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Abstract−We developed a modified process of a submerged combustion vaporizer (SMV) to remove nitric oxides
(NOx) efficiently from flue gas of the SMV at liquefied natural gas (LNG) terminals. For this, excess oxygen is injected
into exhaust gas that contains NOx from SMV burner. Then, the mixed gas spreads into a hydrogen peroxide solution
or water bath. We initially performed experiments of the modified system to estimate the effect of various process vari-
ables (temperature, excess O2 concentration, pH of water, residence time of flue gas in water tank, and H2O2 concentra-
tion) on NOx conversion, and developed a mathematical model of the system based on the experiment results. Lastly,
we confirmed higher performance of the modified system and validated the feasibility for its field application.
Keywords: deNOx, Modeling, Optimization, Submerged Combustion Vaporizer, Kinetic

INTRODUCTION

The exhaust gas discharged from combustion processes includes
a variety of different types of air pollutants and hazardous com-
pounds. In particular, nitrogen oxides (NOx=NO, NO2, N2O, N2O3,
N2O4, N2O5) are well-known air pollutants. Among them, nitro-
gen oxide and nitrogen dioxide are the most common nitrogen
oxides in the atmosphere. Pollutants from power plants and indus-
trial boilers are highly toxic for humans, and they participate in
the formation of photochemical smog. Furthermore, they are one
of the sources to produce particulate matters in the atmosphere.
Thus, this research focuses on the control of NOx emission from
combustion processes such as SMVs (submerged combustion vapor-
izers) at LNG (liquefied natural gas) terminal.

Nitrogen oxides are mainly produced from combustion, with

power, heat engineering facilities and transporters are the major con-
tributors of these pollutants. Table 1 illustrates the amount of nitro-
gen emissions from various sources [1]. Note that total emissions
from industry have decreased over the past few years. NOx emis-
sions from combustion in the energy and transformation indus-
tries have substantially decreased. In addition, we are expecting that
NOx emission will decrease further thanks to combustion technol-
ogy improvement. Furthermore, NOx regulations will be restricted
more and more around the world to prevent NOx generation [2].
For example, in Europe, EURO 6 has been implemented since
2014 to reduce air contaminants discharged from vehicles. Simi-
larly, pollutant load management for industrial fields, a proactive
method to manage total emissions, has been conducted in South
Korea. For these reasons, improvement of NOx reduction technol-
ogy is vital to prepare for these restrictions in the near future.

Table 1. Emissions of nitrogen oxides in South Korea as NO2

Emission sources
2003 2006 2009 2012

[t∙yr−1]
Combustion in energy and transformation industries 396,070 364,310 143,274 169,346
Non-industrial combustion plants 94,602 89,127 86,636 87,935
Combustion in the manufacturing industry 123,221 101,197 159,511 172,761
Production processes 53,664 56,577 41,409 59,002
Road transport 472,245 450,080 368,048 345,666
Other mobile sources and machinery 203,583 196,441 207,829 225,561
Waste treatment and disposal 18,755 17,237 7,426 14,782
Other sources and sinks - - 185 154
Total 1,362,140 1,274,969 1,045,103 1,075,207
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water. ORVs are commonly utilized at LNG terminals to supply
natural gas. Meanwhile, SMV is used when the demand for natu-
ral gas goes beyond the capacity of ORVs, or the production capac-
ity is reduced by a low water temperature during the winter. A
portion of the NOx from the flue gas is absorbed into the water,
and the rest is discharged to atmosphere.

In Korea, KOGAS (Korea Gas Corporation, headquartered in
Incheon and Pyeongtaek, Korea) was recently classified as the first-
class discharger since 2015 in accordance with a revised Clean Air
Conservation Act. Accordingly, NOx in the exhaust gas discharged
from the SMV is now regarded as one of major pollutants, which
has been restricted by regulation. Therefore, we planned to miti-
gate the discharged amount of NOx. The exhaust gas emitted from
SMV has a temperature range of 298 to 303 K. The operating tem-
perature is too low to adopt post treatment technologies such as
SCR or SNCR that require much higher temperature for activa-
tion of reactions to remove NOx. In fact, there has not been much
requirement in industry to remove NOx from flue gas at low-tem-
perature for a large capacity, in particular using SMVs. Further-
more, KOGAS has dozens of these SMVs at each field of LNG
terminals. Thus, our research focused on developing a new tech-
nology to remove NOx from the flue gas at low temperature with
less capital investment to achieve economic feasibility.

After considering several technical alternatives and their eco-
nomic feasibility, we devised a system to inject additional oxidants
(oxygen, hydrogen oxide) into flue gas after combustion, and to
distribute the flue gas at the bottom of a water bath as bubbles. In
this way, NO can be converted to NO2 that is more soluble and
absorbed in water, diluted by H2O2 (Table 2). The pH of water be-
comes lower due to generation of acids throughout the reaction.
So, the acidity of water should be controlled to maximize the NOx
removal efficiency.

