
November 7,  2006

Mr. Karl W. Singer
Chief Nuclear Officer and
     Executive Vice President 
Tennessee Valley Authority
6A Lookout Place
1101 Market Street
Chattanooga, TN  37402-2801

SUBJECT:  SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1 AND 2 - ISSUANCE OF
AMENDMENT REGARDING NRC GENERIC LETTER 2004-02
(TAC NOS. MD2052 AND MD2053) (TS-06-02)

Dear Mr. Singer:

The Commission has issued the enclosed Amendment No.  313  to Facility Operating License
No. DPR-77 and Amendment No.  302  to Facility Operating License No. DPR-79 for the
Sequoyah Nuclear Plant (SQN), Units 1 and 2.  These amendments are in response to your
application dated May 25, 2006, as supplemented on September 1, 2006. 

The amendments revise the SQN design and licensing basis for the containment sump debris
transport analysis as described in the SQN Updated Final Safety Analysis Report.

A copy of the safety evaluation is also enclosed.  Notice of issuance will be included in the
Commission's biweekly Federal Register notice. 

Sincerely,

/RA/

 Douglas V. Pickett, Senior Project Manager
Licensing Branch II-2
Division of Operating Reactor Licensing 
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket No. 50-327 and 50-328

Enclosures:  1.  Amendment No. 313  to
                               License No. DPR-77

         2.  Amendment No. 302  to
                               License No. DPR-79

         3.  Safety Evaluation

cc w/enclosures:  See next page
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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

DOCKET NO. 50-327

SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNIT 1

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 313
License No. DPR-77

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by the Tennessee Valley Authority (the licensee)
dated May 25, 2006, as supplemented by letter dated September 1, 2006,
complies with the standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in
10 CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the
Act, and the rules and regulations of the Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this
amendment can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the
public, and (ii) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.
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2. Accordingly, by Amendment No. 313, Facility Operating License No. DPR-77 is
amended to revise the design and licensing basis for the containment sump debris
transport analysis described in the amendment application of May 25, 2006, as
supplemented by letter dated September 1, 2006, and evaluated in the associated
safety evaluation by the Commission’s Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

3. This amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.  Implementation of the
amendment is the incorporation into the next Updated Final Safety Analysis Report
update made in accordance with 10 CFR 50.71(e), of the changes to the description of
the facility as described in TVA’s application dated May 25, 2006, as supplemented by
letter dated September 1, 2006, and evaluated in the staff’s Safety Evaluation attached
to this amendment.  

  FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Evangelos C. Marinos for

   Douglas V. Pickett, Acting Chief
   Plant Licensing Branch II-2
   Division of Operating Reactor Licensing 
   Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Date of Issuance:  November 7, 2006  



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 313

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-77

DOCKET NO. 50-327

Replace page 3 of Operating License No. DPR-77 with the attached page 3.
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Amendment No.  313              

(4) Pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30, 40 and 70, to receive, possess, and use in
amounts as required, any byproduct, source or special nuclear material without
restriction to chemical or physical form, for sample analysis, instrument calibration 
or associated with radioactive apparatus or components; and

(5) Pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30, 40 and 70, to possess, but not separate,
such byproduct and special nuclear materials as may be produced by the operation 
of the Sequoyah and Watts Bar Unit 1 Nuclear Plants.

C. This license shall be deemed to contain and is subject to the conditions specified in the
Commission's regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I and is subject to all applicable
provisions of the Act and to the rules, regulations, and orders of the Commission now or
hereafter in effect; and is subject to the additional conditions specified or incorporated
below:

(1) Maximum Power Level

The Tennessee Valley Authority is authorized to operate the facility at reactor core
power levels not in excess of 3455 megawatts thermal.

