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Abstract: This study presents a cost effective and quantitative method for the characterization of flow units and prediction
of hydrocarbon recovery of the reservoirs in wells D and E, “Aqua field”, Niger Delta. It involves petrophysical evaluation
of well log data in order to obtain porosity and permeability values which were useful in identifying and characterizing
flow units with the help of the Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz Plot (SMLP). This plot was then used to identify the
number of flow units, key flow unit characteristics and anticipated production performance of the hydrocarbon bearing
reservoir and the data subjected into a numerical simulator that allows better resolution characteristics of the well. The
D-1 reservoir interval has five flow units, which comprise both speed zones and baffle intervals. Reservoirs E-1 to E-4
also have a total of 21 flow units. High values of flow unit speed and high angle flow capacity inflexion indicate speed
zones which are prone to sharp decline, while baffles of low value flow unit speed and low angle flow capacity show
shallow to steady production decline with time. A better understanding of the fluid flow variations within the reservoir
intervals helps in the accurate design of reservoir simulation model for effective hydrocarbon recovery and management.
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INTRODUCTION

Characterization of reservoirs to delineate flow units is
the key to successful oil field development programs. Various
methods have been proposed for sub-dividing reservoirs into
layers such as lithofacies, petrofacies, electrofacies, and
hydraulic flow units or flow units. Flow units, which do not
always coincide with geologic lithofacies, subdivide
reservoirs into zones (layers) based on hydraulic flow
properties and are best suited to determine reservoir layering
for flow-simulation studies. This method is valuable because
the recovery efficiency of such reservoir is influenced by its
heterogeneities, especially the distribution of porosity and
permeability. Hence, to develop a reservoir model that
represents the reservoir’s properties, one must be able to
define the vertical distribution of the rock and fluid
properties in each reservoir interval. The delineation of
reservoirs into flow units with distinct hydraulic flow
properties is useful in identifying possible preferential flow
zones. To achieve this, the knowledge of porosity and
permeability is essential for developing an effective reservoir
description that controls the strategies involved in well
completions, stimulation, and reservoir management.

The Niger delta basin has numerous marginal productive
or abandoned oil fields whose production records are non-

existent and thus hampers further development. The purpose
of this study is to identify reservoir flow units from well
logs D and E, using the Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz
(SML) plot. These wells were drilled in the “Aqua-field”,
Central Swamp I Depo-Belt of the Niger delta. The earlier
the flow unit determination is done in the life of a reservoir,
the greater the understanding of the future reservoir
performance.

GEOLOGIC SETTING AND STRATIGRAPHY

The Niger delta clastic wedge spans a 75,000 km? in
southern Nigeria and is located at the apex of Gulf of
Guinea, offshore Nigeria. It lies between latitudes 3° and
6°N and longitudes 5° E and 8°E (Fig.1).

The stratigraphy of the Niger delta consists of three
diachronous lithostratigraphic units that form a major
regressive cycle from Eocene to Recent in age (Fig.2). These
are the continental top facies (Benin Formation), the paralic
delta front facies (Agbada Formation) and the Akata
Formation which form the pro-delta facies represented by a
prograding depositional facies that are distinguished
mostly on the basis of sand-shale ratios which apparently
decrease in age, basinward (Short and Stauble, 1967). The
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Fig.1. Index map of Niger Delta, Nigeria showing the study area and the studied wells D and E

Benin Formation is the shallowest unit of the Niger delta
clastic wedge and occurs throughout the entire onshore and
part of the offshore Niger delta. The overall thickness of
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Fig.2. Stratigraphic column showing the three formations of the
Niger Delta (Shannon and Naylor, 1989; Doust and
Omatsola, 1990).

the formation varies from 1,000 ft in the offshore to 10,000
ft, onshore. Various structural units are identifiable within
the formation: point bars, channel fills, and natural levees.
The oldest known age of the Benin Formation at the surface
is Miocene while at the sub-surface, Oligocene.

The Agbada Formation underlies the Benin Formation
and occurs throughout Niger delta clastic wedge with
thicknesses ranging from 3,000 m to 4,500 m, where it
outcrops around Ogwashi and Asaba, southern Nigeria
(Doust and Omatsola, 1989). The lithologies consist of
alternating sands, silts and shales, arranged within ten to
hundred feet successions, and defined by progressive upward
changes in grain size and bed thickness. The strata are
generally interpreted to have formed in fluvial-deltaic
environments. The formation ranges in age from Eocene to
Pleistocene. Most structural traps observed in the Niger delta
developed during syn-sedimentary deformation of the
Agbada paralic sequence (Evamy et al., 1978). The
interbedded shales within the formation form the primary
seal.