To prove the efficiency and find an optimum operating condi-
tion of a newly developed system, we set the experiments at a small
scale. First, the oxidation of NO and absorption of NO2 in water
bath were conducted under various operating conditions, and the
concentration of NOx that was discharged from the bath was meas-
ured. Secondly, the system was mathematically modeled based on
the experimental results, and the final NO conversions were pre-
dicted based on different values of process variables (temperature,
excess O2 concentration, pH of water, residence time of flue gas in
water tank, and H2O2 concentration). Lastly, the parameters of the
reaction system were fitted to minimize the differences between
the experimental and calculated results to increase accuracy of the
model. The model allows us to evaluate a newly developed sys-

Numerous technologies have been developed to reduce NOx
emissions, and they belong to one of three types: pre-treatment, com-
bustion modification, and post-treatment process. Pre-treatment is
a preventive technique that reduces NOx generation before com-
bustion. The feed materials, such as fuel and oxidizer (including
nitrogen components), are treated to reduce NOx formation. Com-
bustion modification minimizes NOx formation by modifying the
combustion process. Several methods, such as low NOx burners
(LNB), low excess air (LEA), and flue gas recirculation (FGR), have
been considered for the modification of the combustion process.
However, these processes may reduce the thermal efficiency of the
combustion process and increase carbon monoxide formation. The
post-treatment process reduces NOx from exhaust gases by using
certain chemical and physical treatments, such as catalytic reduc-
tion (selective catalytic reduction (SCR), selective non-catalytic reduc-
tion (SNCR)), adsorption, and absorption. Although post-treatment
processes have higher NOx removal efficiency and productivity than
the other NOx removal methods, they are capital-intensive, and
thus require sufficient feasibility study for field applications.

Vaporizers, such as ORVs (open rack vaporizers) and SMVs, are
normally used to vaporize LNG to natural gas. SMVs use natural
gas as fuel for the burner, and the amount of NOx discharged from
the SMV stack is currently restricted to 50ppm. Fig. 1 shows a sche-
matic diagram of an SMV. The combustion gas is generated from
the burner, which heats the water in the water bath. LNG is then
vaporized inside tubes through heat exchange from the heated

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of a submerged combustion vaporizer
(SMV) [3].

Table 2. Classification and characteristics of nitrogen oxides [4]
Formula Name Nitrogen valence Physical properties Henry constant
N2O Nitrous oxide 1 Colorless gas, water soluble
NO Nitric oxide 2 Colorless gas, slightly water soluble KH=1.9×10−3 mol·atm−1

N2O3 Dinitrogen trioxide 3 Black solid, water soluble, decomposes in water
NO2 Nitrogen dioxide 4 Red-brown gas, very water soluble, decomposes in water KH=1.0×10−2 mol·atm−1

N2O5 Dinitrogen pentoxide 5 White solid, decomposes in water
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tem more effectively in terms of economic feasibility, operability
and potential scale-up issues.

RESEARCH METHODS

1. Experimental Setting
The configuration of experimental apparatus setting is shown in

Fig. 2. Feeds of O2 (99.5%), NO (0.1% NO, 99.9% N2) and N2

(99.995%) are injected separately and merged into a stream (red
line) using a mass flow controller (MFC, Brooks). The stream is
then mixed with steam, and the mixed gas is injected to a furnace
for combustion (black line), where its temperature is controlled. The
experiments were conducted both in the presence and absence of
steam to compare the effect of water vapor on the oxidation of
NO (actual exhaust gas contains 12-13% steam). The steam was
supplied by a liquid chromatography pump at a constant flow rate
(0-10 mL·min−1). The flue gas after combustion was distributed at
the bottom of water bath through the branches of distributor, where
the reaction and absorption of NOx mainly occurred. For refer-
ence, the water contained 0-3% of aqueous H2O2 solution. Lastly, a
NOx analyzer (Horiba Co., APNA-370) examined the gas at the
outlet of the water bath.

Approximately 30-40 minutes was required to obtain reliable and
stable measurements. The NO oxidation and NO2 absorption experi-

ments were conducted separately under different values of process
variables (flow rate, temperature, excess oxygen concentration, res-
idence time, H2O2 concentration, and pH) as shown in Table 3.
2. Mathematical Modeling

The modified SMV process includes injection of extra O2 to flue
gas after combustion and absorption NOx in water bath that con-
tains a portion of H2O2. To develop a mathematical model of the
modified SMV system, both NO oxidation in gas phase as a post-
combustion process and NO absorption process in aqueous phase
that occurs in a water bath are considered in the following two
sections.
2-1. NO Oxidation in Gas Phase

Studies of the basic chemical kinetics for the oxidation of NO
by O2 in gas phase and liquid phase have been performed over the
past few years [5-21]. The reaction mechanism and rate constants
were investigated by Morrison et al. [5] as follows:

2NO2↔N2O4 (K2) (1)

NO+O2↔NO3 (K3) (2)

NO+NO2↔N2O3 (K4) (3)

N2O3+O2↔N2O5 (K5) (4)

N2O5→NO2+NO3 (k6) (5)

NO+NO3→2NO2 (k7) (6)

Intermediates, such as NO3, N2O3, and N2O5, are included in the
following reaction mechanism. This reaction is described with the
second order in nitric oxide and the first order in oxygen [6]:

2NO+O2=2NO2 (7)

(8)

The chemical kinetics of this reaction was first studied by Boden-
stein and Wachenheim [7]. Since then, many investigators have
studied the reaction system, as shown in Table 4 [5,8-21]. The re-
sults show experiment data under low NO concentrations (ppm).
In addition, the data shows that reaction rate generally decreases
with respect to temperature increase either at ambient or subzero
temperature. It proves that the temperature coefficient is negative

− 
d NO[ ]

dt
----------------  = + 

d NO2[ ]
dt

------------------  = 2k NO[ ]2 O2[ ]⋅ ⋅

Fig. 2. Schematic diagram of the apparatus used for the experiments.

