
Tiwari et al. Malaria Journal 2010, 9:179
http://www.malariajournal.com/content/9/1/179

Open AccessC A S E  S T U D Y
Case studyReduced susceptibility to selected synthetic 
pyrethroids in urban malaria vector Anopheles 
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Abstract
Background: Synthetic pyrethroids are potent insecticides most commonly used in the vector control programme. 
These are applied for indoor residual sprays, space sprays and in impregnated bed nets. Resistance reduces the efficacy 
of insecticides. Thus, the susceptibility status of the target vector(s) is monitored routinely to select the effective ones. A 
study was undertaken in a malaria endemic coastal city Mangalore, Karnataka, South India, against the known malaria 
vector Anopheles stephensi.

Methods: The susceptibility status was assessed at diagnostic doses of DDT (4%), malathion (5%), deltamethrin 
(0.05%), cyfluthrin (0.15%), alphacypermethrin (0.10%), lambdacyhalothrin (0.05%) and permethrin (0.75%) using the 
standard WHO tube test method during October/November 2006.

Results: Anopheles stephensi was resistant to malathion by 54.9%, but tolerant to deltamethrin by 86.1%, cyfluthrin 
95.5% and alphacypermethrin 90.6%, whereas it was susceptible to DDT by 98.1%, lambdacyhalothrin 98.6% and 
permethrin 100.0%, respectively. The KDT50 and KDT95 values for these insecticides also showed the similar responses.

Conclusion: Susceptibility of An. stephensi to DDT is an important finding as this has never been used in Mangalore 
city, whereas its rural counterpart Anopheles culicifacies is widely resistant to this insecticide. The study explores the 
selection and rotation of the appropriate insecticide molecule even within the same group for effective vector 
management.

Background
In recent years, there are many options and strategies to
combat diseases transmitted by insect vectors. Insecti-
cides still remain the mainstay of vector control pro-
grammes [1]. Synthetic pyrethroids are extensively being
used for indoor residual sprays, space sprays and in
impregnated bed nets. These are highly effective, if opti-
mally applied, but resistance to these chemicals reduces
their impact [2]. Tube and cone bioassays on sprayed sur-
faces and substrates to monitor the susceptibility status of
the target vector(s) are effective tools to assess the effi-
cacy of insecticides. The present work was carried out in

Mangalore city, where malaria has been a serious public
health problem for more than one and half decades [3].
The vector control strategies adopted to curtail malaria
transmission in urban settings are anti-larval operations,
whereas indoor residual spraying (IRS) is not recom-
mended. However, personal protection measure with
insecticide-treated nets (ITNs), especially with synthetic
pyrethroids, has been advocated [4].

Recently under the World Bank-aided Enhanced
Malaria Control Programme (EMCP), ITNs have been
advocated to control malaria in rural areas. To assess the
operational feasibility of ITNs in malaria control in urban
areas, a study on long-lasting insecticide-treated nets
(LLINs) with alphacypermethrin was carried out in the
city from October 2006 to August 2007. Baseline data on
susceptibility status of Anopheles stephensi to different
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insecticides were collected prior to the LLIN trial to
explore an appropriate insecticide molecule.

Methods
Study area
Mangalore city (12°55' LN 74°47'LE, average elevation of
22 m asl) is situated on the Western coast of Arabian Sea
in Karnataka, South India. It has 494,629 inhabitants liv-
ing in an area of 132.45 km2. The climate is tropical with
dry season (January-May), monsoon (June-August) and
post-monsoon (September-December). Average temper-
ature ranges between 16 and 35°C, average relative
humidity around 85%, and 4400 mm of average annual
rainfall. It is a port city with many activities that attract
labour migrants (8-12% of urban population) engaged in
construction related works. The recorded literacy rate is
83%. The city has 60 municipal wards, and the health ser-
vices are provided by five municipal corporation hospitals
and two government hospitals, besides five local medical
colleges. In this city, the annual parasite incidence (API;
cases per 1,000 population annually) varies from 1.2 to
3.1, and contributes nearly 15-20% of the total malaria
cases with few deaths annually in Karnataka, and nearly
0.2-0.8% in India [3]. Anopheles stephensi is the main
malaria vector that preferably breeds in wells, over head
tanks, cement tanks, fountains and also in masonry
tanks, curing waters in construction sites [5]. Active
transmission is recorded during the post-monsoon
months, and recently this insect vector has been incrimi-
nated in this city [5]. The vector control strategies
adopted to curtail malaria transmission are anti-larval
operations using chemical larvicides mainly temephos
and fenthion (both organophosphorus compounds),
indoor pyrethrum spray, outdoor fogging with malathion
and synthetic pyrethroids especially deltamethrin and
cyfluthrin. Larvivorous fish in wells, fountains, water
storage cement tanks, masonry water tanks at construc-
tion sites, are additionally applied.

