral growth in growth plates of three species
at two anatomical locations modulated by mechanical compres-
sion and tension, J. Orthop. Res., 2006, 24, 1327–1334.

[7] PISZCZATOWSKI S., Material aspects of growth plate model-
ling using Carter’s and Stokes’s approaches, Acta Bioeng.
Biomech., 2011, 13(3), 3–14.

[8] CARTER D.R., WONG M., The role of mechanical loading
histories in the development of diarthrodial joints, J. Orthop.
Res., 1988, 6, 804–816.

[9] CARTER D.R., WONG M., Mechanical Stresses and Endo-
chondral Ossification in the Chondroepiphysis, J. Orthop.
Res., 1988, 6, 148–154.

[10] MIKIC B., Epigenetic influences on long bone growth, devel-
opment and evolution, Ph.D. thesis, Stanford, Stanford Uni-
versity, 1996.

[11] STEVENS S.S., BEAUPRÉ G.S., CARTER D.R., Computer Model
of Endochondral Growth and Ossification in Long Bones:
Biological and Mechanobiological Influences, J. Orthop.
Res., 1999, 17, 646–653.



S. PISZCZATOWSKI106

[12] HEEGARD J.H., BEAUPRÉ G.S., CARTER D.R., Mechanically
Modulated Cartilage Growth may Regulate Joint Surface
Morphogenesis, J. Orthop. Res., 1999, 17, 509–517.

[13] SHEFELBINE S.J, TARDIEU C., CARTER D.R., Develompment of
the Femoral Bicondylar Angle in Hominid Bipedalism, Bone,
2002, 30, No. 5, 765–770.

[14] SALENIUS P., VIDEMAN T., Growth disturbances of the
proximal end of the femur, Acta Orthop. Scandinav., 1970,
41, 199–212.

[15] SHEFELBINE S.J., CARTER D.R., Mechanobiological Predic-
tions of Femoral Anteversion in Cerebral Palsy, Ann. Bio-
med. Eng., 2004, 32, 297–305.

[16] SHEFELBINE S.J., CARTER D.R., Mechanobiological predic-
tions of growth front morphology in developmental hip dys-
plasia, J Orthop Res., 2004, 22, 346–352.

[17] STAHELI L.T., Practice of Pediatric Orthopedics, Second
edition, Lippincott Williams & Wilkins, Philadelphia 2006.

[18] RAUCH F., Bone Growth in Length and Width: The Yin and
Yang of Bone Stability, J. Musculoskelet Neuronal Interact.,
2005, 5 (3), 194–201.

[19] PAUWELS F., A Clinical Observation as Example and Proof
of Functional Adaptation of the Bone Through Longitudinal
Growth, [in:] Biomechanics of the Locomotor Apparatus,
Springer-Verlag, Berlin 1980, 508–513.

[20] UEKI M., TANAKA N., TANIMOTO K., NISHIO C., HONDA N.,
LIN Y.Y. TANNE Y., OHKUMA S., KAMIYA T., TANAKA E.,
TANNE K., The Effect of Mechanical Loading on the Metabo-
lism of Growth Plate Chondrocytes, Ann. Biomed. Eng.,
2008, 36, No. 5, 793–800.

[21] SUNDARAMURTHY S., MAO J.J., Modulation of Endochondral
Development of the Distal Femoral Condyle by Mechanical
Loading, J. Orthop. Res., 2005, 24, 229–241.

[22] MAO J.J., NAH H.D., Growth and development: Hereditary
and mechanical modulations, Am. J. of Orthodontics and
Dentofacial Orthopedics, 2004, 125, 676–689.

[23] FILIPIAK J., KRAWCZYK A., MORASIEWICZ L., Distribution of
radiological density in bone regenerate in relation to cyclic
displacements of bone fragments, Acta Bioeng. Biomech.,
2009, 11, 3–9.

[24] STOKES I.A.F., CLARK K.C., FARNUM C.E., ARONSSON D.D.,
Alternations in the growth plate associated with growth
modulation by sustained compression or distraction, Bone,
2007, 41, 197–205.

[25] VILLEMURE I., STOKES I.A.F., Growth plate mechanics and
mechanobiology. A survey of present understanding,
J. Biomech., 2009, 42, 1793–1803.

[26] CARTER D.R., WONG M., Modelling cartilage mechanobiol-
ogy, Phil. Trans. R. Soc. Lond. B, 2003, 358, 1461–1471.

[27] WONG M., CARTER D.R., A theoretical model of endo-
chondral ossification and bone architectural construction

in long bone ontogeny, Anat. Embryol., 1990, 181, 523–
532.

[28] MILLER F., Cerebral Palsy, Springer Science + Business
Media, New York 2005.

[29] MILLER F., SŁOMCZYKOWSKI M., COPE R., LIPTON G., Com-
puter Modeling of the Pathomechanics of Spastic Hip Dislo-
cation in Children, J. Pediatr. Orthop., 1999, 19 (4), 486–
492.

[30] PORTER D., MICHAEL S., KIRKWOOD C., Patterns of postural
deformity in non-ambulant people with cerebral palsy: what
is the relationship between the direction of scoliosis, direc-
tion of pelvic obliquity, direction of windswept hip deformity
and side of hip dislocation? Clinical Rehabilitation, 2007, 21,
1087–1096.

[31] PISZCZATOWSKI S., Analysis of the stress and strain in hip
joint of the children with adductors spasticity due to cerebral
palsy, Acta Bioeng. Biomech., 2008, 10, 51–56.

[32] BATHE K.J., Finite Elements Procedures, Prentice-Hall,
Englewood Cliffs, 1996.

[33] LIN H., AUBIN C.E., PARENT S., Mechanobiological bone
growth: comparative analysis of two biomechanical model-
ing approaches, Mech. Biol. Eng. Comput., 2009, 47, 357–
366.

[34 ]RIBBLE T.G., SANTARE M.H., MILLER F., Stresses in the
Growth Plate of the Developing Proximal Femur, J. Appl.
Biomech., 2001, 17, 129–141.

[35] COHEN B., LAI W.M., MOV V.C., A transversly isotropic
biphasic model for unconfined compression of the growth
plate and chondroepiphysis, J. Biomech. Eng., 1998, 120 (4),
491–496.

[36] MOW V.C., KUEI S.C., LAI W.M., ARMSTRONG C.G., Bipha-
sic creep and stress relaxation of articular cartilage in com-
pression: theory and experiment, J. Biomech. Engng., 1980,
102, 73–84.

[37] PRENDERGAST P. J., HUISKES R., SØBALLE K., Biophysical
stimuli on cells during tissue differentiation at implant in-
terfaces, J. Biomech., 1997, 30, 539–548.

[38] PAWLIKOWSKI M., KLASZTORNY M., SKALSKI K., Studies on
constitutive equation that models bone tissue, Acta Bioeng.
Biomech., 2008, 10, 39–47.

[39] HALL A.C., URBAN J.P., GEHL K.A., The effects of hydro-
static pressure on matrix synthesis in articular cartilage,
J. Orthop. Res., 1991, 9, 1–10.

[40] WONG M. et al., Chondrocyte biosynthesis correlates with
local tissue strain in statically compressed adult articular
cartilage, J. Orthop. Res., 1997, 15, 189–196.

[41] VANDERPLOEG E., LEVENSTON M., Oscillatory tension
modulates chondrocyte biosynthesis and morphology, 48th
Annual Meeting of the Orthopaedic Research Society 27,
Dallas, TX: Orthopaedic Research Society, 2002, 378.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


