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Abstract-NO,, a generic term for the nitrogen oxides generated from combustion in the presence of nitrogen, is a
serious threat to human health. This study examined the removal of NO, using ammonia (NH;) and ozone produced
using a silent discharge method. The effects of temperature and residence time on NO, removal with NH; injection in
a double reactor system were investigated. An increase in temperature resulted in higher levels of O, decomposition,
whereas the maximum particle formation in the form of ammonium nitrate (NH,NO;) was achieved when both reac-
tors were kept at 180 °C. NH; and O injection in large quantities and NO in smaller amounts with a residence time of
10.2 s resulted in the maximum particulate formation. In contrast, when an excess of NH; was supplied, it resulted in
N,O formation due to the formation of NH, radicals generated from a reaction of NO, with NH,. In addition, 100%
NO removal was achieved regardless of the residence time. Kinetic simulations indicated the possibility of moisture

being the limiting reactant.
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INTRODUCTION

With the increasing demand for, and consumption of, fossil fuels,
nitrogen oxides (NO,) from stationary flue gas emissions pose a
serious threat to human health, the ecosystem and the atmosphere
[1,2]. Approximately 90% of the total NO, emission from station-
ary sources is from vehicle exhaust and other stationary combus-
tion sources (industries) [3]. NO, is the major pollutant responsible
for the generation of acid rain/acid mist and triggers photochemi-
cal reactions when combined with hydrocarbons, resulting in the
generation of haze and smog. Therefore, it is important to develop
NO, removal technology to remediate environmental pollution.

Several NO, emission control technologies have been developed
to counter this problem, including NO, storage reduction systems
for lean burn engines [4], selective catalytic reduction (SCR) for large
scale combustion facilities [5], and three-way catalysts for gasoline
tueled vehicles [6]. Among all the NO, reduction technologies, the
conversion of NO to N, and O, appears to be the most desirable
process, but the high temperature requirements and presence of
O, inhibiting conversion are major difficulties [7]. Pulsed corona
or E-beam has attracted recent attention as a denitrification process.
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Non-thermal plasma is regarded as one of the most viable processes
among the potential technologies [8].

Several studies have examined the non-thermal plasma process
for denitrification (removal of NO,) from flue gases and stationary
combustion sources, such as diesel power generators, incinerators,
and boilers [9-12]. Tsukamoto et al. [13] examined NO, and SO,
removal at a thermal power plant using pulsed power (non-ther-
mal plasma) and reported that 90% of NO and SO, was removed
from the flue gases at the repetition rate of seven pulses/sec and a
flow rate of 0.8 //min. Lin et al. [14] examined NO, removal by
plasma-assisted radical injection and NaOH scrubbing. The results
revealed a de-NO,; efficiency of 81.2%. Mizuno et al. [15] examined
the NO, removal process using non equilibrium pulse discharged
plasma in a simulated flue gas. NO, reduction from 800 ppm to
300 ppm was observed as a result. Chae [16] reported the mecha-
nism of the use of non-thermal plasma for the treatment of flue gases
coming out of diesel exhaust. He deduced that the use of non-ther-
mal induced plasma is a key process for the oxidation of NO to NO,
and the catalyst system with plasma can achieve high conversion
at low temperatures. Furthermore, high particulate removal was
observed in the case of plasma.

Many studies have applied hybrid technology to remove NO,
from flue gas streams [17-21]. Yamamoto et al. [17] investigated
the removal of NO, and SO, simultaneously from flue gas coming
out of a glass melting furnace by a semi-dry chemical process and
ozone injection combined. They observed the effective oxidation
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Fig. 1. Schematics of experimental setup.