Table 3. Experimental conditions
Experimental conditions SMV (Spec.)

Temperature of flue gas 298-873 K >1273 K
Content of water vapor in flue gas 12-13%
NOx (ppm) of flue gas 50-500 ppm  
Volumetric flow rate of flue gas N2 2850 mL·min−1 (298 K, 1 atm) Fuel gas 2530 Nm3·h−1

O2 100 mL·min−1 Air 24095 Nm3·h−1

NO 50 mL·min−1

NOx of exhaust gas from stack (ppm) 50 ppm
O2 of exhaust gas from stack 4%
Amount of water in the water bath 18-54 L 62.4 m3 (62,400 L)
Temperature of the water bath 298 K 298 K
Concentration of H2O2 1-3% 0%
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over a wide range of temperatures.
The mechanism and kinetics derived by Morrison et al. [5]

were adopted to model the oxidation of NO in gas phase in this
research because the concentration of NOx discharged from the
SMV was relatively low (approximately 50 ppm). The results from
the kinetics were found to be very similar to those of other investi-
gators.

It is assumed that reactions (1) to (4) are in rapid equilibrium,
and (5) to (6) occur at a measurable rate. The intermediates (NO3,
N2O3, and N2O5) were observed, and were postulated in previous
studies, supporting the validity of these reaction schemes. The rate
expression for the oxidation of NO derived from reactions (1) to
(6) is shown on the paper by Morrison and coworkers [5]:

(9)

The concentration change with respect to time or conversion of
the reaction can be calculated according to Eq. (9), where [NO],
[NO2], and [O2] indicate the concentrations of each (mol·L−1). The
rate is influenced by the concentration of NO2. K3, K4, and K5 are
the equilibrium constants, and k6 and k7 are the rate constants for
each reaction. The values for 2k7K3 and k6K4K5 are 1.313×104

L2∙mol−2∙s−1 and 1.276×104 L2∙mol−2∙s−1, respectively [5].
In addition, the actual exhaust gas discharged from the SMV

contains methane, nitrogen, and water vapor; the effects of these
components on the reaction of NO and O2 were investigated. How-
ever, the rate constant was not affected by moisture or the other
components [6,7,9,18]. The water reacted with NO2, while water
did not react with NO in absence of oxidant.
2-2. NO Oxidation in Liquid Phase

The process of SMV has a very small residence time. Therefore,
NO oxidation in liquid phase is more dominant than in gas phase.
This reaction mechanism and kinetics were established as shown
in Eqs. (10) and (11) by Pogrebnaya et al. [22]. The reaction of NO
oxidation to NO2 in aqueous solution is expressed in the second

order with nitric oxide and the first order in oxygen. The kinetic
expression is equal to that in gas phase, while its rate constant is
about 1,000 times faster than that in gas phase.

4NO+O2+2H2O→4H++4NO2
− (10)

(11)

In this research, the detailed kinetic scheme proposed by Lewin
and Deen [23] was used:

2NO+O2→2NO2(k1) (12)

NO+NO2↔N2O3(k2, k3) (13)

N2O3+H2O→2H++2NO2
−(k4) (14)

The kinetic expressions based on the kinetic scheme are:

RNO=−2k1[NO]2[O2]−k2[NO][NO2]+k3[N2O3] (15)

RO2=−k1[NO]2[O2] (16)

R−

NO2=2k4[N2O3] (17)

where, Ri (i=NO, NO2, N2O3) is the volumetric rate of formation
and [NO], [NO2], [O2], and [N2O3] indicate the concentrations of
each component. According to Lewin and Deen [23], k1, k2, k3,
and k4 in reaction schemes (12)-(14) are rate constants for each reac-

− 
d NO[ ]

dt
----------------  = 2k7K3 NO[ ]2 O2[ ] + k6K4K5 NO[ ] NO2[ ] O2[ ]

d NO2
−[ ]

dt
------------------- = k1 NO[ ]2 O2[ ]⋅ ⋅

Table 4. Rate constants for the reaction 2NO+O2=2NO2 in gas phase [6]
Reference [NO]0 (mol∙L−1) [O2]0 (mol∙L−1) Rate constant, k (L2∙mol−2∙s−1) Temperature (K)
Morrison et al. [5] 9.0×10−8-3.1×10−6 1.3×10−3-1.0×10−2 4.5×103-1.1×103 290-311
Bodenstein and Wachenheim [7] 4.5×10−4-8.0×10−4 1.4×10−4-7.3×10−4 4.5×103-8.9×103 273-363
Tipper and Williams [8] 5.5×10−4-5.5×10−3 1.0×10−4-4.9×10−3 1.6×103-7.8×103 293-843
Treacy and Daniele [9] 5.4×10−4 2.7×10−4-1.1×10−3 3.8×103 298
Mahenc et al. [10] 4.0×10−4-1.0×10−3 4.5×10−4-8.0×10−4 5.4×103-8.9×103 [5.0×102×0339/T] 274-333
Hisatsune and Zafonte [11] 3.1×10−4-1.4×10−2 4.5×10−4-8.0×10−4 3.8×103×1081/T 277-329
Olbregts [12] 9.0×10−5-1.2×10−3 1.2×10−5-1.4×10−3 3.0×103-2.1×104 [10(−.18+2.70log(T)+700/T)] 225-760
Smith [13] 5.9×10−5-2.7×10−3 1.7×10−4-1.4×10−3 4.9×103-7.4×103 298
Cueto and Pryor [14] 3.9×10−5 8.6×10−3 6.7×103 296
Brown and Crist [15] 1.1×10−6-6.8×10−6 4.2×10−4-1.2×10−3 6.8×103-7.8×103 298
Greig and Hall [16] 1.1×10−6-2.2×10−6 2.7×10−5-1.3×10−2 6.8×103-1.1×103 293-372
Greig and Hall [17] 6.9×10−7-3.1×10−6 7.4×10−3 9.6×103-1.1×103 293
Aida et al. [18] 4.1×10−7-6.5×10−6 8.3×10−3-4.0×10−2 7.3×103-8.4×103 298-310
Stedman and Niki [19] 2.0×10−7-4.1×10−5 2.7×10−3-3.5×10−2 7.2×103 298
Bufalini and Stephens [20] 1.3×10−7-8.1×10−7 8.6×10−3 9.0×103 299
Glasson and Tuesday [21] 8.2×10−8-2.1×10−6 8.2×10−4-2.5×10−2 6.0×103- 8.5×103 296