The Akata Formation is the basal sedimentary unit,
estimated to be 21,000 ft thick in the central part of the
clastic wedge (Doust and Omatsola, 1989). It is
characterized by dark grey shales and silts, with rare streaks
of sand of probable turbidite flow origin (Doust and
Omatsola, 1989). The Akata shales are typically under-
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compacted and over-pressured. The shales also form diapiric
structures including shale swells and ridges which often
intrude into overlying Agbada Formation. The Akata
Formation (Paleocene to Recent) is thought to be the main
source rock of hydrocarbons in the Niger delta (Doust and
Omatsola, 1989).

MATERIALS AND METHODS

In this study, a suite of well logs from wells D and E
(Fig.3), obtained from the ‘Aqua field’ of the Niger Delta
were analyzed using the Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz
(SML) plot. This is a plot of the cumulative flow capacity
and cumulative storage capacity of the reservoir derived
from its petrophysical evaluation values. The cumulative
flow and storage capacities were estimated using the Maglio
and Johnson (2000) formula.

%kh =k (h-h)+k,(h-h)+ ... k(h-h)Zk(h-h )
)

%0oh = 0,(h-h)+,(h,-h) + ... ¢,(h-h)/Zd (b -h, )
2
Subunits with similar porosity and permeability

characteristics were identified and key flow unit characters
and production performance were interpreted based on the

inflexions on the slope of the flow capacity in the SML plots.
Also, the cumulative porosity, 0-ft (%) and cumulative
permeability, k-ft (%) were calculated for every 0.5ft of the
hydrocarbons bearing intervals. Then, the tabulation of the
porosity, 0-ft (pH) and permeability, k-ft (KH) for each of
the 0.5ft interval, and expressed as a percentage of the total
porosity, ¢-ft and permeability, k-ft, summed over the entire
hydrocarbons bearing zone. A log of Flow Unit Speed (FUS)
was generated by plotting the ratio of cumulative
permeability, k-ft and cumulative porosity, 0-ft against depth
to confirm the key flow characteristics already delineated.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Reservoir D-1

The results show that five flow unit intervals were
delineated using the Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz plot
(Fig. 4). The reservoir’s storage capacity has a 45 trending
with separation from the flow capacity, which indicates that
some pores are not contributing to the flow. Flow units 1, 2
and 4 are speed zones which have a high angle trend flow
capacity with low average volume of shale value of 0.03v/v
decimal. These speed zones equally have higher porosity
and permeability values compared to other flow unit intervals
(Tables 1 and 2). At a reservoir interval of 183 ft, flow units
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Fig.3. Log response plot for Aqua Well D and E
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Fig.4. (a) Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz (SML) and (b) Flow unit speed (FUS) plots for Reservoir D-1 intervals (11175-11579ft).

1, 2 and 4 contribute 51.9% and 77.7% of storage capacity
and flow capacity respectively. These zones have a steep
and sharp decline, which is shown by the high values of
flow unit speed greater than 1.11 (Table 2). This is indicated
by the red circled region in the flow unit speed (FUS) plot
(Fig. 4). Also, flow units 3 and 5, which represent the baffles,
have a thickness of 217 ft with an average shale volume of
0.06v/v. The average porosity and permeability for these
baffles are 0.18v/v and 364.81mD respectively, and they
have low values of flow unit speed less than 1 (Fig. 4 and
Table 2). Long time production dominance will be from these
intervals which contribute 48.09% storage capacity and
22.1% flow capacity.

Reservoir E-1

In this reservoir, seven flow units were delineated based

on the inflection points along the flow capacity trend line
(Fig.5). The storage capacity is evenly distributed throughout
the reservoir as evidenced by the plot of a 45° trend. The
overlap between the flow capacity and storage capacity
shows that all the pores are contributing equally to the flow.
Flow units 2, 4 and 6 are conduits (speed zone) which are
indicated by a higher degree trend angle of flow capacity
(Fig.5), contributing about 65.27% flow capacity and
93.57% storage capacity. These units also have the highest
value of flow unit speed greater than 1.4 (Fig.5, Tables 1
and 3). An anticipated sharp and steep decline period that is
relatively short is observed for these conduit intervals
considering the difference in the percentage of the flow and
storage capacities. Flow units 1, 3, 5 and 7, which have a
relatively lower angle or horizontal flow capacity trends,
are baffles and/or seals. They contribute about 60.07% of