of NO to NO, with the injection of O, in the spray region, whereas
the removal efficiency of NO and NO, was 90% and 50%, respec-
tively. In addition, they achieved 84% removal efficiency for SO,.
Onda et al. [20] performed numerical analysis on the removal of
NO, using an ammonia-assisted pulsed-discharge. They determined
that the removal efficiencies for NO increase with increasing elec-
tric energy consumption rate in the case of ammonia injection. In
contrast, the NO, removal efficiency declined when excess ammo-
nia was supplied because of the formation of N,O, a relatively sta-
ble compound. Cha et al. [22] examined NO, removal from 300 hp
marine diesel engine exhaust by combining two techniques: selec-
tive catalytic reduction using ammonia and the removal of NO,
using non-thermal plasma in a low temperature range of 100-200 °C.
They observed a four-fold increase from 20% to 80% in the de-NO,
efficiency at 100 °C compared to SCR alone. In addition, a more than
45% decrease in particulate matter (PM) and a significant alteration in
the size distribution of PM after the plasma process were detected.

This study investigated the effects of ammonia injection with
respect to temperature and residence time on the removal of NO,
using silent discharge ozone generation in a double reactor system
from a flue gas stream. Two reactors were placed in a series where
the NO and O, reaction was carried out in the first reactor, and
the second reactor was for NO, conversion to a solid form. Ammo-
nia was injected between the two reactors to achieve the maxi-
mum conversion of NO,. The effects of temperature and residence
time on NO conversion were investigated. FTIR spectroscopy was
performed to analyze the products after the completion of the reac-
tion. Moreover, the effects of these parameters on particle forma-
tion were discussed.

EXPERIMENTAL
The materials used for the process were N,, O,, NO, and NH,
contained in cylinders, whereas ozone (O;) was generated by an

ozone generator and the quantity produced was monitored using an
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Ozone monitor

FTIR

ozone monitor. Fig. 1 presents a schematic diagram of the experi-
mental setup which consisted of four cylinders containing NH;,
N,, NO, and O, along with an ozone generator (OWONE TECH,
Ozone generator, LAB-Il) and an ozone monitor. The ozone was gen-
erated using a silent discharge method. The cylinders were con-
nected to the reactors with stainless steel connecting the lines. The
system consisted of two cylindrical reactors, with 30 cm in length and
6 cm in diameter. The ammonia line was connected between the two
reactors. The flow rates of all the gases were controlled using mass
flow meters. The reactors were followed by a filter and Fourier trans-
form infrared refractometer (FTIR) to observe the functional groups
in the product gas. Overall, the system is very sophisticated for the
removal of NO, from a flue gas stream on the laboratory scale.

As for the methodology, both the reactors were purged with
nitrogen for 60 minutes before the start of experiment. After purg-
ing, the temperature of the reactors was raised to the required
value. The temperature was measured with a thermocouple attached
to each reactor. After reaching the required temperature, the O, was
generated in the ozone generator (OWONE TECH, Ozone gener-
ator, LAB-II) using a silent discharge method and was injected along
with other feed gases (NO and N,) into the first reactor, whereas
NH; was injected into the second reactor. The residence time was
controlled by the change in the flow rate of nitrogen, and the reac-
tion was allowed to continue for 6 hr for the generation of solid
particles. During the reaction, the product gases were allowed to
pass directly to the FTIR attached to the outlet for functional group
analysis. The reactors were purged again for 60 min after the com-
pletion of reaction to decrease the temperature inside the reactor,
and both the reactors were dis-assembled for the collection of solid
particles and weight measurement.

REACTION MECHANISM AND KINETIC
SIMULATIONS

The ozone generation can be explained by the following mech-
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Table 1. Reaction rate constants of the reactions considered