(2) Technical Specifications
 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised through
Amendment No. 313, are hereby incorporated into this license.  The licensee shall
operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

(3) Initial Test Program

The Tennessee Valley Authority shall conduct the post-fuel-loading initial test program 
(set forth in Section 14 of Tennessee Valley Authority’s Final Safety Analysis Report, 
as amended), without making any major modifications of this program unless
modifications have been identified and have received prior NRC approval.  Major
modifications are defined as:

a.    Elimination of any test identified in Section 14 of TVA’s Final Safety Analysis       
Report as amended as being essential;

b.    Modification of test objectives, methods or acceptance criteria for any test         
identified in Section 14 of TVA’s Final Safety Analysis Report as amended as      
being essential;

c.   Performance of any test at power level different from there described; and



TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

DOCKET NO. 50-328

SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNIT 2

AMENDMENT TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE

Amendment No. 302
License No. DPR-79

1. The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (the Commission) has found that:

A. The application for amendment by the Tennessee Valley Authority (the licensee)
dated May 25, 2006, as supplemented by letter dated September 1, 2006,
complies with the standards and requirements of the Atomic Energy Act of 1954,
as amended (the Act), and the Commission's rules and regulations set forth in 10
CFR Chapter I;

B. The facility will operate in conformity with the application, the provisions of the Act,
and the rules and regulations of the Commission;

C. There is reasonable assurance (i) that the activities authorized by this amendment
can be conducted without endangering the health and safety of the public, and
(ii) that such activities will be conducted in compliance with the Commission's
regulations;

D. The issuance of this amendment will not be inimical to the common defense and
security or to the health and safety of the public; and

E. The issuance of this amendment is in accordance with 10 CFR Part 51 of the
Commission's regulations and all applicable requirements have been satisfied.
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2. Accordingly, by Amendment No. 302, Facility Operating License No. DPR-79 is
amended to revise the design and licensing basis for the containment sump debris
transport analysis described in the amendment application of May 25, 2006, as
supplemented by letter dated September 1, 2006, and evaluated in the associated
safety evaluation by the Commission’s Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.

3. This amendment is effective as of its date of issuance.  Implementation of the
amendment is the incorporation into the next Updated Final Safety Analysis Report
update made in accordance with 10 CFR 50.71(e), of the changes to the description of
the facility as described in TVA’s application dated May 25, 2006, as supplemented by
letter dated September 1, 2006, and evaluated in the staff’s Safety Evaluation attached
to this amendment.  

   FOR THE NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Evangelos C. Marinos for

   Douglas V. Pickett, Acting Chief
   Plant Licensing Branch II-2
   Division of Operating Reactor Licensing 
   Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Date of Issuance:  November 7, 2006 



ATTACHMENT TO LICENSE AMENDMENT NO. 302

FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-79

DOCKET NO. 50-328

Replace page 3 of Operating License No. DPR-79 with the attached page 3.
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Amendment No.  302                

(4) Pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30, 40 and 70, to receive, possess, and 
use in amounts as required any byproduct, source or special nuclear material
without restriction to chemical or physical form, for sample analysis or
instrument calibration or associated with radioactive apparatus or components; 
and

(5) Pursuant to the Act and 10 CFR Parts 30, 40 and 70, to possess, but not 
separate, such byproduct and special nuclear materials as may be produced by 
the operation of the Sequoyah and Watts Bar Unit 1 Nuclear Plants.

C. This license shall be deemed to contain and is subject to the conditions specified in the
Commission's regulations set forth in 10 CFR Chapter I and is subject to all applicable
provisions of the Act and to the rules, regulations, and orders of the Commission now or
hereafter in effect; and is subject to the additional conditions specified or incorporated 
below:

(1) Maximum Power Level

The Tennessee Valley Authority is authorized to operate the facility at reactor core
power levels not in excess of 3455 megawatts thermal.

(2) Technical Specifications
 

The Technical Specifications contained in Appendices A and B, as revised through
Amendment No. 302, are hereby incorporated into this license.  The licensee 
shall operate the facility in accordance with the Technical Specifications.