Table 5. Rate constants for the reaction 2NO+O2=2NO2 in liquid
phase [23]

Reference
k1 (106 L2∙mol−2∙s−1) Eact

(kcal·mol−1)288 K 295-298 K 308-310 K
Pogrebnaya et al. [22] 1.9±0.1 2.2±0.1 −2.8
Lewin et al. [23] 2.1±0.4 2.4±0.3 −2.0
Wink et al. [24] 1.5±0.4 0.9±0.2 −6.5
Awad et al. [25] 1.9 2.1 2.2 −1.0
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tion and are 2.1×106 L2∙mol−2∙s−1, 1.1×109 L∙mol−1∙s−l, 3.7×104 s−1,
and 0.03×k3, respectively. The values of k1 have been studied by
other investigators, as shown in Table 5.

[NO2] and [N2O3] are expressed by the concentration of NO.
Each component is present in a marginal amount; thus, the mass-
balanced equation of the system can be illustrated as:

(18)

where, kG and AG are the mass transfer coefficient in liquid phase
and surface area, respectively, and mass transfer of NO and O2

across gas-liquid interface is expressed with (kGAG/V=7.3×10−4 s−1).
[NO]* is the saturated nitric oxide concentration in equilibrium
with its gas phase concentration.

It is difficult to increase the removal efficiency of nitric oxide,
which has a low solubility in wet process that uses water as the
medium. For the removal of NOx from the exhaust gas discharged
from various stationary sources, such as power plants, steel pick-
ling plants, or other plants that include combustion processes, sev-
eral different solutions (sodium sulfite, sodium hypochlorite, hy-
drogen peroxide) have been studied by investigators [26-29]. The
use of H2O2 as a medium in the wet process was found to be suit-
able for the SMV system with the withdrawal of nitric acid that is
produced from the process. In theory, H2O2 reacts with both nitric
oxide and nitrogen dioxide to form nitrous acid and nitric acid.
Nitric oxide has a low solubility and reactivity in water, and a rela-
tively high solubility and reactivity in H2O2. The presence of H2O2

in the NOx absorption process could be beneficial to the oxida-
tion system [29-31]:

2NO+2H2O2→2NO2+2H2O (19)

2NO2+H2O2→2HNO3 (20)

The overall reaction can be represented as:

2NO+3H2O2→2HNO3+2H2O (21)

The ratio of NO conversion or NO removal was estimated for each
experiment by:

(22)

where, [NO]i and [NO]f are the initial and final concentrations of
the system. All the experimental results were obtained after 30-40
minutes after the system becomes stable.
2-3. Modeling the Reaction System

As shown in Fig. 1, the water bath, where the reaction occurs, is
a multiphase reactor to mix the gas-phase with the liquid-phase.
In gas phase, the feed is injected, passes through the reactor, and is
then discharged; in liquid phase, there is no inlet and outlet, and
accumulation rate of NO of the system changes by the mass trans-
fer and hydrodynamic effects. The equilibria between gas phase
and liquid phase in the system are exhibited in Fig. 3. There are
various forms of NOx in each phase; the equilibria relationships are
formed by the non-reactive partitioning of a solute, as described
by Henry’s law [32]. In this research, the modified SMV system
was modeled as a PFR (plug flow reactor) that includes the mass
transfer impact between gas and liquid phases.

After modeling the reaction system, the parameters were esti-
mated using MATLAB software. Parameter estimation plays a sig-
nificant role in modeling the behavior of a system mathematically.
It is a process to augment the accuracy and reliability of the model
by minimizing the difference between the calculated and experi-
mental values [33]. We used fifteen data sets to fit each reaction
parameter, and each set was obtained at steady-state condition.
The objective function, F, was used for optimization in this proce-
dure, and is expressed as:

(23)

d NO[ ]
dt

----------------  = − 4k1 NO[ ]2 O2[ ] + 
kGAG

V
------------

⎝ ⎠
⎛ ⎞

NO
NO[ ]* − NO[ ]( )

