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ABSTRACT  

For providing a benchmark data for numerical codes of parametric rolling prediction, a model experiment 
of a post-Panamax C11 class containership whose hull form is slightly modified from its original but 
opened for public was conducted and significant parametric rolling in irregular head waves was recorded. 
The existing numerical model developed by the authors for parametric rolling in regular longitudinal 
waves was extended to be applied to irregular longitudinal waves. Comparisons between the model 
experiment and the numerical result show reasonably good agreement under consideration of dispersion 
due to practical non-ergodicity. By utilizing the developed numerical model, it was demonstrated that 
small height of the bilge keel is a main reason why significant parametric rolling could happen for the 
C11 class post-Panamax containership. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Since parametric rolling is well known as one of 
the most dangerous phenomena particularly for 
modern containerships, there was an urgent need 
for developing physics-based criteria for the 
restoring variation problem including parametric 
rolling in the current revision of intact stability 
criteria at IMO (International Maritime 
Organization). Comparison results of parametric 
rolling in irregular waves show significant scatters 
among existing numerical codes as reported by 
SAFEDOR [Spanos and Papanikolaou, 2009]. 
Each organization has developed a numerical code 
and claims that its code is validated with their 
own model experiments. However, it is difficult to 
make a comparison between different 
organizations because of the used hull forms are 
generally not available for different organizations 
mainly because of commercial reasons.  

To overcome this situation, a model 
experiment of a post-Panamax C11 class 
containership was conducted to provide a 
benchmark data. The hull form is slightly 
modified by MARIN [Levadou and van’t Veer, 
2006] from its original which had suffered severe 
head-sea parametric rolling at the North Pacific in 
1998 [France et al., 2003]. Roll motions in long-

crested irregular head waves were recorded for 
several significant wave heights, Froude numbers 
and realisations at Osaka University. As a result, 
significant parametric rolling was successfully 
recorded in irregular head waves. 

To predict parametric rolling in irregular 
waves, the existing 3DoF (degrees of freedom) 
numerical model for parametric rolling in regular 
waves [Hashimoto and Umeda, 2010] was 
extended to be applied to irregular waves. Then, 
numerical results were compared with the 
experimental results for validation of the 
numerical code. The extended numerical model 
shows a reasonably good agreement with 
measured parametric rolling in irregular head 
waves for the C11 class post-Panamx 
containership. 

By utilizing the developed numerical model, 
we have examined the reason why such 
significant parametric rolling could happen for the 
C11 class post-Panamax containership by 
comparing its roll restoring variation and roll 
damping with other post-Panamax containership. 
As the result, a main reason is presumed that the 
height of bilge keel of the C11 post-Panamax 
containership is much smaller than that of other 
post-Panamax containership. 
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MODEL EXPERIMENTS 

For providing a benchmark data for numerical 
codes of parametric rolling prediction, a model 
experiment of the Post-Panamax C11 class 
container ship, whose hull form is slightly 
modified by MARIN from its original but opened 
for public, was conducted to measure parametric 
rolling in irregular head waves at the towing tank 
of Osaka University. Roll decay tests with and 
without forward velocities were also done to 
estimate the roll damping. The ship model was 
towed by a towing carriage through soft elastic 
ropes. The body plan and the principal particulars 
of the C11 class post-Panamax containership are 
shown in Fig.1 and Table 1. 

Model experiments were conducted for 
constant wave mean period, T01, of 9.99 seconds, 
and several significant wave heights, H1/3, of 5.22, 
7.82, 10.43m. Parametric rolling without forward 
velocity was recorded for all significant wave 
heights. Model runs with forward velocity 
(Fn=0.05, 0.1) were also done for the case of H1/3 
of 7.82m. The measuring time duration of the 
experiments were 4200, 2400, 1200 seconds in 
full scale for Fn of 0.0, 0.05, 0.1, respectively. 
Here, the measuring time duration for Fn of 0.0 
was determined by the experimental guidance 
utilizing the running standard deviation [Umeda et 
al., 2011].  