(3) Initial Test Program

The Tennessee Valley Authority shall conduct the post-fuel-loading initial test program 
(set forth in Section 14 of Tennessee Valley Authority’s Final Safety Analysis Report, 
as amended), without making any major modifications of this program unless
modifications have been identified and have received prior NRC approval.  Major
modifications are defined as:

a. Elimination of any test identified in Section 14 of TVA’s Final Safety Analysis
Report as amended as being essential;

b.    Modification of test objectives, methods or acceptance criteria for any test
identified in Section 14 of TVA’s Final Safety Analysis Report as amended as   
being essential;

c.    Performance of any test at power level different from there described; and



SAFETY EVALUATION BY THE OFFICE OF NUCLEAR REACTOR REGULATION

RELATED TO AMENDMENT NO.  313  TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-77

AND AMENDMENT NO.  302 TO FACILITY OPERATING LICENSE NO. DPR-79

TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY

SEQUOYAH NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS 1 AND 2

DOCKET NOS. 50-327 AND 50-328

1.0  INTRODUCTION

By application dated May 25, 2006 (ML061500426 [Agencywide Document Access and
Management System Accession Number]), as supplemented by letter dated September 1, 2006
(ML062500090), the Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA, the licensee) requested license
amendments for the Sequoyah Nuclear Plant (SQN), Units 1 and 2.  The requested changes
will revise the design and licensing basis for the containment sump debris transport analysis as
described in the SQN Updated Final Safety Analysis Report (UFSAR).  The current transport
analysis for SQN is a two-dimensional physical transport model, and TVA is requesting to
update the analysis to a three-dimensional computational fluid dynamics (CFD) transport
model.  The results of the reanalysis will be used to size the flow area of the advanced design
containment sump strainers.  The licensee plans to modify the containment sump for Unit 2
during the Cycle 14 refueling outage (November 2006) and the Unit 1 containment sump will be
modified during the Cycle 15 refueling outage (September 2007).

By letter dated September 13, 2004, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) issued
Generic Letter (GL) 2004-02, "Potential Impact of Debris Blockage on Emergency Recirculation
during Design Basis Accidents at Pressurized Water Reactors (PWRs)."  The GL identified a
potential susceptibility of recirculation flow paths and sump screens to debris blockage.  The GL
requested that addressees perform an evaluation of the emergency core cooling system
(ECCS) and containment spray system (CSS) recirculation functions in light of the information
provided in the GL and, if appropriate, take additional actions to ensure system function.  The
license amendment request was submitted in response to the resolution of Generic Safety
Issue No. 191 (GSI-191), "Assessment of Debris Accumulation on PWR Sump Performance"
and in accordance with TVA’s response to GL 2004-02. 

To address the concerns contained in NRC GSI-191 the licensee reanalyzed the containment
sump to address the susceptibility of the ECCS and CSS recirculation functions to the adverse
effects of post-accident debris blockage and operation with debris laden fluids.  The revised
analysis methodology included development of a three-dimensional CFD model to establish
debris transport characteristics (i.e., flow directions, velocities and turbulence) in the entire
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sump pool during post-accident sump recirculation operation.  The CFD calculation for the
recirculation flow was performed using the Flow-3D Version 8.2 computer code.

Notice of these amendments were given in the Federal Register on June 20, 2006
(71 FR 35460).  The supplemental letter dated September 1, 2006, provided clarifying
information that did not change the initial proposed no significant hazards consideration
determination.

2.0  REGULATORY EVALUATION

The SQN UFSAR describes the original licensing basis for SQN's containment sump screen
blockage evaluations.  A two-dimensional physical transport model currently confirms the ability
of the containment sump to support CSS and ECCS pump operation during containment sump
recirculation operation.  In order to address additional concerns in response to GSI-191 and
GL 2004-02, the SQN containment sump was reanalyzed.  The revised analysis uses a new
transport analysis methodology that includes a three-dimensional fluid dynamics model for
debris transport characteristics.  TVA's change to SQN's debris transport analysis from a
two-dimensional model to a three-dimensional model constitutes a change in methodology
affecting SQN's licensing basis.  The licensee requested this amendment to their design and
licensing basis based on the criteria in Title 10 of the Code of Federal Regulations (10 CFR)
Part 50.59, which specify that a licensee shall obtain a license amendment prior to
implementing a proposed change if the change would "[r]esult in a departure from a method of
evaluation described in the FSAR (as updated) used in establishing the design bases or in the
safety analyses."