Conversion of NO %( ) = 
NO[ ]i − NO[ ]f

NO[ ]i
---------------------------------- 100×

Fobj = Σi=1
NrespΣj=1

Nexp yexp, i − ycal, i( )2

Fig. 3. Equilibria relating the gaseous and aqueous nitrogen oxides and oxyacids [32].
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where, yexp, i and ycal, i represent the experimental and calculated re-
sults for component i for the jth experiment. Nresp and Nexp are the
number of species in the system and experimental runs, respectively.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

1. Experimental Results for NO Oxidation in Gas Phase
The results and conditions of the experiments for NO oxidation

in gas phase are shown in Fig. 4. These experiments were con-
ducted under various operating conditions (change of flow rate,
temperature, NO concentration, and O2 concentration). Fig. 4(a)
indicates the conversion of NO with respect to change of the O2

concentration at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1, temperature of 298 K, and
NO concentration of 50 ppm. The extra experiments were con-
ducted by varying the O2 concentration and temperature at a flow
rate of 2 L·min−1 and NO concentration of 50 ppm, and injecting
water vapor into the existing exhaust gas at 10 mL·min−1, as shown
in Fig. 4(b), to scrutinize the effect of water vapor in the actual
exhaust gas on NO oxidation. The conversion of nitric oxide to
nitrogen dioxide was found to be almost negligible in gas phase
regardless of the NO concentration, O2 concentration, and tempera-
ture. Meanwhile, the water vapor content in the actual exhaust gas
from the SMV was approximately 12-13vol%. Despite the high equi-
librium conversion for the reaction, such low conversion rate of
NO indicates that these results might be due to the characteristics
of the SMV process (short contact time).
2. Experimental Results for NO Oxidation in Liquid Phase

The conditions and results for the NO oxidation experiments in
liquid phase are shown in Fig. 5. These experiments were conducted
at various operating conditions (change of flow rate, temperature,
NO concentration, O2 concentration, volume of the water bath).
As noted, NO oxidation in aqueous phase is relatively faster than
that in gas phase, which was confirmed by the experimental results
at each condition.

The graph in Fig. 5(a) is in the form of a parabola, which shows
that the reaction was composed of more than one primary reac-
tion. The higher oxygen concentrations increased the conversion
of NO in the presence and absence of H2O2 in the water bath, as
shown in Fig. 5(b). In the absence of oxygen, nitric oxide was hardly

converted to nitrogen dioxide in water without H2O2; however,
about 6.9% of the nitric oxide was converted to nitrogen dioxide
in water diluted by H2O2, which means that H2O2 reacted with
NO. Fig. 5(c) indicates the conversion of NO with respect to the
flow rate at 50 ppm NO and 10 vol% of O2 at room temperature
of 298 K. Its conversion tends to increase for a while and decrease
at one point with a flow rate of 2 L·min−1. This is expected to affect
the contact time and the bubble flow of gas mixture in the water
bath. Fig. 5(d) and (e) indicate that the conversion corresponds to
the volume of the water bath at the flowrate of 2 L·min−1, NO
concentration of 50 ppm, 10 vol% O2, and room temperature in
the water bath and 1% H2O2 bath, respectively. As the volume of
the water bath increases, the conversion of NO increases linearly.
This is due to the increased contact time of the mixed gas with
water in the bath, caused by the increased volume of the water
bath. The conversion in the bath with H2O2 was about 1.3-times
higher than the conversion in the water bath.

To investigate the effect of the H2O2 concentration, 1% and 3%
H2O2 solutions were prepared, and experiments were performed
in the same manner as for the water bath. The conversion was not
affected in the range of 1-3% H2O2, as shown in Fig. 5(f). The graph
in Fig. 5(g) shows the experimental results for the reaction in the
presence of sodium hydroxide and sodium hypochlorite. Accord-
ing to Kuropka [34], the absorption of nitrogen oxides in an alka-
line solution of sodium hypochlorite and sodium hydroxide provided
a high removal efficiency but did not show any difference com-
pared to our results in water without any additives. In addition,
the NO conversion with respect to pH was investigated (Fig. 5(h)).
As the pH decreased, the NO conversion increased, which shows
the same tendency as that observed by Pires [35]. The conversion
rate was relatively high at pH 1-4 but slowly decreased with respect
to increase of pH. Finally, 1% H2O2 solution at pH 1.5 was pre-
pared. There was a higher removal efficiency (by about 45%) at an
initial NO concentration of 500 ppm. That is, the conversion of
NO to NO2 was the highest in the H2O2 bath at a low pH.
3. Development of Mathematical Model and Analysis of the
Results
3-1. Assumptions of the Model

The experimental apparatus was modeled in the same configu-

Fig. 4. Conversion of NO to NO2 (flow rate=2 L·min−1, 298 K): (a) Effect of the O2 and NO concentration and (b) Effect of the O2 concentra-
tion in the presence of steam at a NO concentration of 50 ppm.
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Fig.5.Absorption ratio of NO (298K): (a) Effect of the NO concentration with water and H2O2 at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1 and 10 vol% O2, (b)
Effect of the O2 concentration with water and H2O2 at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1 and 50 ppm NO, (c) Effect of the flow rate with water
and H2O2 at a 50ppm NO and 10vol% O2, (d) Effect of the water bath volume and NO concentration at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1 and
10 vol% O2, (e) Effect of the H2O2 bath volume and NO concentration at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1 and 10 vol% O2, (f) Effect of the H2O2
concentration and O2 concentration at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1 and 50 ppm NO, (g) Effect of the O2 concentration with sodium hypo-
chlorite and sodium hydroxide at a flow rate of 2 L·min−1 and 50 ppm NO, and (h) Effect of the pH and NO concentration at a flow
rate of 2 L·min−1 and 10 vol% O2.
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ration as that in the SMV reaction system. The modeling was per-
formed to verify the feasibility of this approach for field applications.
Several assumptions were applied: (i) the radial flow was consid-
ered to be marginal, (ii) the Zeldovich mechanism for thermal
NOx formation was ignored, (iii) the post-combustion NO con-
centration was 50 ppm, (iv) the effect of pressure was excluded, (v)
the amount by which the combustion process heated the water
was the same as the heat of vaporization for the LNG processes,
and (vi) the temperature of the water bath was constant.
3-2. Modeling Results for NO Oxidation