Table 1. Average Petrophysical Properties evaluated for Aqua Wells D and E Reservoirs

Wells/ Depth Interval (ft) Thickness NGR  V_(v/v) o, (v/v) S (v/v) S (v/v) BVW(v/v) S . (v/v) K(mD)
Reservoirs Top Base (ft)
D-1 11175 11579 404 0.96 0.042 0.20 0.31 0.69 0.058 0.13 891.32
E-1 9943 10133 190 0.56 0.11 0.24 0.14 0.86 0.031 0.11 3471.82
E-2 10294 10361 67 0.98 0.064 0.23 0.10 0.90 0.021 0.11 2163.47
E-3 11157 11254 97 0.87 0.071 0.25 0.14 0.86 0.03 0.09 3885.13
E-4 11863 12228 365 0.93 0.04 0.23 0.07 0.93 0.016 0.10 2480.44
Table 2. Summary of Flow and Storage capacity and Flow unit speed for Reservoir D-1

FU#  Depth interval (ft) Thickness (ft)  V, (v/v) Av.6 (v/v)  Av.K (mD) 6H (%)  kH (%) FUS

1 11175-11248 73 0.03 0.23 1695.84 21.10 34.81 1.65

2 11249-11307 58 0.04 0.22 1674.84 16.61 27.4 1.65

3 11308-11361 53 0.07 0.17 365.08 11.78 5.47 0.46

4 11362-11414 52 0.03 0.21 1067.12 14.19 15.49 1.11

5 11415-11579 164 0.04 0.18 364.54 36.31 16.63 0.46

FU# = Flow unit number; V, = Volume of shale; Av.6 = Average porosity; Av.K = Average permeability; 6H = Storage capacity; KH = flow capacity; FUS = Flow unit speed.
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storage capacity and 38.2% flow capacity at an interval of
120 ft. The values of flow unit speed, porosity and
permeability for these units are relatively low compared to
the conduit zones (Fig. 5, Table 3). These zones are expected
to have a steady to shallow decline in production, and will
sustain long time hydrocarbon production.

Reservoir E-2

A total of six flow units were delineated in this reservoir
(Fig.6). Flow units 1, 2 and 3 are speed zones (conduits),

705

having a total thickness of 21 ft with an average volume of
shale, porosity and permeability values of 5%, 0.26v/v and
3471.46mD respectively. These flow units contribute a total
storage capacity of 39.94% and flow capacity of 58.14%
within the interval. A high value of flow and storage
capacities suggests a steep decline with production which
is also reflected by high values of the flow unit speed plots
(Fig.6, Table 3). The baffle or seal zones are represented by
flow units 4, 5 and 6, which are 41 ft thick. They contribute
a total storage capacity of 60.06% and 41.94% flow capacity
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Fig.5. (a) Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz (SML) and (b) Flow unit speed (FUS) plots for Reservoir E-1 intervals (9943-10133ft).
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Fig.6. (a) Stratigraphic Modified Lorenz (SML) and (b) Flow unit speed (FUS) plots for Reservoir E-2 intervals (10294-10361ft).
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Table 3. Summary of Flow and Storage capacity and Flow unit speed for Reservoirs E-1, E-2, E-3 and E-4

FU#  Depth interval (ft) Thickness (ft)  V,(v/v)  Avd(v/v)  AvK(mD) 6H (%) kH (%) FUS
Reservoir E-2

1 9943-9991 48 0.09 0.25 2945.63 26.75 21.77 0.81
2 9992-10010 18 0.06 0.28 6096.74 11.75 17.47 1.49
3 10011-10043 32 0.18 0.19 1086.54 13.77 5.41 0.39
4 10044-10079 35 0.06 0.27 5808.19 21.63 35 1.62
5 10080-10089 9 0.20 0.21 3162.54 4.64 4.78 1.03
6 10090-10101 11 0.05 0.25 7080.85 6.55 12.8 1.95
7 10102-10133 31 0.15 0.21 1293.69 14.91 6.24 0.42
Reservoir E-2

1 10294-10300 6 0.06 0.25 2543.25 10.65 11.40 1.07
2 10301-10305 4 0.04 0.26 3833.70 8.65 13.22 1.53
3 10306-10317 11 0.05 0.26 4037.44 20.64 33.42 1.62
4 10318-10333 15 0.04 0.24 2141.89 25.34 23.64 0.93
5 10334-10345 11 0.06 0.20 927.02 15.77 7.67 0.49
6 10346-10361 15 0.12 0.19 994.12 18.95 10.63 0.56
Reservoir E-3

