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ABSTRACT

The number of food centres in urban areas has resulted on the amount of wastewater generated.
Most of discharged wastewater is not treated which becomes one of causes of water pollution and
sustainable technology is required to treat the wastewater. This research aims to determine the
effectiveness of bio-filter in processing wastewater of food centres in urban areas. The bio-filter
prototype was designed using 36.6 L glass tubular. Wastewater was flowed from tank A to B at 25
mL/minute with flow rate of 0.24 m/minute. The media used in bio-filter was gravel in diameter
of 3 mm, 10 mm, and 0.425 mm. It was observed in the hydraulic retention time (HRT) of 6 hours,
12 hours, and 24 hours. Result showed that bio-filter was effective for wastewater generated from
food centres in urban areas. Thus, the effectiveness of TSS removal was 97.19%; BOD was 97.7%;
COD was 96.03%; and oil and grease was 99.55%. However, the research did not measure the pH
affectivity since it was categorized normal as set by East Java Governor Regulation no. 72 Year 2013
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INTRODUCTION

Water is important for living. Clean water
availability is vital in developing a nation due to its
usability in supporting public health and economy
development. Therefore, the availability of clean
water as well as good sanitation and hygiene service
is significant especially in protecting and developing
human resources (Guchi, 2015).

Nowadays, almost all ground water in the world
has been contaminated and polluted (Albrechtsen,
2016). More than 70% of fresh water bodies are
polluted. This condition is a cause for concern
because it is not impossible that clean water will
become rare in the future and it is due to unfriendly
activities done by human to fulfil one’s needs
(Turcios and Papenbrock, 2014) (Garkal et al., 2015).
Food is one of basic needs of human life which cause
them ignore the environment.

The development of food centres in urban areas
to fulfil people needs impact the environment.

Those activities generated wastewater discharged to
water bodies without performing any prior
treatment. The untreated wastewater expedites
eutrophication process and changes water quality
(Angelakis and Snyder, 2015). Thence, wastewater
treatment is very important to maintain the
availability and sustainability of industrial
development especially the food industry in future.
In order to guarantee the selected technology well-
developed in the future, wastewater treatment
should be safe, reliable, cost effective, environmental
friendly. Besides, it should adjust the wastewater
character and the purpose of wastewater treatment
(Aziz and Ali, 2016).

Slow sand filter (SSF) is one of simple technology
used to eliminate or reduce many pollutants. It is a
passive process where the affectivity depends on the
bio-film on media called as hypogeal (Nancy, et al.,
2014). Bio-film is microorganisms which are able to
dissolve pollutants in the water (Tripathi and
Tripathi, 2011).
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The advantages in using SSF are low operational
cost, low energy consumed, and no sideline
pollutant generated (Abraham et al., 2015);
(Ardjmand and Safekordi, 2005). The success in
implementing SSF technology was reported by prior
researches  such as research of wastewater treatment
in cigarette and petrochemical industry (Omri et al.,
2013) (Coustumer et al., 2008).

Based on the prior success in implementing SSF
technology, this research aims to determine
effectiveness of SSF technology for wastewater
treatment of food centres in urban areas.

MATERIAL AND METHODS

Samples of wastewater was taken from effluent pipe
of food centres in one of urban area. Sample taken
was 25 litres. Before flown into the bio-filter, the
sample was first analyzed its characteristics.
Parameters analyzed included pH, Total Suspended
Solid (TSS), Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD),
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD), and oil and
fat. The pH analysis used pH meter, whereas for
other analyses were gravimetric for TSS, oil and
grease, titrimetric reflux for COD and Winkler for
BOD. Physico-chemical characteristics are shown in
Table 1.

Table 1. Characteristic of wastewater in food centres

Parameter Point Effluent Unit
standard
(East Java
Province

Government
Regulation

No. 72
Year 2013)

pH 8 6-9 -
TSS 642 50 mg/L
COD 872 50 mg/L O2

BOD 453 30 mg/L O2

Oil and Grease 174 10 mg/L

Based on Table 1, wastewater effluents generated
from food centres in urban areas were above the
standard set by East Java Province Government
Regulation (Gubernur Jawa Timur, 2013). This
situation immediately needs to be handled before
causing water pollution.

SSF prototype was designed to treat wastewater
of food centres in urban areas. The prototype used
glass tube of 36.6 L. Wastewater flown from tank A

to B at 25 mL/minute with flow rate as 0.24 m3/
minute, and tank C used to store water after passing
bio-filter. Fig. 1 shows the SSF prototype design.