Insecticide susceptibility tests
Susceptibility of insecticides by tube test method was car-
ried out according to the standard WHO procedure dur-
ing October/November 2006 [6-8] with WHO-supplied
insecticide-impregnated papers as per diagnostic doses,
DDT (4%), malathion (5%), deltamethrin (0.05%), cyflu-
thrin (0.15%), alphacypermethrin (0.10%), lambdacyhalo-
thrin (0.05%) and permethrin (0.75%). Immature stages of
anopheles mosquitoes collected from three sites, Nant-
hoor, Bejai and Balmatta in the city (Figure 1), brought
live to the laboratory, reared to adults. Emerged An. ste-
phensi females were fed on mice blood and full-fed mos-
quitoes were exposed to the insecticide-impregnated
papers for 1 h. Experiments were conducted with a mini-
mum of three replicates with matched controls for each

insecticide in a room maintaining temperature at 27 ±
2°C and 80% relative humidity. The knockdown effect of
each insecticide was recorded every 10 minutes over the
1-h exposure period. Exposed mosquitoes were then
transferred to a recovery tube and provided with 10% glu-
cose solution. Final mortality was recorded after 24 h of
holding time in experimental and control tubes. Mortal-
ity in control between 5 and 20% was corrected with
Abbott's formula [9] and expressed as corrected percent
mortality.

Data analysis
Data were analysed using VassarStats software [10]. Fifty
and 95% knockdown times (KDT50 and KDT95) were esti-
mated by means of a log-time probit model using the Ldp
lineR software [11,12].

Results
The result of bioassays is summarized in Table 1. As per
the WHO criteria, mortality < 80% is considered to be
resistant, 80-98% as tolerant (evaluation required) and >
98% as susceptible [6]. Accordingly, An. stephensi in Man-
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Figure 1 Map showing the study sites in Mangalore City, Karnat-
aka, South India.
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Table 1: Susceptibility status of An. stephensi (October/November, 2006) to standard doses of insecticides (7 such) following WHO methods* (1975) in Mangalore city, 
Karnataka, South India

Diagnostic insecticide 

dose on impregnated 

papers#

Mosquitoes exposed (n) Dead mosquitoes 
after 24 h of 
exposure (n)

Mortality after 24 h of exposure (%) Corrected 

mortality (%)§

KDT50 (CL) KDT95 (CL)

Expt Cont Expt Cont Expt (95% CI) Cont (95% CI)

DDT 4% 60 60 59 7 98.3 (92.99-103.65) 11.65 (6.33-16.89) 98.1 (92.95-103.19) 19.24 (18.87-21.48) 55.67 (47.78-68.50)

Malathion 5% 106 106 65 15 45.36 (13.98-76.74) 14.06 (10.93-17.19) 54.9 (46.74-72.42) 765.82‡ 34147.10‡

Deltamethrin 0.05% 72 72 63 7 86.62 (69.78-103.46) 9.62 (6.24-3.00) 86.1 (76.38-103.93) 37.33 (35.02-39.88) 72.73 (64.96-85.11)

Cyfluthrin 0.15% 77 57 74 8 95.57 (78.5-109.64) 13.93 (9.35-18.51) 95.5 (79.00-110.94) 31.74 (29.50-33.96 69.74 (62.03-81.56)

Alpha-cypermethrin 10% 68 50 62 3 91.2 (86.27-96.13) 6.03 (4.52-7.54) 90.6 (85.34-95.90) 30.33 (27.69-33.12) 83.26 (70.79-104.26)

Lambda-cyhalothrin 0.05% 80 60 79 5 98.75 (94.78-102.72) 8.33 (1.17-15.49) 98.6 (94.10-103.05) 19.20 (17.34-20.97) 50.42 (44.99-58.17)

Permethrin 0.75% 77 57 77 3 100.0 (100.0-100.0) 5.3 (4.04-6.59) 100.0 (100.0-100.0) 16.83 (14.87-18.67) 47.93 (41.35-58.52)

* Mortality recorded < 80% considered resistant, 80-98% tolerant (evaluation required), while > 98% as sensitive.
#Supplied by WHO.
§Corrected mortality was calculated following Abott's formula (1925).
‡Confidence limit could not be calculated due to large g values.
Exp: Experimental; Cont: Control; CI: Confidence interval; CL: Confidence limit
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galore city was resistant to malathion, having 54.9% (95%
CI: 46.74-72.42) mortality, but susceptible to DDT, lamb-
dacyhalothrin and permethrin showing mortalities of
98.1% (95% CI: 92.95-103.19), 98.6% (95% CI: 94.10-
103.05) and 100% respectively. Mortalities recorded to
deltamethrin, cyfluthrin and alphacypermethrin were
86.1% (95% CI: 76.38-103.93), 95.5% (95% CI: 79.00-
110.94) and 90.6% (95% CI: 85.34-95.90), respectively,
indicating tolerance.