By letter dated May 28, 2004, the Nuclear Energy Institute (NEI) submitted a guidance report
(GR), "Pressurized Water Reactor Sump Performance Evaluation Methodology," that is
intended to allow PWR plant licensees to address and resolve GSI-191 in an expeditious
manner.  By letter dated December 6, 2004, the NRC staff concluded that the NEI GR, as
modified and approved in accordance with the staff safety evaluation (SE), provides an
acceptable overall guidance methodology for the plant-specific evaluation of ECCS.  The review
of this license amendment request was based on the guidance in the NEI GR as modified in the 
NRC's SE.

3.0 TECHNICAL EVALUATION

Debris transport occurs by four major modes: blowdown transport, washdown transport, pool fill
transport and, recirculation transport.  The proposed methodology addresses the four debris
transport modes.  The specific effect of each mode of transport is addressed for each type of
debris generated in the SQN containment.  The licensee developed a three-dimensional model
of the SQN containment building and analyzed the sump transport flow paths to identify
potential blockage points that could lead to water holdup.  Debris types and size distributions
were obtained from a debris generation analysis for each postulated break location, and the
locations of each type/size of debris at the beginning of recirculation were determined.
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The licensee used the CFD model to simulate the flow patterns that would occur during
recirculation:

a. The mesh in the CFD model was nodalized to sufficiently resolve the features of
the computer aided drafting model.

b. The boundary conditions for the CFD model were set based on the plant
configuration of SQN during the recirculation phase.

c. The ice melt and containment spray flows were included in the CFD calculation
with the appropriate flow rate and kinetic energy to accurately model the effects
on the containment pool.

d. At the postulated loss-of-coolant accident break location, a mass source was
added to the model to introduce the appropriate flow rate and kinetic energy
associated with the break flow.

e. A negative mass source was added at the sump location with a total flow rate
equal to the sum of the spray flow and break flow.

f. An appropriate turbulence model was selected for the CFD calculations.

g. After running the CFD calculations, the mean kinetic energy was checked to
verify that the model had been run long enough to reach steady state conditions.

h. Transport metrics were determined based on relevant tests and calculations for
each significant debris type present in the SQN containment building.

i. A graphical determination of the transport fraction of each type of debris was
made using the velocity and kinetic energy profiles from the CFD model output,
along with the determined initial distribution of debris.

j. The recirculation transport fractions from the CFD analysis were input into the
logic tree.

k. The quantity of debris that could experience erosion due to the break flow, spray
flow, or ice melt drainage was determined.

l. The overall transport fraction for each type of debris was determined by
combining each of the previous steps in the logic tree.

Appendix C of the GR and Appendix III of NRC's SE of the methodology provide the guidance
to be considered in the CFD analysis of the debris transport on the containment sump.  The GR
specifies the aspects that should be addressed in the debris transport CFD analysis.  These
aspects are: (1) key considerations in defining the containment geometry to be modeled by the
CFD code; (2) establishment of the water level for these calculations; (3) treatment of flow
paths to the containment floor; (4) treatment of flow paths to and out of the active sump
regions; (5) treatment of transport restrictions such as curbs and trash racks; (6) determination
of key transport metrics that include both local velocities (floor transport) and turbulent kinetic
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energy (debris suspension); and (7) comparison of calculated transport metrics to threshold
quantities for various debris types, and the resulting determination of overall pool transport
fraction for various debris types.