Reaction Reaction equation Reaction rate constant Reaction rate
number 4 (cm’/molecules/s*) constant at 180 °C
Furnace 01
RO5 NO+0;—->NO,+0, 1.4B-12exp(—1310/T) 7.774x107"
RO6 NO,+0;—>NO;+0, 1.4E-13exp(—2470/T) 6.010x107"
RO7 NO,;—»>NO+0O, -
RO8 NO,+NO;—N,0; k,=3.6E-30(T/300)"*'[N2] 4244x107"
k,=1.9E-12(T/300)**
F-=0.35
RO9 2NO,+H,0—HNO,+HNO, 3.61x107 7T *¥exp(-2121/T) 3.019x107"
R10 H,0+N,0,—2HNO, 9.51x1077(T/298 K)****exp(~ 7900 K/T) 1.041x107
R1l 2HNO,—->NO+NO,+H,0 1.32x107*T**exp(- 6764/T) 3.656x10 %
Furnace 02
R13 HNO,+NH,—NH,NO, 1.05E-7 1.050x 1077
R14 NH,NO,—N,0+2H,0 8.1x10'"°T " *exp(~135/T)
*Except R9 whose rate constant has the unit of cm®/molecules’/s
anism [23]: H,0+0—20H (15)
0,+¢ >0+0+¢€, (1) NH,+OH—H,0+NH, (16)
O,+e =05, ) NH,+NO—H,0+N, (17)
0+0,+M—0;+M, 3) NH,+NO,—N,0+H,0 (18)
0,+0,—0;+0 4) Kinetic simulations were carried out based on the above-men-

The reaction mechanism for determining the kinetics of the pro-
cess can be explained using the following reactions [9,24,25]

NO+0,—NO,+0, 5)
NO,+0;—>NO;+0,, (6)
NO,—»NO+0,, (7)
NO,+NO;—>N,0;, ®
2NO,+H,0—>HNO,+HNO;, ©)
H,0+N,0,—2HNO,, (10)
2HNO,—»NO+NO,+H,0 11)
NO,+OH+N,—»HNO,+N, (12)

NH,NO; is formed as a result of a reaction between NH; with
HNO,; [26].

HNO,+NH,—NH,NO,. 13)
The decomposition of NH,NO,; results in the formation of N,O and
H,0 [27],

NH,NO;—N,0+2H,0. (14)
When a suitable amount of NHj; is available, the removal of NO,
is achieved with the formation of solid NH,NOs. In contrast, if
ammonia is supplied in an excess of NO,, N,O [20,25], a green-

house gas, is formed with the release of a large amount of NH, as
a result of the pulse discharge.

tioned reaction mechanism to interpret the experimental results.
The reaction mechanism given here is a stiff system because many
reactions need to be considered and the reaction rates are quite
diverse. Therefore, the reactions, whose reaction rates are relatively
high, were selected. In addition, the reactions involving electron,
oxygen atom, and OH radical were excluded because their con-
centrations could not be measured. Table 1 lists the reactions and
corresponding reaction rate constants available in the literature.

Table 1 shows that R09 and R13 would have much higher reac-
tion rates than other reactions. Therefore, it is expected that the for-
mation of NH,NO; is led mostly by R05, R09, and R13. Furnace
01 was simulated using R05 and R09, whereas Furnace 02 was simu-
lated using R13 only. The fifth-order Runge-Kutta method was used
for numerical integration.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Effects of Temperature

Fig. 2 shows the effect of the reactor temperature on O, decom-
position and corresponding FTIR spectra. An increasing trend in
O; decomposition (Fig. 2(a)) was observed with increasing tem-
perature. The effect has been translated to FTIR spectra, as shown
in Fig. 2(b); the lowest peak in terms of absorbance corresponds to
the highest temperature (200 °C), whereas the highest can be seen
corresponding to the lowest temperature (120 °C).

Fig. 3 presents the effects of temperature on particle formation,
while Fig. 4 shows the effects of temperature on O, and NH; con-
sumption. Three combinations (180 °C-150 °C, 180 °C-180 °C, and
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Fig. 2. (a) Effect of Temperature on O; decomposition, (b) FTIR at

different temperatures.
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Fig. 3. Effect of temperature on NH,NO; formation.

180 °C-200 °C) for the temperatures of the first and second reac-
tors were investigated to determine the optimal particle formation
conditions with an NO and NH; concentration of 35 ppm and 66
ppm, respectively. The maximum particle formation was observed
when the temperature for both reactors was kept at 180 °C. There-
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Fig. 5. Effect of residence time on consumption of O; and NH,.

fore, 180°C was considered the optimal temperature because it
gives the maximum consumption of NH; and optimal O, decom-
position for the maximum NO removal and NH,NO; formation,
as shown in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4. Higher conversion to NH,NO; cor-
responds to the higher consumption of O, for NO to NO, conver-
sion and then NO, to NH,NO; with a higher consumption of am-
monia. The process can be further explained by the following reac-
tion [20]:

NO—>NO0,~*>HNO,~">NH,NO, (19)
The NO in the above equation is neutralized with the injection of
ammonia, resulting in the conversion of NH,NO;. On the other
hand, a part of NO, was also removed and reduced by NH, and
N radicals formed by NH;.