 
Fig.1 Body plan of the C11 class post-Panamax 

containership 

Table 1 Principal particulars of the C11 class post-
Panamax containership 

item value 

length between perpendiculars : L 262.0 m 
breadth : B 40.0 m 
depth : D 24.45 m 
mean draught : T 11.5 m 
displacement : W 69441 ton 
block coefficient : Cb 0.56 
metacentric height : GM 1.965 m 
natural roll period : T 25.1 s 

MATHEMATICAL MODEL 

The 3DoF coupled model of the heave-roll-pitch 
motions based on the nonlinear strip theory had 
been developed by the authors for the prediction 
of parametric rolling in regular head and 
following waves. This model can almost 
quantitatively predict parametric rolling in regular 
head waves (Hashimoto and Umeda, 2010). In 
this research, we have extended this model to be 
applied to head and following irregular waves. 
This newly-extended time domain simulation 
program is named as OU-PR (Osaka University - 
simulation program for Parametric Rolling). In the 
simulation, a ship motion is determined by time 
integration of the differential equations of a ship 
motion with the Runge-Kutta method. Nonlinear 
Froude-Krylov forces are directly calculated by 
integrating wave pressure up to an irregular wave 
surface profile. The 2D hydrodynamic forces used 
for the radiation and diffraction forces are 
calculated for the submerged hull by the integral 
equation method with taking an instantaneous roll 
angle into account. The wave pressure used for 
the Froude-Krylov calculation and the diffraction 
forces are calculated with the linear superposition 
principle. In default, the number of sine wave is 
200. The diffraction forces are calculated by the 
STF method [Salvesen et al., 1970], and transfer 
functions with respect to a frequency and a heel 
angle are prepared in advance. The radiation 
forces in roll are calculated for the natural roll 
frequency and those in vertical motion (heave and 
pitch) are done for the peak of mean wave 
frequency. Linear and quadratic roll damping 
coefficients are used in the mathematical model, 
which are determined from an experimental result 
of roll decay tests if it is available. Otherwise, 
they are determined by the Ikeda’s semi-empirical 
method [Ikeda, 2004]. The equations of a ship 
motion used in the numerical model are expressed 
as Eqs.(1)-(3). 
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Numerical simulations were executed for the same 
conditions of mean wave period, significant wave 
height, Froude number and number of realization 
as the model experiment. The comparisons of 
maximum roll angle between the model 
experiment and the numerical simulation for 
H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.0, 0.05, 0.1 are shown in 
Figs.2-4, respectively. The averages of the 
maximum roll angles of the experiment and the 
simulation with respect to Froude number and 
significant wave height are plotted in Figs. 5-6. 
Numerical results show reasonably good 
agreement with the experimental ones in the 
condition where significant parametric rolling 
happens while it is not so for the cases of 
H1/3=5.22m and Fn=0.0, and H1/3=7.82m and 
Fn=0.1. From the measured results, it is presumed 
that these conditions are close to the threshold of 
parametric rolling. It was pointed out that 
maximum roll angles of parametric roll scatter 
near the threshold due to practical non-ergodicity 
(Bulian et al., 2008). Therefore, the agreement 
would be improved if a number of realization 
increases for these conditions. The standard 
deviations of roll and pitch angles are calculated 
with H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.0, and plotted in Fig.7. 
The standard deviation of roll angle scatters 
significantly due to practical non-ergodicity while 
that of pitch angle does not. The similar trend can 
be found in the numerical simulation. 

