March 20, 2007

Mr. Britt T. McKinney
Sr. Vice President

and Chief Nuclear Officer
PPL Susquehanna, LLC
769 Salem Blvd., NUCSB3
Berwick, PA 18603-0467

SUBJECT: REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION (RAI) - SUSQUEHANNA STEAM
ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2 (SSES 1 AND 2) - EXTENDED POWER
UPRATE APPLICATION REGARDING STEAM DRYER AND FLOW EFFECTS
(TAC NOS. MD3309 AND MD3310)

Dear Mr. McKinney:

In reviewing your letter dated October 11, 2006, concerning the request to increase the
maximum steady-state power level at the SSES 1 and 2 from 3489 megawatts thermal (MWt)
to 3952 MWHt, the Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff has determined that additional
information is needed to complete its review. The NRC staff's RAI relating to the steam dryer
evaluation is contained in the enclosures to this letter. Enclosure 1 includes proprietary
information which is indicated in brackets and underlines. We have prepared a non-proprietary
version of the RAI (Enclosure 2) that does not contain the proprietary information of

Enclosure 1. These questions were discussed with your staff during a teleconference on
February 15, 2007, and a closed proprietary meeting on February 27, 2007. As agreed to by
your staff, we request you respond to this RAI by April 30, 2007.

If you have any questions, please contact me at 301-415-1030.

Sincerely,

/RA/

Richard V. Guzman, Senior Project Manager
Plant Licensing Branch [-1

Division of Operating Reactor Licensing
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation

Docket Nos. 50-387 and 50-388
Enclosures:

1. RAI (Proprietary)

2. RAI (Non-Proprietary)

cc: See next page (w/o Enclosure 1)
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REQUEST FOR ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

RELATING TO THE

APPLICATION FOR EXTENDED POWER UPRATE (EPU)

SUSQUEHANNA STEAM ELECTRIC STATION, UNITS 1 AND 2 (SSES 1 AND 2)

PPL SUSQUEHANNA, LLC

DOCKET NOS. 50-387 AND 50-388

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission (NRC) staff is reviewing the request from PPL
Susquehanna, LLC (PPL, the licensee) to support the application of the EPU for SSES 1 and 2.
The NRC staff has determined that additional information requested below will be needed to
complete its review.

1.

In Attachment 10, “Steam Dryer Structural Evaluation,” to the licensee’s submittal dated
October 11, 2006, forwarding an EPU license amendment application for SSES 1 and 2,
the licensee asserts that a composite grouping of three main steam line (MSL)
measurements with one from another set of three MSL measurements acquired during
slow main steamline isolation valve (MSIV) closure is conservative, citing Figure 4.11.
However, there appears to be several locations in the figure where the composite
loading is nonconservative (e.g., node numbers 10-12, 14-17, 25-30, 42-47, 51-56,
64-71, 86-93, and 101-103). The licensee is requested to explain how this
nonconservatism affects dryer stresses, particularly at the components with little margin
against the American Society of Mechanical Engineers (ASME) fatigue limits.

In Attachment 10, Table 4-13 lists all bias errors and uncertainties associated with their
dryer stress assessment approach. The bias associated with the acoustic circuit model
(ACM) and the finite element (FE) models are said to be included in the licensee’s
“stress underprediction factor” (SUPF). However, the licensee assumes a positive bias
credit of 24% for “conservatism” in the 113% original licensed thermal power (OLTP)
load definition, citing Continuum Dynamics Inc. (CDI)’s report on SSES 1 and 2 steam
dryer load definitions. The licensee should reconcile CDI’s conclusion that the loads at
113% OLTP are conservatively biased by 24% (CDI Report 06-22, Rev. 0) with Figures
5-21 and 5-22 of GE-NE-0000-0057-4166-R1-P, which shows significant pressure load
underpredictions compared to the 1985 dryer pressure measurements. The licensee is
requested to explain why it does not appear to include the uncertainty and bias errors
(Table 4-13 in Attachment 10) in the stress uncertainty calculations.