1 11157-11172 15 0.05 0.31 11269.07 20.63 47.59 231
2 11173-11183 10 0.11 0.21 1207.24 9.49 3.51 0.36
3 11184-11194 10 0.03 0.29 6459.81 13.15 18.76 1.43
4 11195-11217 22 0.13 0.21 1286.05 20.34 7.81 0.38
5 11218-11254 36 0.05 0.24 2317.22 36.39 2233 0.61
Reservoir E-4

1 11867-11975 108 0.03 0.27 5210.22 35.80 64.76 1.81
2 11976-12006 30 0.08 0.19 1050.15 7.13 3.58 0.50
3 12007-12228 221 0.04 0.22 1296.27 57.07 31.66 0.56

FU# = Flow unit number; V, _
capacity; KH = flow capacity; FUS =Flow unit speed

(Table 3). These flow units are characterized by low values
of flow unit speed as well as porosity and permeability. Long
time production can be sustained from these flow unit
intervals, which usually have a shallow decline with
production.

Reservoir E-3

The five flow units identified in reservoir E-3 show that
the speed zones are found in units 1 and 3, while the baffles
are in units 2, 4 and 5 (Fig.7). The storage capacity plotata
45° trend on the SML plot and the separation between the
storage and flow capacities shows that not all pores are
contributing to the flow. The speed zones have a high trend
angle of flow capacity with an average volume of shale,
porosity and permeability of 0.26v/v, 4% and 3290.35mD
respectively. These intervals contribute about 31.29% to
storage capacity and 44.82% to flow capacity for a thickness
of 17ft. An anticipated steep decline as production progresses
is indicated by the high value (> 1.4) plot of flow unit speed
(Fig.7, Table 3). On the other hand, flow units 2, 4 and 5 are
typically baffles with lower slope inflexion for flow capacity
and low values of flow unit speed (< 1.0). It contributes
66.22% storage capacity and 33.65% flow capacity (Table
3). Higher volume of shale and lower values of porosity,

Volume of shale; Av.¢ = Average porosity; Av.K = Average permeability; $H = Storage

permeability and flow unit speed were observed for these
intervals compared to the conduit zones. A shallow decline
with production is anticipated within these zones with long
time production contribution.

Reservoir E-4

This interval is dominantly of sands with net to gross
ratio of 0.93. The average values for its shale volume,
porosity and permeability are 0.04v/v, 23% and 2480.44mD
respectively. The flow unit distribution within the reservoir
E-4 delineated using SML and FUS plot were implored to
upscale a reservoir interval of 365 feet (Fig.8). A total of
three flow units were delineated based on the flow capacity
inflexion. Flow unit 1 (11867-11975 ft) is a speed zone,
which is shown by the low values of shale volume and high
values of porosity, permeability, flow capacity and flow unit
speed (Fig.8, Table 3). These intervals contribute a total of
64.76% flow capacity and 35.8% of storage in the reservoir,
indicating a steep decline as production progresses. Flow
units 2 and 3 (11976-12228 ft) are baftles with higher values
of shale volume and lower values of porosity, permeability
and flow unit speed compared to the flow unit 1. The storage
and flow capacities contribution from these units are about
64.4% and 35.24% respectively, which is an indication of
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long time dominance with production. The units are also
expected to be associated with shallow decline.

CONCLUSIONS

Flow unit characterization has been effectively used in
this study to delineate units of similar fluid flow features

JOUR.GEOL.SOC.INDIA, VOL.84, DEC. 2014

within the reservoirs of wells D and E in the “Aqua field”,
Niger delta. These units represent the speed zones and the
baffles. Well D reservoir has five (5) flow units with a
thickness of 404ft. The speed zones are 131ft thick while
the baffles are of 2691t thick. Additionally, Well-E reservoirs
have twenty-two (22) flow units with a total thickness of
719ft. The baffle zones which are characterized by steady
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shallow flow performance make up 518ft thickness while
2011t thickness constitutes the speed zones (conduit). The
“Aqua field” reservoirs are dominated greatly by baffle flow
unit intervals characterized by low values of flow unit speed
as well as porosity and permeability, whereas the speed zones
usually have high flow unit speeds, porosity and
permeability. Hydrocarbons production over a long time can

be steadily sustained from these baffle flow unit intervals,
which usually have a shallow decline as compared to the
speed zones with sharp decline in production . The
identification of the flow units guides in the accurate design
of reservoir simulation, apart from capturing the reservoir
heterogeneity, which is a major factor that affects oil recovery
especially during the enhanced oil recovery stage.