The knockdown effect determined over a 1-h period
indicated that, KDT50 and KDT95 for malathion was the
highest among the seven insecticides tested. These values
were also higher for deltamethrin, cyfluthrin and
alphacypermethrin than DDT, lambdacyhalothrin and
permethrin (Table 1).

Discussion
Resistance to both DDT and malathion in An. stephensi
was reported earlier from the rural area of Harayana [13],
from urban areas of Goa [14], and Delhi [15]. In Bikaner
district of Rajasthan, it was reported resistant to DDT
and tolerant to both malathion and permethrin [16]. The
present study showed that An. stephensi is susceptible to
DDT and permethrin, whereas it is resistant to mala-
thion. The KDT50 and KDT95 values were also maximum
for malathion and minimum for permethrin, suggesting
that the knockdown resistance mechanism could be
operating in the mosquito population, as has been dem-
onstrated in lab in An. stephensi with deltamethrin [17].

In Mangalore city, the possible reason for the develop-
ment of resistance in An. stephensi to malathion and low
mortalities in deltamethrin and cyfluthrin could be
attributed to selective pressure from fogging, IRS includ-
ing anti-larval operations with these molecules for more
than a decade. Tolerance in alphacypermethrin could be
the consequence of cross-resistance among synthetic
pyrethroid molecules exhibiting similar resistance mech-
anism [17,18].

Conclusion
Susceptibility of An. stephensi to DDT is an important
finding, whereas its rural counterpart Anopheles culicifa-
cies is widely resistant to this insecticide [18]. The reason
could be that this molecule has never been used in Man-
galore city [3], thus maintaining a status of susceptibility
in the area in absence of selection pressure.

In the ITN programme, only synthetic pyrethroids are
being used for impregnation of nets. A recent report indi-
cated the evolution of resistance in An. gambiae to pyre-
throids in Africa [2], and the reduced susceptibility of An.
stephensi to deltamethrin, cyfluthrin and alphacyper-
methrin in Mangalore city is a matter of concern. In view
of the current scenario, emphasis could be given on other
methods of vector control, preferably biocontrol with

larvivorous fish and different formulations of biolarvi-
cides especially Bacillus thuringiensis var. israelensis
under the integrated vector management programme
[19,20]. In Mangalore city, open dug wells are present in
the courtyard almost in every house and these serve as
major foci (ecological niche) for An. stephensi. The con-
struction activities begin in the vicinity of such wells
leads to profuse breeding of An. stephensi in the curing
waters, masonry tanks and other water collection created
during the activities. Immigrant labourers from malaria
endemic areas act as reservoirs add to the problem
immensely who reside near to these sites. The current
application of fogging should be discontinued as these are
not recommended for routine vector control programme
[4]. Thus the malaria control operation in the city should
focus alternatively on anti-larval strategies [4]. Fort-
nightly application of biolarvicides in the curing waters in
the construction areas and introduction of larvivorous
fish particularly Poecilia [19,20] in all the breeding habi-
tats especially in wells would be the best option for anti-
larval measures. Integrated vector management strategies
specific to this urban setting need to be optimally used
for its appropriate implementation.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors' contributions
ST, SG and KR conceived and arranged the entire study. VPO assisted in con-
duction of the test in the field. APD reviewed and edited the paper. All authors
helped write, read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
To the staff of National Institute of Malaria Research (NIMR), Bangalore Centre 
for their technical assistance. To Dr. P.K. Kar, NIMR, Bangalore centre for review-
ing and to Dr. Chaitali Ghosh, S.R. Nova Pvt. Ltd., Bangalore for editing the man-
uscript.

Author Details
1National Institute of Malaria Research, ICMR Complex, Poojanahalli, 
Kannamangala Post, Devanahalli, Bangalore, 562110, Karnataka, India, 
2National Institute of Malaria Research, Sector 8, Dwarka, New Delhi, 110 077, 
India and 3World Health Organization South East Asia Regional Office, Indra 
Prastha Marg, New Delhi, 110 002, India

References
1. Devine GJ, Ogusuku E: Adaptability is key when monitoring insecticide 

resistance.  Bull World Health Organ 2009, 87:887.
2. N'Guessan R, Corbel V, Akogbeto M, Rowland M: Reduced efficacy of 

insecticide-treated nets and indoor residual spraying for malaria 
control in pyrethroid resistance area, Benin.  Emerg Infect Dis 2007, 
13:199-206.

3. National Vector Borne Disease Control Programme (NVBDCP): Annual 
Reports on Malaria and other Vector Borne Diseases Directorate of Health 
and Family Welfare Services, Government of Karnataka, Bangalore; 2008. 