2. Effect of Residence Time

Fig. 5 shows the effects of residence time on O,, NH; consump-
tion. The maximum consumption of O; and NH; was observed at
a residence time of 21.9s and 10.2s, respectively. Moreover, O, con-
sumption increased with increasing residence time but NH; re-
mained relatively constant after 10.2 s. Therefore, 10.2 s was consid-
ered to be the optimal point in terms of ammonia consumption for
the conversion of NO to NO,. Moreover, the optimal point in terms
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of residence time could only be decided after particle generation,
discussed later in this section. In contrast, NO removal remained
at 100%, irrespective of the residence time, as shown in Fig. S1. O,
and NH; consumption is the major factor involved in the conver-
sion of NO, explained in the next sections.

The IR peaks in Fig. 6 show the effects of residence time on NO
consumption and NO, generation. The peaks represent 100% NO
removal, irrespective of the residence time. In contrast, the high-
est peaks for N,O and NO, were observed at a residence time of
5.1 s. The effect corresponds to the excess of NH; [20] in the reac-
tor and insufficient time for the reaction to be completed explained
in Eq. (15)-(18). On the other hand, the generation of N,O and
NO, was reduced along with less HNO; generation, suggesting more
production of solid particles in the system. The residence time of
21.9 s resulted in more NO, generation with more N, injection.

The O, concentration plays a vital role in the generation of NO,.
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Fig. 8. Effect of injected (a) NH; and (b) O; concentrations in 10.2 s.

Fig. 7 presents the effects of the O, and NO concentration on gas
consumption. The maximum NH; consumption was observed at
300 ppm of O; injection; hence, this was considered to be the opti-
mal O; concentration for the process as more NH; consumption
corresponds to more NH,NO; generation, as explained in Eq. (19).
On the other hand, the excess ammonia can result in more N,O
generation due to the formation of a NH, radical produced as a
result of electron collision [20] when NHj reacts with NO,, as shown
in Egs. (15) and (16). Therefore, it is imperative to perform a stoi-
chiometric calculation before the start of the experiment to inject
the required amount of gases. The effect can be observed in Fig.
8(a) and 8(b). The maximum N,O generation can be seen when
66 ppm and 300 ppm of NH, and ozone, respectively, were sup-
plied. Moreover, more NH; and O, consumption resulted in more
particle formation, which is easy to collect, whereas more genera-
tion of HNO; was observed at low NH; concentrations. High NH,
consumption was observed in the case of 35 ppm of NO, whereas
very little change in O, consumption was noted throughout the
process. Therefore, 35 ppm of NO can be considered the optimal
amount to be provided in the process for maximum particle for-
mation (Fig. S2). The lower peaks of NO, can be seen with 35 ppm
of NO and a higher peak trend was observed with increasing NO
concentration.

Korean J. Chem. Eng.(Vol. 36, No. 8)
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Fig. 9 shows the effects of residence time on particle (NH,NO,)
formation. The maximum amount of particle formation (4.38 mg)
was observed with a residence time of 10.2 s. The effects were due
to the larger amount of NH; (66 ppm) and O, (300 ppm) injec-
tion and the lower amount of NO (35 ppm) at the injection point
of the second reactor. The higher particle formation was attributed
to the NH; injection, resulting in the reaction between NH, and
HNO, promoting the oxidation removal process, as shown in Eq.
(19). The NH,, O,, and NO concentration was chosen based on
the IR peaks. The selected concentrations result in the generation
of less NO, and more solid particles (NH,NO;), which can be
removed easily from the reactor.