NO oxidation to NO2 in gas phase is described as the second
order in nitric oxide and the first order in oxygen. The reaction
rate decreases as the temperature increases. Eq. (9), which is based
on the kinetics of the reaction mechanism that includes NO3, N2O3,
and N2O5 as intermediates, was used to model the system. The
conversion of NO was predicted at various operating conditions
(of concentration of O2, concentration of NO, and the flow rate).
However, the effects of various conditions on the reaction of the
gas remained as almost 0% as described earlier. These results have
a different tendency from NO oxidation at equilibrium conditions.
The reaction rate decreased if the initial concentration of NO was
low because of the reaction orders. These results are reasonable
because the SMV system has a short residence time. In addition,
the kinetics and mechanism in the presence of steam were investi-
gated, and the results also showed no further impacts on the reac-
tion, which is the same as the experimental results.

NO oxidation in aqueous phase is described in the second order
with respect to nitric oxide and the first order with respect to oxy-
gen. The rate constant for the oxidation of nitric oxide in liquid
phase is about 1,000 times higher than that in gas phase. The kinet-

ics of the reaction mechanism that includes NO2, HNO2, and NO3

as intermediates (Eqs. (15) to (18)) was indicated in Eq. (24). In
the mathematical model, the concentrations of NO2 and N2O3 are
expressed as the concentration of NO:

(24)

The results of the experiments and modeling of the liquid NO
oxidation reaction are compared in Fig. 6. The NO conversion in-
creased with respect to the oxygen concentration, while the NO
conversion decreased when the flow rate was reduced. The experi-
mental results showed that the NO conversion increased by 17%
in an oxygen range of 0-13%, flow rate of 1-3 L·min−1, and vol-
ume of 18-54 L, which was consistent with the modeling results.
However, when additional air or oxygen only was injected, an insig-
nificant NOx conversion rate was expected for the application to
SMV. According to the experimental and modeling results, there
was no substantial change in the NOx conversion at oxygen con-
centrations of 10% or more when the O2 concentration was in-
creased. An additional method was required for a large reduction
compared to the existing NOx conversion because the oxygen
content in the exhaust gas that was discharged from the stack in
the SMV was about 4%.

The injection of H2O2 into the solution accelerated the NO oxi-
dation reaction, which increased the conversion. The oxidation
reaction of NO by H2O2 was shown in the first order with respect
to both NO and H2O2, and the second order in overall [36]. How-
ever, Thomas et al. [37] indicated that this reaction is shown in

d NO[ ]
dt

----------------  = − 2k1 NO[ ]2 O2[ ] − k2 NO[ ] NO2[ ]  + k3 N2O3[ ]

− 
kGAG

V
------------

⎝ ⎠
⎛ ⎞

NO
NO[ ]* − NO[ ]( )

Fig. 6. Effect of oxygen concentration, flow rate, and volume of the bath in the aqueous phase.
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to other algorithms [39]. This method might not be proper to find
a global minimum point because the objective functions might
have several local optimum points. However, we restricted the oper-
ating conditions of the model to meet the condition for field appli-
cations. Therefore, the Levenberg-Marquardt algorithm was con-
sidered to be appropriate enough to evaluate the validity and param-
eters with good initial values.

Table 6 shows the estimated parameters, from which the initial
values were obtained in the section “Mathematical Modeling.” The
results of the parameter estimation did not deviate significantly
from the literature. Parity plots were drawn using MATLAB to
compare the estimated parameters with the initial values (Fig. 7).
The experimental results were more consistent with the predicted
results for the data shown in Fig. 7(b) than that in Fig. 7(a), which
supports the validity of the parameter estimation. Lastly, the ten-
dency for NO oxidation under various operating conditions is
shown in Fig. 8. It shows the final modeling results for liquid-phase
reaction with respect to the O2 concentration, volume of the bath,
flow rate (gas velocity), H2O2 concentration, and pH value. It is
illustrated as 3D diagrams for understanding, which has the same
tendency as the results of Fig. 6. The graphs of Fig. 8(a) and (b)
show the NO conversion with respect to the volume of the bath
and flow rate, and to the O2 concentration and flow rate, respec-
tively. The NO conversion with respect to the pH value and H2O2

concentration of the bath is exhibited in Fig. 8(c). These are more
consistent with the experimental results than the before parame-

zero order with respect to the concentration of H2O2 in solutions
containing a small amount of H2O2. In this work, the reaction was
also considered in zero order with H2O2. The results of the experi-
ments and modeling of the oxidation reaction of NO in the pres-
ence of H2O2 are compared in Fig. 6. The NO oxidation in the
presence of H2O2 showed a higher conversion of NO than in the
presence of water. However, there was no conversion difference for
the 1% and 3% H2O2 baths at the same volume, flow rate, and O2

concentration.
The predicted and experimental results differ with respect to

the effect of the flow rate within a certain range of flowrate (i.e.
<1L/min) because of the formation of larger bubbles and the coales-
cence of bubbles caused in the system. The low flow rate increased
the residence time but decreased the gas-liquid interfacial area
[38]. Additional modifications reflecting the flow model might be
required, but have not been considered in this research because such
low flowrate is generally not considered for actual SMV operation.
3-3. Results of Parameter Estimation