4. National Vector Borne Disease Control Programme (NVBDCP): 
Operational Manual for Implementation of Malaria Control 
Programme.  Directorate General of Health Services, Ministry of Health and 
Family Welfare, Government of India, New Delhi 2009 [http://nvbdcp.gov.in/
Doc/Malaria-Operational-Manual-2009.pdf].

Received: 29 March 2010 Accepted: 23 June 2010 
Published: 23 June 2010
This article is available from: http://www.malariajournal.com/content/9/1/179© 2010 Tiwari et al; licensee BioMed Central Ltd. This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.Malaria Journal 2010, 9:179

http://www.malariajournal.com/content/9/1/179
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=20454474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17479880
http://nvbdcp.gov.in/Doc/Malaria-Operational-Manual-2009.pdf
http://nvbdcp.gov.in/Doc/Malaria-Operational-Manual-2009.pdf


Tiwari et al. Malaria Journal 2010, 9:179
http://www.malariajournal.com/content/9/1/179

Page 5 of 5
5. Ghosh SK, Tiwari SN, Raghavendra K, Sathyanarayan TS, Dash AP: 
Observations on sporozoite detection in naturally infected sibling 
species of the Anopheles culicifacies complex and variants of Anopheles 
stephensi in India.  J Biosci 2008, 33:333-336.

6. WHO: Manual on practical entomology in malaria. Part II. Method and 
Techniques 1975.

7. WHO: Mimeographed document. WHOVBC/81 805 Geneva: World Health 
Organization; 1981:1-7. 

8. Mittal PK, Adak T, Singh OP, Raghavendra K, Subbarao SK: Reduced 
susceptibility to deltamethrin in Anopheles culicifacies sensu lato, in 
Ramamnathapuram district, Tamil Nadu -- Selection of a pyrethroid-
resistant strain.  Curr Sci 2002, 82:185-188.

9. Abbott WS: A method of computing the effectiveness of insecticide.  J 
Econ Entomol 1925, 18:265-267.

10. VassarStats statistical software website  [http://faculty.vassar.edu/lowry/
VassarStats.html].

11. Log-time probit model software website  [http://www.ehabsoft.com/
ldpline/].

12. Finney DJ: Probit Analysis 3rd edition. Cambridge University Press: 
Cambridge, UK; 1971. 

13. Subbarao SK, Sharma VP, Vasantha K, Adak T: Effect of malaria spraying 
on four anopheline species and the development of resistance in 
Anopheles stephensi in Mandora, Harayana.  Indian J Malariol 1994, 
21:109-114.

14. Thavaselvam D, Kumar A, Sumodan PK: Insecticide susceptibility status 
of Anopheles stephensi, Culex quinquefasciatus and Aedes aegypti in 
Panaji, Goa.  Indian J Malariol 1986, 23:65-67.

15. Sharma VP, Sharma GK, Ansari MA, Mittal PK, Razdan RK, Batra CP: Impact 
of malathion thermal fogging on mosquito population in Delhi and its 
place in malaria control.  Indian J Malariol 1986, 23:65-67.

16. Bansal SK, Singh KV: Insecticide susceptibility status of some 
anophelines in district Bikaner, Rajasthan.  Indian J Malariol 1996, 33:1-6.

17. Gyathri V, Murthy PB: Reduced susceptibility to deltamethrin and kdr 
mutation in An. stephensi Liston, a malaria vector in India.  J Am Mosq 
Cont Assoc 2006, 22:678-688.

18. Dash AP, Adak T, Raghavendra K, Singh OP: The biology and control of 
malaria vectors in India.  Curr Sci 2007, 92:1571-1578.

19. Ghosh SK, Dash AP: Larvivorous fish against malaria vectors: a new 
outlook.  Trans R Soc Trop Med Hyg 2007, 101:1063-1064.

20. Tiwari SN, Ghosh SK, Mittal PK, Dash AP: Effectiveness of a granular 
formulation of Bacillus thuringiensis var. israelensis (Bti) against larvae 
of malaria vectors in laboratory and field conditions, India.  Vector-
Borne Zoon Dis 2010, 10:. Published online May 2010, ahead of print, DOI: 
10.1089/vbz.2009.0197.

doi: 10.1186/1475-2875-9-179
Cite this article as: Tiwari et al., Reduced susceptibility to selected synthetic 
pyrethroids in urban malaria vector Anopheles stephensi: a case study in 
Mangalore city, South India Malaria Journal 2010, 9:179

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=19005232
http://faculty.vassar.edu/lowry/VassarStats.html
http://faculty.vassar.edu/lowry/VassarStats.html
http://www.ehabsoft.com/ldpline/
http://www.ehabsoft.com/ldpline/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3758441
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=3758441
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8690127
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17804029


<<
  /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