The licensee is requested to submit the limit curves for power ascension, along with the
power ascension monitoring plan, for review. The plan should clearly explain how the
licensee will monitor and limit the dryer excitation tones below 50 hertz (Hz), and the
recirculation pump vane passing frequency tone above 100 Hz. If limit curves need to
be established for sensors other than the MSL strain gages to monitor these tones, the
licensee should substantiate them.

Enclosure 2
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With regard to CDI Report 05-32, Revision 0 (March 2006), “Onset of High Frequency
Flow Induced Vibration in the Main Steam Lines at Susquehanna Unit 2: A Subscale
Investigation of Standpipe Behavior,” the licensee is requested to:

a. Provide results of pressure measurements performed in line A and the dead leg;
b. Provide phase relations between measurements at different locations; and
c. Explain the nature of the 16 Hz mode, including its mode pattern.

d. In the conclusion section, CDI recommends that “in-plant measurements...should be
sampled at a high enough digitization rate” to determine whether the acoustic

response of the valve standpipe is captured. Provide the digitization rate considered
sufficient and the licensee’s plans to satisfy this provision.

The licensee is requested to provide information on the measuring system to be used on
the new dryer at SSES 1 and 2, including the sampling rate of data acquisition.

With regard to General Electric (GE) Report GENE-0000-0054-2552-01-P (October
2006), “Test Report #1 Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Unit 1 Scale Model Test,”
the licensee is requested to:

a. Provide information on the acoustic FE study of the subscale model (or the full scale
model if available) indicating whether the MSLs are included in the model (of
particular interest is plant frequency range of 15 to 40 Hz); and

b. If the MSLs are not included in the FE study, provide/explain the effect of including
the MSLs on the resonance frequencies and mode shapes of the lower acoustic
modes.

The licensee is requested to provide any available evidence which supports the
assumption that pressure amplitude at low frequencies (in particular, the 15 Hz
component) will continue to increase proportionally to the square of flow velocity beyond
OLTP.

With regard to CDI Report 06-22, Revision 0 (September 2006), “Hydrodynamic Loads
at OLTP, CLTP [current licensed thermal power], and 113% OLTP on Susquehanna
Unit 1 Steam Dryer to 250 Hz,” the licensee is requested to:

a. Indicate which ACM model was used to predict the dryer load at SSES 1 and 2; and

b. Explain the reason(s) for choosing the model used to predict the dryer load for
SSES 1 and 2.

With regard to CDI 06-22, the licensee is requested to provide samples of unfiltered
strain gage time signals and power spectral densities. In particular, the provided
samples should include the worst case of signal to noise ratio and any other signals
experiencing saturation problems or poor frequency response.
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With regard to CDI 06-22, the licensee is requested to explain why:

a. the | 1]; and

b. the [[ 1.

With regard to CDI 06-22, the licensee is requested to provide the following information:

a. Explain how the reduced flow rate through the dryer during MSIV closure affects the
prediction of the dryer load at 113% OLTP power level.

b. How this effect would be addressed in the dryer load definition?

c. Additional information which confirms the assumption that, beyond CLTP, the low
frequency dryer load will increase as a function of velocity squared.

With regard to CDI 06-22, the licensee is requested to provide an assessment of the
effect of the MSL strain gage noise reduction on the hydrodynamic part of the ACM
predicted load on the dryer.

With regard to CDI 06-22, the licensee is requested to explain:

a. The reasons causing such large differences between the ACM predicted load and
the in-plant measured load. The deviations between these dryer loads are
particularly large at low frequencies; and

b. How these deviations will be addressed in the stress analysis.

With regard to CDI 06-22, the licensee is requested to explain the basis for assuming a
positive bias in the 113% OLTP load definition. The above comments suggest the bias
in the load definition to be negative rather than positive.