The MATLAB optimization tool was used (Table 6 and Fig. 7)
to yield optimal parameters for the kinetic model. It is a nonlinear
problem; thus, the optimization was performed with the fsolve func-
tion of the optimization tool, which is nonlinear system solver. The
fsolve function has three algorithms for optimization: trust region dog-
leg, trust region reflective, and Levenberg-Marquardt. The Leven-
berg-Marquardt algorithm was used because it has a greater stability
and provides prompt results to find the optimal value compared

Table 6. Parameter estimation results for modeling
Parameter Value Unit Parameter Value Unit
K3, g 3.480E-04 L∙mol−1 (kGAG/V)NO 1.000E-03 s−1

K4, g 1.240E+01 L∙mol−1 (kGAG/V)O2 1.000E-03 s−1

K5, g 1.660E+05 L∙mol−1 kH2O2 4.650E-02 s−1

k6, g 6.200E-03 s−1 k (pH 1.5) 6.720E+06 L2∙mol−2∙s−1

k7, g 2.960E+07 L∙mol−1∙s−1 k (pH 3) 6.063E+06 L2∙mol−2∙s−1

k1, l 2.284E+06 L2∙mol−2∙s−1 k (pH 7) 2.284E+06 L2∙mol−2∙s−1

k2, l 1.077E+09 L∙mol−1∙s−l k (pH 12) 2.247E+06 L2∙mol−2∙s−1

k3, l 3.700E+04 s−1

k4, l 1.110E+03 s−1

Fig. 7. Parity plots: (a) Initial values and (b) Estimated values.
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ter estimation. Therefore, the model results are reliable enough to
predict the properties of the system.

CONCLUSION

We developed a new method to reduce NOx from the SMV flue
gas further with minimum modification of the existing system. For
this, reaction mechanism and kinetics were investigated through
experiment, and a mathematical model of the system was devel-
oped based on the experiment results in this research.

For the oxidation of NO to NO2, we conducted two separate
experiments in gas and aqueous phases. In gas phase, nitric oxide
is rarely converted to NO2, regardless of the operating conditions
(e.g., presence of water vapor, temperature, flow rate, and initial
concentrations of NO and O2). Even though the NO oxidation reac-
tion has a high equilibrium conversion, it is considered that this
result comes from the short residence time and the reduction of
the reaction rate by a small amount of NO. We found that in this
system, injecting additional oxygen and air to the exhaust gas, dis-
charged from the burner, did not have a significant effect on NOx
removal.

In the absorption experiments, namely, the liquid-phase reaction
of NO, the following aspects were observed.

• The experimental results exhibited a tendency to increase the
NO conversion as the flow rate was reduced, or the initial concen-
tration of NO or O2 was increased.

• At oxygen concentrations of 10% or greater, the NO conver-
sion did not change significantly with increasing oxygen concen-
trations. There are expected economic and efficiency limitations if
additional NO conversion is required by injecting only additional
air or oxygen into the system.

• The conversion of NO in the H2O2 bath was approximately
1.3-times higher than that in the water bath without H2O2. In par-
ticular, the NO was partially converted to NO2 in the H2O2 bath in
the absence of oxygen, which shows that H2O2 reacts directly with
nitric oxide. There was little change in the conversion of NO in
the water bath in the presence of ≥10% O2, and the conversion
rate increased relatively linearly when the oxygen concentration
increased in the H2O2 bath.

• The experimental results for the effects of pH indicated that a
high conversion occurred at low pH. A low pH in the H2O2 bath
increased the NO conversion by up to 23% at a NO concentra-

Fig. 8. (a) Effect of the gas velocity and volume of the bath, (b) Effect of the gas velocity and O2 concentration, and (c) Effect of the pH and
H2O2 concentration.
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tion of 50 ppm.
The modeling results for the liquid-phase reaction also indicated

that the NO conversions in the water bath and H2O2 bath increased
with respect to the O2 concentration and volume of the bath, but
the conversion decreased with respect to the flow rate. For the
change of flowrate, the modeling results deviated from the experi-
mental results in the range of low flow rate because of the effect of
bubbles. However, such low flowrate is not applicable to field applica-
tions because it must not lose its function as a heat exchanger. For
this reason, the modeling results are reliable enough to predict the
final NOx amount from the SMV system. This model was estab-
lished based on the mechanisms and kinetics from the literature,
enabling prediction of the actual experimental system. In addi-
tion, parameters of the model were adjusted to achieve high accu-
racy of the simulation results. For the optimization algorithm, we
adopted the Levenberg-Marquardt in the research.