The media used in bio-filter was gravel in various
sizes. It was arranged from bottom to up as 10 mm
pebble flattened up to 10 cm, followed by 3 mm
gravel as thick as 5 cm, and the following layer was
fine sand sieved using sieving no. 45 as thick as 60
cm.

Fig. 1. Design of SSF prototype

Furthermore the water was flown 5 cm above the
last layer. The bio-filter effectiveness could be seen
by flowing wastewater from tank A to B and storing
it in tank C. The debit was maintained in HRT of 6
hours, 12 hours, and 24 hours. The result was
determined by analyzing effluent in tank C using
the same method as in analyzing the influent.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Amongst all parameters observed in this research,
only pH that met the effluent standard set by the
government. The results showed that pH of
wastewater from food centres were from 7.5 to 8.0
indicating optimal conditions for biological activity
in SSF (Rooklidge and Ketchum, 2002); (Trnovec and
Britz, 1998). The optimal value of pH affected
removal efficiency of other parameters in SSF.

Fig. 2 shows pH decrease from beginning until
HRT 6 hours, 12 hours, and 24 hours. pH decrease
was possibly caused by the adjustment process of
media and wastewater. At HRT 48 hours, pH
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gradually increased until at 7.8 and remained stable
afterward. It showed that SSF condition was stable
and microbacteria in the media started forming bio-
film.

Other parameters observed were TSS. This
research obtained TSS removal efficiency of 97.19%.
Fig. 3 shows the highest removal efficiency occurred
at HRT 6 hours then in the following HRT (12 and 24
hours) it was relatively stable until at HRT 48 hours.
It indicated that the dissolved particles in the
wastewater were trapped in the SSF media.

media with depth of more than 0.5 m and an
availability of surface area for mechanical filtration
(Nancy et al., 2014).

The high efficiency in this research was due to the
bio-film layer as a key role in transporting
suspended particles. In addition to mechanical
adsorption and trapping processes, the existence of
bio-film layer increased the particle precipitation at
certain flow rates, thereby reducing the particle
concentration in water (Bagundol et al., 2013).

TSS removal was highly possibly caused by the
physical filtering effect by sand or organic particles
attached in media experiencing biological
degradation by bio-film (Suprihatin et al., 2017).
Most of removal process was in the surface layer of
sand media where particulate deposit, algae, as well
as bio-masses growth creating layer called as bio-
film (Guchi, 2015).

SSF affectivity was also proved in COD removal.
In this research, SSF was able to reduce COD to
96.03%. As in the TSS removal process, the highest
efficiency was in HRT 6 hours. After HRT 6 h, COD
removal was relatively stable (Fig. 4). It was possibly
caused by organic particles which experienced
biological degradation process over HRT time span
of 6 hours - 12 hours. Decreasing in COD along with
HRT increase indicated organic material
degradation (Araujo et al., 2008).

Fig. 4 shows that the longer HRT was, the higher
COD removal was resulted. However, at HRT 48
hours, COD content was increased. Reducing HRT
which was resulted in the decreasing COD content
showed in other researches as well, where in HRT 3
days, 2 days, and 1 day resulted in COD removal as
44%, 40% and 32% respectively in domestic

Fig. 2. pH effluent in different HRT

In other researches, implementing SSF possibly
reduced TSS as 62% in domestic wastewater
treatment (Nancy et al., 2014) on media with 50 cm
depth. SSF is affectively proved to reduce TSS to
72.8% in domestic wastewater treatment on media
with 200 cm depth (Govahi, 2014). In SSF, the height
of media is an important factor to determine the
efficiency of filtration process. It is because the
existence of new biological activity occurs at a

Fig. 3. TSS effluent in different HRT Fig. 4. COD effluent in different HRT
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wastewater treatment using Anaerobic Filtration (AF)
(Ladu & Lü, 2014). Similar condition also appeared
in COD removal using bio-filter as 88.2%, 77.7%,
57.7% and 40.3% at HRT 3 hours, 2 hours, 1 hour,
and 30 minutes respectively (Suprihatin et al., 2017).

Removal efficiency was higher than in other
researches as 76%, where SSF was implemented to
treat grey water in the  media of 100 cm depth and
on loading rate of 212 L/hr.m2 (Abudi, 2011). Other
researches using SSF in the media with 200 cm
depth resulted COD removal efficiency as 71.85%
(Govahi, 2014). Although the depth used in the
media in this research was shorter than in the prior
research, the grain sizes used was more effective to
seize more organic substances.