The main differences between the current and the proposed transport analysis are the transport
fraction.  In the current transport analysis the licensee assumed 13 percent transport of
unqualified Alkyd coating, 8 percent transport of qualified Epoxy coating (applied to concrete
surfaces) and 16 percent transport of qualified Epoxy coating (applied to steel surfaces).  In the
proposed analysis, the debris transport fraction for the coating debris listed above was
100 percent.  In the current model, the licensee stated that the pressurizer safety valve loop
seals were temporarily wrapped with NUKON® fiberglass insulation.  At the time that the CFD
transport analysis was executed, all NUKON® fiberglass insulation had been removed from the
SQN containment.  The current model used the methodology given in NUREG/CR-2791 to
determine the reflective metal insulation (RMI) debris transport fraction.  The model determined
that a maximum of 45 percent of the sump screen area could be blocked by RMI debris.  The
CFD model established the flow field velocity and turbulent kinetic energy (TKE) distribution in
the containment recirculation pool.  Combining the flow field analysis with the minimum
tumbling velocity and TKE metrics required to transport RMI debris, the maximum debris
transport fraction was determined to be 51 percent.  The NRC staff concludes that the modeling
of coatings, NUKONTM fiberglass insulation, and RMI as described above are more conservative
with respect to the former model and maximize the proposed debris transport.  Therefore, the
NRC staff finds the proposed modeling assumptions acceptable.

The CFD calculation for the recirculation flow was performed using the Flow-3D Version 8.2
computer code.  Flow-3D is a commercially available general purpose computer code  for
modeling the dynamic behavior of liquids and gasses influenced by a wide variety of physical
processes.  The program is based on the fundamental laws of mass, momentum and energy
conservation.  It has been constructed for the treatment of time-dependent, multi-dimensional
problems.  The Flow-3D code used for SQN is configuration controlled under TVA’s 10 CFR 50,
Appendix B, Quality Assurance Program.  Version 8.2 of the computer code has been validated
and verified by the licensee in accordance with the licensee’s established quality assurance
requirements.  Based upon the NRC staff’s familiarity with the Flow-3D code along with the
licensee’s configuration control and validation under the TVA quality assurance requirements,
the staff finds the licensee’s use of the Flow-3D Version 8.2 computer code to be acceptable.

TVA's proposed revision to the SQN UFSAR regarding the debris transport evaluation for
SQN's containment sump is based on methodology consistent with NEI GR as supplemented
by the NRC SE.  All aspects specified in the GR are present in the licensee analysis.  These
aspects are: (1) key considerations in defining the containment geometry to be modeled by the
CFD code; (2) establishment of the water level for these calculations; (3) treatment of flow
paths to the containment floor; (4) treatment of flow paths to and out of the active sump
regions; (5) treatment of transport restrictions such as curbs and trash racks; (6) determination
of key transport metrics that include both local velocities (floor transport) and turbulent kinetic
energy (debris suspension) and; (7) comparison of calculated transport metrics to threshold
quantities for various debris types, and the resulting determination of overall pool transport
fraction for various debris types.  The NRC staff concludes that the licensee’s proposed
methodology is consistent with the NEI guidance and the NRC SE.  All changes in the proposed
transport analysis make the debris transport more conservative and are, therefore, acceptable.
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4.0  STATE CONSULTATION

In accordance with the Commission's regulations, the Tennessee State official was notified of
the proposed issuance of the amendment.  The State official had no comments.

5.0  ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATION

The amendments change a requirement with respect to installation or use of a facility
component located within the restricted area as defined in 10 CFR Part 20.  The NRC staff has
determined that the amendment involves no significant increase in the amounts, and no
significant change in the types, of any effluents that may be released offsite, and that there is
no significant increase in individual or cumulative occupational radiation exposure.  The
Commission has previously issued a proposed finding that the amendments involve no
significant hazards consideration, and there has been no public comment on such finding
(71 FR 35460).  Accordingly, the amendment meets the eligibility criteria for categorical
exclusion set forth in 10 CFR 51.22(c)(9).  Pursuant to 10 CFR 51.22(b) no environmental
impact statement or environmental assessment need be prepared in connection with the
issuance of the amendments.

6.0  CONCLUSION

The Commission has concluded, based on the considerations discussed above, that:  (1) there
is reasonable assurance that the health and safety of the public will not be endangered by
operation in the proposed manner; (2) such activities will be conducted in compliance with the
Commission's regulations; and (3) the issuance of these amendments will not be inimical to the
common defense and security or to the health and safety of the public.

Principal Contributor:  Ruth Reyes

Dated:  November 7, 2006



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket true
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor
  /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 /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /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 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages false
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <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 suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [300 300]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