Based on the experimental and modeling results, the feasibility
and availability for field applications were examined prior to the
demonstration study of an actual SMV by injecting additional air
or oxygen into the system, using a 1-3% H2O2 solution bath instead
of a conventional water bath, and controlling the pH. This approach
can be directly used without significant changes to the operating
conditions of the existing SMV system, which makes it possible to
deal with the strict environmental regulations for NOx, discharged
from the stack while not losing its inherent function as a heat ex-
changer. In this regard, the modified process can be easily applica-
ble to field without high economic burdens, including additional
capital and operating costs.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This work was supported by Korea Gas Corporation and a re-
search project of the Development of Integrated Interactive Model
for Subsea and Topside System to Evaluate the Process Design of
Offshore Platform, funded by the Ministry of Trade (project No.
10060099).

REFERENCES

1. NIER, National Air Pollutants Emission 2012, 11-1480523-002293-
01, Ministry of Environment, Korea (2012).

2. Z. Guan, J. Ren, D. Chen, L. Hong, F. Li, D. Wang, Y. Ouyang and
Y. Gao, Korean J. Chem. Eng., 33, 3102 (2016).

3. S. Egashira, Kobelco Technol. Rev., 32, 64 (2013).
4. K. Lee, Appl. Chem. Eng., 21, 243 (2010).
5. M. E. Morrison, R. G. Rinker and W. H. Corcoran, Ind. Eng. Chem.

Fundam., 5, 175 (1966).

6. H. Tsukahara, T. Ishida and M. Mayumi., Nitric Oxide, 3, 191 (1999).
7. M. Bodenstein and L. Wachenheim, Z. Elektrochem., 24, 183 (1918).
8. C.F.H. Tipper and R.K. Williams, Trans. Faraday Soc., 57, 79 (1961).
9. J. C. Treacy and F. Daniels, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 77, 2033 (1955).

10. J. Mahenc, G. Clot and R. Bes, Bull. Soc. Chim. Fr., 5, 1578 (1971).
11. I. C. Hisatsune and L. Zafonte, J. Phys. Chem., 73, 2980 (1969).
12. J. Olbregts, Int. J. Chem. Kinet., 17, 835 (1985).
13. J. H. Smith, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 65, 74 (1943).
14. R. Cueto and W. A. Pryor, Vib. Spectrosc., 7, 97 (1994).
15. F. B. Brown and R. H. Crist, J. Chem. Phys., 9, 840 (1941).
16. J. D. Greig and P. G. Hall, Trans. Faraday. Soc., 63, 655 (1967).
17. J. D. Greig and P. G. Hall, Trans. Faraday. Soc., 62, 652 (1966).
18. A. Aida, K. Miyamoto, S. Saito, T. Nakano, M. Nishimura, Y.

Kawakami, Y. Omori, S. Ando, T. Ichida and Y. Ishibe, Nihon Kyobu
Shikkan Gakkai Zasshi, 33, 306 (1995).

19. D. H. Stedman and H. Niki, J. Phys. Chem., 77, 2604 (1973).
20. J. J. Bufalini and E. R. Stephens, Int. J. Air Water. Poll., 9, 123 (1965).
21. W. A. Glasson and C. S. Tuesday, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 85, 2901 (1963).
22. V. L. Pogrebnaya, A. P. Usov, A. V. Baranov, A. I. Nesterenko and

P. I. Bez’yazychnyi, Zh. Prikl. Khim., 48, 954 (1975).
23. R. S. Lewis and W. M. Deen, Chem. Res. Toxicol., 7, 568 (1994).
24. D. A. Wink, J. F. Darbyshire, R. W. Nims, J. E. Saavedra and P. C.

Ford, Chem. Res. Toxicol., 6, 23 (1993).
25. H. H. Awad and D. M. Stanbury, Int. J. Chem. Kinet., 25, 375 (1993).
26. X. L. Long, Z. L. Xin, M. B. Chen, W. Li, W. D. Xiao and W. K.

Yuan, Sep. Purif. Technol., 58, 328 (2008).
27. D. S. Jin, B. R. Deshwal, Y. S. Park and H. K. Lee, J. Hazard. Mater.

B, 135, 412 (2006).
28. J. M. Kasper, C. A. Clausen III and C. D. Cooper, J. Air Waste Man-

age. Assoc., 46, 127 (1996).
29. A. D. Bhanarkar, R. K. Gupta, R. B. Biniwale and S. M. Tamhane,

Int. J. Environ. Sci. Technol., 11, 1537 (2014).
30. D. Thomas and J. Vanderschuren, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res., 36, 3315

(1997).
31. D. Thomas and J. Vanderschuren, Sep. Purif. Technol., 18, 37 (1999).
32. S. E. Schwartz and W. H. White, Adv. Environ. Sci. Eng., 4, 1 (1981).
33. S. Park, Y. Lee, G. Kim and S. Hwang, Korean J. Chem. Eng., 33,

3417 (2016).
34. J. Kuropka, Environ. Prot. Eng., 37, 13 (2011).
35. M. Pires, M. J. Rossi and D. S. Ross, Int. J. Chem. Kinet., 26, 1207

(1994).
36. K. K. Baveja, D. S. Rao and M. K. Sarkar, J. Chem. Eng. Jpn., 12, 322

(1979).
37. D. Thomas and J. Vanderschuren, Chem. Eng. Sci., 51, 2649 (1996).
38. T. Wang and J. Wang, Chem. Eng. Sci., 62, 7107 (2007).
39. H. Lee, S. Lee, S. Hwang and D. Jin, Korean Chem. Eng. Res., 54,

340 (2016).



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /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 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 /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (Color Management Off)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 290
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 290
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 800
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