With regard to CDI Report No. 05-28P, Revision 2 (October 2006), “Bounding
Methodology to Predict Full Scale Steam Dryer Loads from In-Plant Measurements,” the
licensee is requested to provide the following:

a. An explanation of how both increasing (bounding pressure, bounding root mean
square (RMS), and bounding power spectral density (PSD)) and decreasing MSL
damping (bounding peak pressure) in the four new “bounding” ACMs leads to higher
dryer loads.

b. Has the licensee applied each of the new “bounding” ACM models to SSES 1 and 2?
If so, which of the models matched the measurements referenced in GE MDE
#199-0985-P Rev 1 (Susquehanna — 1 Steam Dryer Vibration Steady State and
Transient Response — Final Report, January 1986)?

CDI has applied the noise reduction techniques described in Section 9 of CDI 05-28P,
Rev. 2 to adjust the MSL inputs to the ACM model used for analysis of the SSES 1 and
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2 steam dryer. The licensee is requested to confirm whether the same noise reduction
techniques were used in Quad Cities Unit 2 calculations to validate the ACM model. If
not, provide justification.

With regard to CDI 05-28P, CDI computes a bias error of 4% and an uncertainty of
17.6% for the bounding peak pressure model based on comparing simulated and
measured pressures integrated between 130 and 157 Hz. However, Figures E.1
through E.12 show that the bounding peak pressure model underestimates loads at the
strongest loading peak at 156 Hz, in some cases by nearly an order of magnitude (for
pressure squared). The licensee is requested to consider the worst-case
underestimates at 156 Hz and provide a revised worst-case bias error for the bounding
pressure peak ACM.

With regard to CDI 05-28P, the licensee is requested to clarify if the ACM bias errors
and uncertainties cited in this report are for raw MSL inputs, or for MSL inputs that have
been adjusted using noise cancellation.

With regard to CDI 05-28P,CDI asserts that the Bounding Pressure ACM may be
applied to any boiling-water reactor (BWR) plant with MSL velocity Mach Numbers less
than 0.122 with no uncertainty or bias error (pages 21 and 72 of CDI 05-28P). However,
the dominant loading mechanism in the Quad Cities plants (prior to acoustic side branch
installation) was singing of the safety relief valves (SRVs) and electromatic relief valves
(ERVs), which depend on parameters other than MSL flow Mach number, such as SRV
and ERV standpipe dimensions. The licensee is requested to provide additional
justification for CDI’s assertion, given the other parameters that affect dryer loading. If
additional parameters need to be considered when quantifying the accuracy of the
various ACM models, bounds for those parameters should be defined.

With regard to GE Report GENE-0057-4166-R1-P, Revision 1 (September 2006),
“Susquehanna Steam Dryer Fatigue Analysis,” Section 5.3 assumes that the pressure
time history for the 1985 steam dryer hood is the same as the measured time histories
at its cover plate. In Figures 5-21 and 5-22, it compares the predicted pressure time
histories at the 90-degree and 270-degree outer hoods with those for the 1985 cover
plate and concludes the frequency content of these time histories compare reasonably
well. The licensee is requested to address the following:

a. Justify the assumption that the pressure time history for the 1985 steam dryer hood
is the same as the measured time histories at its cover plate.

b. The measured pressure time history for the 270-degree cover plate of 1985 dryer
has two peaks between 90 and 100 Hz, whereas predicted time history has no peaks
in this range. Also, the measured time history has a 110 Hz peak, which is not
present in the predicted time history. Explain these discrepancies in the frequency
comparison.

c. Provide a comparison of pressure time history measured at both cover plates of the
1985 steam dryer with the ones predicted at the same locations so that their
frequency content can be compared.
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With regard to GENE-0057-4166-R1-P, the licensee is requested to explain the cause of
the 83 Hz peak in the dryer loading shown in Figures 5.20 and 5.21.