3. Kinetic Simulations

Initially, the model was run with excess moisture because there
is no information on the moisture content. R05 and R09 ended
very quickly (t<0.01 s) owing to the depletion of O;. The amount
of HNO; produced was half that of O, introduced to the reactor,
which is consistent with the stoichiometry of R05 and R09. The
amount of NH,NO; produced in Furnace 02 was the same as that
of HNO,; introduced into the furnace.

On the other hand, the amount of NH,NO; collected from Fur-
nace 02 during the experiments was a factor of 10,000 smaller than
the model prediction. This suggests that the furnace may have been
under oxygen-poor conditions. Therefore, the supply of moisture
into the reactor may be a way to promote the conversion of NO to
NH,NO;. More study will be needed to examine the effects of mois-
ture in the future. Another issue is the effects of oxydizing radicals,
such as O and OH, which could not be quantified in this study
because of the lack of measurement. This should be another topic
of future study.

CONCLUSION

The NH;-induced removal of NO, using silent discharge ozone
generation with respect to temperature and residence time in a dou-
ble reactor system was investigated and the following conclusions
were made:

- Ozone (O;) decomposition increased with increasing tem-
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perature, while maximum particle formation was obtained with
the temperature combination of 180 °C-180 °C. The effect was at-
tributed to the maximum consumption of ammonia in this tem-
perature range.

- The consumption of O, increased with increasing residence
time, whereas the consumption of NH; was relatively constant
with increasing residence time.

- NO removal was 100%, irrespective of the residence time.

- The residence time of 10.2 s, NH; injection of 66ppm, O, injec-
tion of 100 ppm, and NO injection of 35 ppm resulted in the max-
imum particle formation, which is easy to collect and safer for the
environment.

- Ammonium nitrate (NH,NO;) was formed after NHj injec-
tion due to the reaction between NH,; and HNO;, promoting the
oxidation removal process. The process was also promoted by the
formation of NH, radicals formed due to the electron collision dis-
sociation of NH;. Both processes improved the NO, removal per-
formance.

- The formation of N,O occurred as a result of a NH, radical
reaction with NO, formed due to electron collision with ammonia
when an excess of NH, and shorter residence time was supplied.

- Kinetic simulations indicated that moisture might have been
the limiting reactant for the formation of NH,NO;. More study will
be needed to quantify the effects of moisture and oxidizing radicals.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This research was supported by the National Strategic Project-
Fine particle of the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF)
funded by the Ministry of Science and ICT (MSIT), the Ministry
of Environment (ME), and the Ministry of Health and Welfare
(MOHW) (2017M3D8A1092029).

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional information as noted in the text. This information is
available via the Internet at http://www.springer.com/chemistry/
journal/11814.

REFERENCES

1. Y. Xiong, Y. Zeng, W. Cai, S. Zhang, ]. Ding and Q. Zhong, J. Ind.
Eng. Chem., 65, 380 (2018).

2.X. Long, B. Duan, H. Cao, M. Jia and L. Wu, J. Ind .Eng. Chem., 62,
217 (2018).

3.H. Wang, X. Li, P. Chen, M. Chen and X. Zheng, Chem. Com-
mun., 49, 9353 (2013).

4.S. Roy and A. Baiker, Chem. Rev,, 109, 4054 (2009).

5.Y. Fan, W. Ling, B. Huang, L. Dong, C. Yu and H. Xi, J. Ind. Eng
Chem., 56, 108 (2017).

6. M. Shelef and R. W. McCabe, Catal. Today, 62, 35 (2000).

7.E Garin, Appl. Catal. A: Gen., 222, 183 (2001).

8.S. Tsukamoto and T. Namihira, Pulsed Power Conference, Monte-
rey, CA, 1330 (1999).

9.]. O. Chae, J. Electrostatics, 57, 251 (2003).

10.].O.Jo and Y. S. Mok, Appl. Chem. Eng., 29, 92 (2018).