In the experiment, wave elevation was 
recorded by a wave probe attached to a towing 
carriage. The incident irregular wave profile is 
reproduced by the Fourier transformation with the 
measured data. The numerical simulations were 
done with the reproduced wave surface train, and 
the calculated time histories of roll and pitch were 
compared with the measured ones. An example of 
the comparisons with H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.0 is 
shown in Fig.8. Development of parametric 
rolling can be predicted with reasonable accuracy 
in the beginning and the end of the time history 
where largest and 2nd largest parametric rolling 
were observed.  
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Fig.2 Maximum roll angle of parametric rolling with 

T01=9.99s, H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.0 
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Fig.3 Maximum roll angle of parametric rolling with 

T01=9.99s, H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.05 

Since it is concluded that the developed 
numerical model has practical accuracy for 
parametric rolling prediction by comparing with 
the experimental results. Maximum roll angles of 
parametric rolling for the C11 containership 
without forward speed per 1 hour at the North 
Atlantic were calculated with wave statistics. The 
time domain simulations were repeated with 10 
realizations for each wave condition, and the 
maximum roll angle is written in the table shown 
in Fig.9. If a maximum roll angle is beyond 90 
degrees, it is regarded as capsize and written as 
cap. Severe parametric rolling was confirmed for 
a wide range of wave condition. The probability 
of parametric rolling exceeding a critical angle is 
shown in Fig.10. The exceeding probability is 
very high. This is because numerical simulations 
were conducted without forward speed and it is 
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the most dangerous condition for suffering severe 
parametric rolling. The similar calculations should 
be done with actual ship speed to examine effects 
of advanced speed on the exceeding probability 
for practical uses. 
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Fig.4 Maximum roll angle of parametric rolling with 
T01=9.99s, H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.1 
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Fig.5 Average of maximum roll angle of parametric 
rolling for several Froude numbers with T01=9.99s, 
H1/3=7.82m  

0

10

20

30

40

50

5 6 7 8 9 10 11

ro
ll 
an

gl
e
 (d

eg
.)

significant wave height (m)  
Fig.6 Average of maximum roll angle of parametric 
rolling for several significant wave heights with T01=9.99s 
and Fn=0.0 
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Fig. 7 Standard deviation of roll and pitch angles with 
T01=9.99 s, H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.0 
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Fig. 8 Time history of roll and pitch angles with T01=9.99s, 

H1/3=7.82m and Fn=0.0 

 
Fig. 9 Maximum roll angle of parametric rolling per 1 
hour in irregular waves appeared at the North Atlantic 
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Since the maximum roll angle of parametric 
rolling of the C11 class post-Panamax 
containership is sometimes larger than the range 
of roll decay tests, the rationality of a curve-fitting 
of extinction curve with linear and quadratic terms 
could not be guaranteed. Therefore, numerical 
simulations utilizing the curve-fitting with 3rd 
order polynomial were attempted. The calculated 
results are shown in Fig.11. The difference of the 
numerical results is not negligibly small. Further 
discussions on this matter are desirable in future.  
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Fig.10 Probability of parametric rolling exceeding a 
critical roll angle at the North Atlantic 
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Fig.11 Maximum roll angle of parametric rolling with 2nd 
and 3rd order polynomial curve-fittings of extinction 
curves 

REASONS OF LARGE AMPLITUDE 

Since severe parametric rolling is observed both 
in the model experiment and the numerical 
simulations, we have investigated the reason why 
the C11 class post-Panamax containership could 
suffer such severe parametric rolling from view 
points of roll restoring variation and roll damping 
by comparing them with other post-Panamax 
containership. The body plan and the principal 
particulars of this containership can be found in 
the literature [Hashimoto and Umeda, 2010]. 

Roll Restoring Variation 

Since roll restoring variation is an essential factor 
as well as roll damping for parametric rolling, the 
amplitude of roll restoring variation in regular 

head waves was calculated for the C11 and other 
post-Panamax containerships. The calculated 
amplitudes of roll restoring variation for the C11 
containership is larger than that of other 
containership by 26% as shown in Fig.12. 
Therefore, it is concluded that the C11 class post-
Panamax containership has a worse hull form 
from the view point of parametric rolling 
occurrence. 
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Fig.12 Roll restoring variation at 20 degrees of heel angle 
in regular head waves with H/=0.03, /L=1.0 and Fn=0.0 

Roll Damping 

Since the C11 class post-Panamax containership 
has the small bilge keel, time domain simulations 
were conducted with the roll damping of other 
Post-Panamax containership to examine effects of 
bilge keel. The bilge keel size compared here is 
shown in Table 2. The bilge keel area of the C11 
class post-Panamax containership is smaller than 
half of that of other post-Panamax containership. 
Fig.13 shows the comparison of experimentally 
obtained extinction coefficients for both ships. 
Fig.14 indicates that the maximum roll angle of 
parametric rolling drastically reduces if the roll 
damping of other containership is adopted. This 
numerical result clearly demonstrates that the 
small size of the bilge keel leads to significant 
parametric rolling. 