With regard to GE-NE-0000-0061-0595-P-R0 (December 2006), “Susquehanna
Replacement Steam Dryer Fatigue Analysis,” [[

11
In GENE-0057-4166-R1-P, Revision 1, it is shown that the [[

1l.

With regard to GE-NE-0000-0061-0595-P-R0, Table 7-2, the stresses from the finite
element analysis for the replacement dryer at 113% OLTP [[

II:

a. Since the plates of different thicknesses are welded together in the replacement
dryer, the licensee should explain why the stresses at the welds are not multiplied by
corresponding undersized weld factors.

b. Since the stress underprediction factor [[ 1] and scale factor [[ 1] are
derived from the stress results for the currently installed steam dryer, the licensee
should explain why these factors with the same magnitudes are applicable to the
replacement dryer having larger thicknesses for several of its components.

With regard to GE-NE-0000-0061-0595-P-R0, the licensee is requested to provide
discussion as to how the subsequent hammer test results will validate the finite element
model of the replacement dryer.

With regard to GE-NE-0000-0061-0595-P-R0, the licensee is requested to provide
natural frequencies of the dryer components and the pump vane bypass frequency at
120% OLTP. If any component experiences a resonance with the pump bypass
frequency, the licensee should explain how the resulting stresses are addressed in the
fatigue evaluation of that component.
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In GE Report GENE-0057-4166-R1-P, Revision 1, the licensee provides the frequency
content of the dryer stresses at key locations (Figures 8-3 and 8-7). The plots show the
frequencies that dominate the dryer stresses. The licensee is requested to submit
similar plots for the revised dryer at the locations [[

1l.

With regard to the licensee’s submittal dated December 4, 2006, responding to NRC
staff acceptance review comments, the licensee is requested to reassess the
methodology of determining its “stress underprediction factor” (SUPF). Referring to the
plant measurements in 1985, the licensee should review the low frequency excitations
(15, 24, and 32 Hz) at all critical locations on the dryer and compare these
measurements with the load predicted by ACM. The licensee should demonstrate that
the SUPF is conservative for all EPU power levels (i.e., 100 to 120% OLTP) at all critical
locations on the dryer where low frequency excitations are predicted.

With regard to the licensee’s submittal dated December 4, 2006, responding to NRC
staff acceptance review comments, the licensee is requested to submit its
instrumentation plan for the replacement SSES 1 and 2 steam dryer for review. The
plan should show where pressure transducers will be mounted to the dryer, and how the
pressure measurements will be used to assess dryer loading at the critical frequencies
of 15, 24, and 32 Hz. The plan should further explain how dryer loading not correctly
estimated by ACM analysis would be computed based on instrumented dryer results.
The plan should also show where strain gages and accelerometer will be mounted to the
dryer, and how they will be used to (a) assess the strength of the loading induced by the
vane passing frequency of the recirculation pump (near 100 Hz), and (b) the end-to-end
adequacy of their dryer stress simulation procedure. If the licensee determines that limit
curves need to be specified for dryer instrumentation (since the dryer excitation under
50 Hz and at the recirculation pump vane passing frequency are not measured well by
MSL strain gages), the licensee should submit them, and their bases, for review.

With regard to the licensee’s submittal dated December 4, 2006, responding to NRC
staff acceptance review comments, the licensee is requested to address the following:

a. Does the vane passing frequency tone (about 110 Hz at OLTP) caused by the
recirculation pump still exist at SSES 1 and 2? If so, the licensee should explain how
it will be monitored since it does not appear in the MSL strain gage measurements
applied to the ACM.

b. If the recirculation pump vane passing frequency tone still exists at SSES 1 and 2,
the licensee should explain how its amplitude and frequency will change between
CLTP and EPU conditions. Figures 2 and 3 of Attachment 1 to the December 4
submittal show the tone’s strength increasing significantly between 90% and 100%
OLTP.

c. The licensee states that localized dryer resonances near the recirculation pump vane
passing frequency amplified the tone in the 1985 strain gage dryer measurements.