NH;-induced removal of NO, from a flue gas stream by silent discharge ozone generation in a double reactor system 1297

11. H. Fujishima, K. Takekoshi, T. Kuroki, A. Tanaka, K. Otsuka and
M. Okubo, Appl. Energy, 111, 394 (2013).

12. T. Kuroki, M. Takahashi, M. Okubo and T. Yamamoto, IEEE
Trans. Ind. Appl., 38, 1204 (2002).

13.S. Tsukamoto, T. Namihira, D. Wang, S. Katsuki, H. Akiyama and
E. Nakashima, Digest of Technical Papers 12" IEEE International
Pulsed Power Conference (Cat No99CH36358), 2, 1330 (1999).

14.H. Lin, X. Gao, Z.Y. Luo, S.P. Guan, K.E Cen and Z. Huang, J.
Environ. Sci. (China), 16, 462 (2004).

15. A. Mizuno, R. Shimizu, A. Chakrabarti, L. Dascalescu and S.
Furuta, IEEE Trans. Ind. Appl., 31, 957 (1995).

16.]. O. Chae, J. Electrostatics, 57, 251 (2003).

17.Y. Yamamoto, H. Yamamoto, D. Takada, T. Kuroki, H. Fujishima
and M. Okubo, Ozone: Sci. Eng., 38, 211 (2016).

18. H. W. Park and S. Uhm, Appl. Chem. Eng., 28, 607 (2017).

19.].S. Cha, J. W. Park, B. Jeong, H. D. Kim, S. S. Park and M. C. Shin,

Appl. Chem. Eng., 28, 576 (2017).

20. O. Kazuo, K. Hironobu, 1. Kohei and H. Ibaraki, . Appl. Phys., 95,
3928 (2004).

21.B. Guan, H. Lin, Q. Cheng and Z. Huang, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res.,
50, 5401 (2011).

22.M.S. Cha, Y-H. Song, J.-O. Lee and S.]J. Kim. Int. J. Plasma Envi-
ron. Sci. Technol., 1, 28 (2007).

23.]. Kitayama and M. Kuzumoto, J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys., 30, 2453
(1997).

24. K. Nishimura and N. Suzuki, J. Nuclear Sci. Technol., 18, 878 (1981).

25.R. Atkinson, D.L. Baulch, R. A. Cox, ].N. Crowley, R. F. Hamp-
son and R. G. Hynes, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 4, 1461 (2004).

26.D.-]. Kim, Y. Choi and K.-S. Kim, Plasma Chem. Plasma Process.,
21, 625 (2001).

27.G. Feick and R. M. Hainer, . Am. Chem. Soc., 76, 5860 (1954).



Supporting Information

NH;-induced Removal of NO, from a flue gas stream by silent
discharge ozone generation in a double reactor system

Yujin Hwang™*, Abid Farooq™*, Sung Hoon Park™**, Ki Hoon Kim*, Myong-Hwa Lee***,
Seuk Cheun Choi****, Min Young Kim™*, Rae-su Park™**** and Young-Kwon Park™"

*School of Environmental Engineering, University of Seoul, Seoul 02504, Korea
**Department of Environmental Engineering, Sunchon National University, Suncheon 57922, Korea
***Department of Environmental Engineering, Kangwon National University, Chuncheon 24341, Korea
****Thermochemical Energy System R&D Group, Korea Institute of Industrial Technology, Cheonan 31056, Korea
****k*Department of Bioenvironmental & Chemical Engineering, Chosun College of Science & Technology,
Gwangju 501-744, Korea
(Received 11 April 2019 « accepted 12 June 2019)

1w 2 ]
—— Without Reaction
NO,
—— NO 35ppm g
NO 66ppm
30 —— NO 85ppm
g =
5 60 L
g 8
E =
H ©
[+ 'E
o 404 ,§
=
<<
20 1
N,O
_Aa
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 = 24 2200 2000 1800 1600 1400 1200

Residence Time (s) Wavenumber (cm')

Fig. S1. Effect of residence time on NO removal. Fig. S2. Effect of injected NO concentration on NO removal in 10.2s.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /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
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for journal articles and eBooks for online presentation. Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