 

Table 2 Bilge keel size 

 
C11 

containership 
other 

containership 

Bilge keel area:  BKA  30.6 m2 84.3 m2 

 100
(%)BK

pp

A

L B




 
0.58 1.38 
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Fig.13 Linear and quadratic extinction coefficients 
determined from roll decay tests 
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Fig.14 Maximum roll angle of parametric rolling with the 
roll damping of the C11 and other post-Panamax 
containerships with T01=9.99 s, H1/3=7.82 m and Fn=0.0 

CONCLUSIONS 

For providing a benchmark data, the model 
experiment of the C11 class post-Panamax 
containership was conducted and significant 
parametric rolling was observed in irregular head 
waves. It was demonstrated that this is mainly 
because the height of bilge keel is much smaller 
than usual containerships. The newly-extended 3 
DoF numerical model shows reasonably good 
agreements with measured parametric rolling in 
irregular waves for the C11 class containership. 

ACKNOWLEDMENTS 

This research was supported by a Grant-in Aid for 
Scientific Research of the Japan Society for 
Promotion of Science (No. 21360427). It was 
carried out in part as a research activity of 
Stability Project of Japan Ship Technology 

Research Association in the fiscal year of 2010, 
funded by the Nippon Foundation. The authors 
thank ITTC, as well as MARIN, for providing a 
geometric data of the modified C11 class post-
Panamx containership.  

REFERENCES 

Bulian, G., Francescutto, A., Umeda, N. and 
Hashimoto, H., (2008), Qualitative and 
Quantitative Characteristics of Parametric Ship 
Rolling in Random Waves in the Light of Physical 
Model Experiments, Ocean Engineering, Vol.35, 
pp.1661-1675. 

France, W.N., Levadou, M., Treakle, T.W. et al., 
(2003), An Investigation of Head-Sea Parametric 
Roll and Its Influcence on Container Lashing 
System, Marine Technology, 40(1), pp.1-19. 

Hashimoto, H. and Umeda, N., (2010), A Study on 
Qualitative Prediction of Parametric Roll in 
Regular Head Waves, Proceedings of the 10th 
International Ship Stability Workshop, pp.295-301, 
Wageningen. 

Ikeda, Y., (2004), Prediction Methods of Roll Damping 
of Ships and Their Application to Determine 
Optimum Stabilization Devices, Marine 
Technology, Vol.41, No.2, PP.89-93. 

Levadou, M. and van’t Veer, R., (2006), Parametric 
Roll and Ship Design, Proceedings of the 9th 
International Conference of Ships and Ocean 
Vehicles, Vol.1, pp.191-206, Humburg. 

Salvesen, N., Tuck E.O. and Faltinsen, O., (1970), Ship 
Motions and Sea Load, Trans. SNAME, Vol.78. 

Spanos, D.A. and Papanikolaou, A., (2009), 
Benchmark Study on Numerical Simulation 
Methods for the Prediction of Parametric Roll of 
Ships in Waves, Proc. of the 10th Intl Conf on 
Stability of Ships and Ocean Vehicles, St. 
Petersburg. 

Umeda, N., Hashimoto, H., Tsukamoto, I. and Sogawa, 
Y. (2011), Estimation of Parametric Resonance in 
Random Waves, Parametric Resonance in 
Dynamical Systems (T. Fossen and H. Nijmeijer, 
eds.), Springer, in press. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /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 /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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.)
  >>
  /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 [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