References

AMAFFULE, J.O., ALTUNBAY, M., T1aB, D., KERsEY, D.G., and KEELAN,
D.K. (1993) Enhanced Reservoir Description; Using Core and
Log Data to Identify Hydraulic (Flow) Units and Predict
Permeability in uncored Intervals/Wells. SPE paper presented
at the 1993 SPE Annual Technical Conference and Exhibition,
Houston, Texas, pp.3-6.

AsquitH, G.B and Gisson, C.R. (1982) Basic Well Log analysis
for Geologists AAPG methods in exploration Series. Amer.
Assoc. Petrol. Geol., Oklahoma. 216p.

AvVBOVBO, A.A. (1978) Tertiary lithostratigraphy of Niger Delta.
Amer. Assoc. Petrol. Geol. Bull., v.62, pp.295-307.

DakE, L.P. (1994) Reservoir Engineering Handbook. Develop-
ments in Petroleum Science, Elsevier, v.36, 433p.

Davies, D.K. and VEssiLL, R.K. (1996) Flow unit characterization
of a shallow shelf carbonate reservoir: North Robertson unit,
West Texas. Society of Petroleum Engineers—Department
of Energy 10th Symposium on Improved Recovery, pp.295—
304.

Davies, D.K., VEsseLL, R.K. and AurmaN, J.B. (1999) Improved
prediction of reservoir behavior through integration of
quantitative geological and petrophysical data. Society of
Petroleum Engineers Reservoir Evaluation and Engineering,
v.2, no.2, pp.149-160.

Doust, D.M. and Omatsora, E. (1990) Niger Delta. /n: J.D.
Edwards and P.A. Santogrossi (Eds.), Divergent/Passive
Margin Basins. Amer. Assoc. Petrol. Geol. Mem., v.48,
pp.239-248.

GUNTER, G.W., FINNERAN, J.M., HARTMANN, D.J. and MILLER, J.D.
(1997a) Early Determination of Reservoir Flow Units Using

an Integrated Petrophysical Method. SPE paper presented at
the 1997 SPE Annual Technical Conference and Exhibition,
San Antonio, Texas, pp.5-8.

GUNTER, G.W., PincH, J.J., FINNERAN, J.M. and Bryant, W.T.
(1997b) Overview of an Integrated Process Model to Develop
Petrophysical Based Reservoir Descriptions. SPE paper
presented at the 1997 SPE Annual Technical Conference and
Exhibition, San Antonio, Texas, pp.9-11.

MagLio-Jounson, T. (2000) Petrophysical definition of flow units
in deep-water sandstone, Lewis Shale, Wyoming (abs.).
American Association of Petroleum Geologists Bulletin, v.84,
no.11, p.1867.

MaRrTIN, A.J. and Soromon, S.T. (1997) Characterization of
Petrophysical Flow units in Carbonate Reservoirs. Amer.
Assoc. Petrol. Geol. Bull., v.8, no.5, pp.734-759.

SHANNON, P.M. and NAYLOR, N. (1989) Petroleum Basin Studies.
Graham and Trotman Limited, London, pp.153-169.

SHorT, K.C. and STAUBLE, A.I. (1967) Outline of Geology of Niger
Delta. Amer. Assoc. Petrol. Geol. Bull., v.51, pp.761-779.
Scart, R. (2006) Stratigraphic Reservoir Characterization for
Petroleum Geologists, Geophysicist and Engineers. Handbook

of Petroleum Exploration and Production, v.6, pp.177-186.

TutTLE, L.W.M., CHARPENTIER, R.R. and BROWNFIELD, E. M. (1999)
The Niger Delta petroleum system: Niger Delta Province,
Nigeria, Cameroon and Equatorial Guinea, Africa. U.S.
Geological Survey Open-File Report, Denver, Colorado, p.70.

WEBER, K.J. and Daukoru, E. (1975) Petroleum Geology of Niger
Delta. 9th World Petroleum Congress Proceedings, v.2, pp.209-
221.

(Received: 3 July 2013; Revised form accepted: 17 July 2013)

JOUR.GEOL.SOC.INDIA, VOL.84, DEC. 2014




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails 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 /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 215
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.04651
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 215
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.04651
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents 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 [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