The licensee should explain whether there are any resonances in the modified dryer
that the licensee proposes to install in the Susquehanna units that might coincide
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with the recirculation pump vane passing frequency as the licensee increments
Susquehanna power between CLTP and EPU. If there are, the licensee should
provide a list of dryer resonances and corresponding mode shapes for review, and
estimate how strongly those modes might be excited by the pump tones at EPU
conditions.

With regard to the licensee’s submittal dated December 4, 2006, responding to NRC
staff acceptance review comments, the licensee is requested to provide an explanation
of the sources of the low frequency tones (15, 24, and 32 Hz) that appear in the original
steam dryer loading measured in 1985. Specifically:

a. What excites these frequencies (such as flow within the reactor pressure vessel, or
flow in the MSLs passing over the mouths of the dead legs)? If flow over the dead
leg openings is responsible, the licensee should explain the estimates for the

Strouhal Numbers of the instabilities over the dead leg mouths, and how the
instabilities will behave at EPU conditions.

b. What is resonating? If the acoustic modes within the dead legs are resonating, the
licensee should quantify their behavior.

c. Provide a clear schematic of the dimensions of the MSLs, the dead legs, and the
location of the MSL strain gages with respect to the dead leg piping.

d. How will the flow excitation and resonance response change between CLTP and
EPU conditions? How will the licensee monitor these changes with methods other
than MSL strain gage measurements and ACM simulations?



Susquehanna Steam Electric Station, Unit Nos. 1 and 2

CC:

Robert A. Saccone

Vice President - Nuclear Operations
PPL Susquehanna, LLC

769 Salem Blvd., NUCSB3

Berwick, PA 18603-0467

Terry L. Harpster

General Manager - Plant Support
PPL Susquehanna, LLC

769 Salem Blvd., NUCSA4
Berwick, PA 18603-0467

Rocco R. Sgarro

Manager - Nuclear Regulatory Affairs
PPL Susquehanna, LLC

Two North Ninth Street, GENPL4
Allentown, PA 18101-1179

Walter E. Morrissey
Supervising Engineer
Nuclear Regulatory Affairs
PPL Susquehanna, LLC
769 Salem Blvd., NUCSA4
Berwick, PA 18603-0467

Michael H. Crowthers
Supervising Engineer

Nuclear Regulatory Affairs

PPL Susquehanna, LLC

Two North Ninth Street, GENPL4
Allentown, PA 18101-1179

Steven M. Cook

Manager - Quality Assurance
PPL Susquehanna, LLC

769 Salem Blvd., NUCSB2
Berwick, PA 18603-0467

Luis A. Ramos

Community Relations Manager,
Susquehanna

PPL Susquehanna, LLC

634 Salem Blvd., SSO
Berwick, PA 18603-0467

Bryan A. Snapp, Esq

Assoc. General Counsel

PPL Services Corporation

Two North Ninth Street, GENTW3
Allentown, PA 18101-1179

Supervisor - Document Control Services
PPL Susquehanna, LLC

Two North Ninth Street, GENPL4
Allentown, PA 18101-1179

Richard W. Osborne

Allegheny Electric Cooperative, Inc.
212 Locust Street

P.O. Box 1266

Harrisburg, PA 17108-1266

Director, Bureau of Radiation Protection

Pennsylvania Department of
Environmental Protection

Rachel Carson State Office Building

P.O. Box 8469

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8469

Senior Resident Inspector

U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
P.O. Box 35, NUCSA4

Berwick, PA 18603-0035

Regional Administrator, Region 1
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
475 Allendale Road

King of Prussia, PA 19406

Board of Supervisors
Salem Township

P.O. Box 405

Berwick, PA 18603-0035

Dr. Judith Johnsrud
National Energy Committee
Sierra Club

443 Orlando Avenue

State College, PA 16803




<<
  /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