As well as in TSS and COD, SSF was also
effective in decreasing BOD5 content (Fig. 5). In Fig.
5, the highest removal efficiency was in HRT 6
hours, lowering in HRT 12 hours, and stable in HRT
48 hours. The high removal efficiency in 100 cm
depth was due to the oxygen availability so it
supported the process in SSF. Generally, the deeper
area causes the lack of oxygen which disturbs the
removal process of various parameters in
wastewater.

BOD5 removal efficiency was 97.7%. In another
research, SSF with 100 cm depth  was able to lower
BOD5 as 87% in domestic wastewater treatment
(Nancy et al., 2014). Similar to prior research, SSF in
grey water treatment was able to lower BOD5 as 83%
in the loading rate of 212 L/hr.m2 (Abudi, 2011).
Another research which used SSF with 200 cm depth
was obtained BOD5 as 89% (Govahi, 2014).

High removal efficiency was due to the better
biological activity in the depth 100 cm. In this depth,
microorganism needed to pass deeper fine sand/
grains resulting in better removal efficiency
(Thomas and Kani, 2016). However, according to

prior research, in the depth of 200 cm, removal
efficiency was lower which was possibly caused by
media distribution size.

BOD removal process in SSF was caused by
enzymatic process where microorganism in the
surface layer of media decomposed the organic
substances biologically (Garkal et al., 2015).

SSF affectivity happened in oil and grease
removal. As in TSS, COD, and BOD, the highest oil
and grease removal efficiency was at HRT 6 hours
(Fig. 6), thus, at HRT 12 hours, 24 hours, and 48
hours the removal efficiency tended to be stable.

Fig. 5. BOD5 effluent in different HRT

Fig. 6. Oil & grease effluent in different HRT

Oil and grease removal efficiency was 99.95%.
those effectiveness was 80% and 90% measured
using mixed grain media sized 15 cm and 30 cm to
treat the waste in oil refinery industry (Carvalho,
Foletto, Barros Neto and Chiavone-Filho, 2016). The
different in media depth and distribution was
possibly to cause the different in removal affectivity
of oil and grease.

CONCLUSIONS

According to research result, bio-filter was proved to
be effectively able to treat wastewater generated
from food centres in urban areas. Therefore, the
removal efficiencies were 97.19% of TSS, 97.7% of
BOD, 96.03% of COD, and 99.55% of oil and grease.
pH was not specifically measured as it was already
fulfil the standard set by East Java Province
Government Regulation No. 72 Year 2013.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

All gratefulness is delivered to Department of
Environmental Engineering Institute of Technology



610 ERINA RAHMADYANTI ET AL

Sepuluh Nopember Surabaya, especially laboratory of
environmental quality in aiding the research in
analyzing parameters.

REFERENCES

Abraham, S., Joslyn, S. and Suffet, I. H. (Mel. 2015.

Treatment of odor by a seashell biofilter at a

wastewater treatment plant. Journal of the Air and

Waste Management Association. 65 (10) : 1217–

1228. https://doi.org/10.1080/

10962247.2015.1075918

Abudi, Z.N. 2011. The effect of sand filter characteristics

on removal efficiency of organic matter from grey

water. Al-Qadisiya Journal for Engineering Science.

4 (2) : 143–155.

Albrechtsen, H. 2016. Submerged Pond Sand Filter - A

Novel Approach to Rural Water Supply. Water. 8

(250) : 1–14. https://doi.org/10.3390/w8060250

Angelakis, A. and Snyder, S. 2015. Wastewater

Treatment and Reuse: Past, Present, and Future.

Water. 7 (9) : 4887-4895. https://doi.org/10.3390/

w7094887

Araujo, D. J., Rocha, S. M. S., Cammarota, M. C., Xavier,

A. M. F. and Cardoso, V. L. 2008. Anaerobic

treatment of wastewater from the household and

personal products industry in a hybrid bioreactor.

Brazilian Journal of Chemical Engineering. 25 (3) :

443–451. https://doi.org/10.1590/S0104-

66322008000300002

Ardjmand, M. and Safekordi,  A. 2005. Simulation of

biofilter used for removal of air contaminants

(ethanol). International Journal of………….…., 2 (1) : 69–

82.

Aziz, Shuokr Qarani and Ali, S. M. 2016. Performance of

Biological Filtration Process for Wastewater

Treatment/: a Review. 1st International Conference

on Engineering and Innovative Technology, SU-

ICEIT 2016, April 12-14, 2016, Salahaddin

University-Erbil, Kurdistan, Iraq.

Bagundol, T. B., Awa, A. L. and Enguito, M. R. C. 2013.

Efficiency of Slow Sand Filter in Purifying Well

Water. Journal Multidisciplinary Studies. 2 (1) : 86–

102.

Carvalho, P. C. A. P., Foletto, E. L., Barros Neto, E.L. and

Chiavone-Filho, O. 2016. Oil Removal From Oilfield

Produced Water By Sand Filter. Brazilian Journal of

Petroleum and Gas. 10(3): 161–170. https://doi.org/

10.5419/bjpg2016-0013

Coustumer, S. Le, Fletcher, T.D., Deletic, A. and Potter,

M. 2008. Hydraulic performance of biofilter systems

for stormwater management/: lessons from a field

study. Evolution.

Garkal, D. J., Mapara, J. V, Prabhune, M., Fkloguhq, P.,

Wkh, X., Ri, D. J. H. and Abdulraheem, I. S. 2015.

Primary health care services in Nigeria: Critical

issues and strategies for enhancing the use by the

rural communities. Journal of Geography and

Geology. 4 (1) : 799–811. https://doi.org/10.1371/

journal.pmed.1001244

Govahi, S. 2014. Studying of treatability of Gray Water

Using Slow Sand Filter, 3(May), 214–218.

Gubernur Jawa Timur, 2013. Peraturan Gubernur Jawa

Timur Nomor 72 tahun 2013 tentang Baku Mutu Air

Limbah bagi Industri dan/atau Kegiatan Usaha

lainnya, 63 p.

Guchi, E. 2015. Review on Slow Sand Filtration in

Removing Microbial Contamination and Particles

from Drinking Water. American Journal of Food and

Protection. 3 (2) : 47–55. https://doi.org/10.12691/

ajfn-3-2-3

Ladu, J. L. C. and Lü, X. 2014. Effects of hydraulic

retention time, temperature, and effluent recycling

on efficiency of anaerobic filter in treating rural

domestic wastewater. Water Science and

Engineering. 7 (2) : 168–182. https://doi.org/

10.3882/j.issn.1674-2370.2014.02.005

Nancy, A. B., Josephine, M. and Lizzy, M. A. 2014. Slow

Sand Filtration of Secondary Sewage Effluent/:

Effect of Sand Bed Depth on Filter Performance. 3

(8) : 15090–15099. https://doi.org/10.15680/

IJIRSET.2014.0308006

Omri, I., Aouidi, F., Bouallagui, H., Godon, J. J.  and

Hamdi, M. 2013. Performance study of biofilter

developed to treat H2S from wastewater odour.

Saudi Journal of Biological Sciences. 20 (2) : 169–

176. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sjbs.2013.01.005

Rooklidge, S. J. and Ketchum, L. H. 2002. Corrosion

control enhancement from a dolomite-amended

slow sand filter. Water Research. 36 (11) : 2689–

2694. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0043-1354 (01)

00493-6

Suprihatin, S., Cahyaputri, B., Romli, M. and Yani, M.

2017. Use of biofilter as pre-treatment of polluted

river water for drinking water supply. Environmental

Engineering Research. 22 (2) : 203–209. https://

doi.org/10.4491/eer.2016.110

Thomas, T. A. and Kani, K.M. 2016. Efficiency of Slow

Sand Filter in Wastewater Treatment. International

Journal of Scientific & Engineering Research. 7 (4):

315–317.

Tripathi, S. and Tripathi, B. D. 2011. Efficiency of

combined process of ozone and bio-filtration in the

treatment of secondary effluent. Bioresource

Technology. 102 (13) : 6850–6856. https://doi.org/

10.1016/j.biortech.2011.04.035

Trnovec, W. and Britz, T.J. 1998. Influence of organic

loading rate and hydraulic retention time on the

efficiency of a UASB bioreactor treating a canning

factory effluent. Water SA. 24 (2) : 147–152.

Turcios, A. E. and Papenbrock, J. 2014. Sustainable

treatment of aquaculture effluents-What can we

learn from the past for the future? Sustainability

(Switzerland). 6 (2) : 836–856. https://doi.org/

10.3390/su6020836



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 false
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


