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ABSTRACT

A field experiment was conducted during the rainy (kharif) seasons of 2015 and 2016 at Chiplima, Odisha, to
evaluate acetolactate synthase herbicides with 2,4-D ethyl ester for control of complex weed flora in transplanted
rice (Oryza sativa L.). Post-emergence application of bispyribac sodium @ 20 g/ha, penoxsulam @ 22.5 g/ha,
chlorimuron + metsulfuron @ 4 g/ha in sole as well as in combination with 2, 4-D ethyl ester @ 200 g/ha, effec-
tively controlled Marsilea quadrifolia L., Ludwigia perennis L. and Ammnia baccifera L. Weeds reduced the grain
yield of rice by 37.6%. Application of 2, 4-D ethyl ester alone was not effective against grassy weeds and aquatic
fern (Marsilea quadrifolia L.) and bispyribac, penoxsulam and chlorimuron + metsulfuron were not much effective
against Ammania baccifera and Cyperus difformis L. However, 2, 4-D ethyl ester in combination with bispyribac or
penoxsulam was comparable to weed-free treatment in reducing the weed density. Tank-mix application of
bispyribac sodium with 2, 4-D ethyl ester (20 + 200 g/ha) proved the most effective in minimizing Cyperus spp.
and Ammania baccifera along with total control of Echinochloa spp., Marsilea quadrifolia and Ludwigia perennis.
This treatment also resulted in the minimum total weed density (8.1/m2), biomass (11.1 g/m2) comparable to weed-
free condition and the highest grain yield (5.97 t/ha), net returns (51.8 × 103 /ha) and benefit: cost ratio (1.4) .
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Rice–rice cropping system is very popular in Hirakud
command area of Odisha because of its higher yield poten-
tial as well as assured procurement price. Among different
production factors, weed competition is one of the prime
limiting biotic constraints resulting in a reduction of 28–
45% in the yield of transplanted rice (Singh et al., 2003).
2, 4-D ethyl ester is commonly used herbicide for control
of weeds in rice due to its low cost ( 350/L). But this is
not effective against aquatic fern such as Marsilea
quadrifolia and grassy weeds. Acetolactate synthase
(ALS) inhibitor herbicides have become popular because
of their excellent control of wide-spectrum weed flora
which includes aquatic ferns also. Besides this, it worked
well in flooded soil of low-land situation resembling that
of rice–rice eco-system (Jabusch and Tjeerdema, 2006).

Herbicides with different mode of action when mixed
together, bind with different target sites of the weeds and
prevent the probability of resistance in susceptible weed
species (Paswan et al., 2012). Thus, herbicide combina-

tion has become one of the options for control of complex
weed flora.

In the light of these facts, the present investigation was
proposed to examine the possibility of suitable
acetolactate synthase herbicides to be tank mixed with 2,
4-D ethyl ester to widen the weed-control spectrum in
transplanted rice.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

A field experiment was undertaken at Regional Re-
search and Technology Transfer Station, Orissa University
of Agriculture and Technology, Chiplima, Sambalpur,
Odisha, during the rainy (kharif) seasons of 2015 and
2016. The soil of the experimental field was sandy clay
loam with acidic in reaction (pH 5.8), having organic car-
bon 0.38% and available N (KMnO4 method), P (Olsen)
and K (NH

4
OHC method) content of 187, 15.4 and 172

kg/ha respectively.  The total rainfall received during crop
season was 865 and 925 mm during 2015 and 2016 re-
spectively. Nine treatments consisting of T1, 2, 4-D ethyl
ester 38% EC @ 200 g/ha; T

2
, penoxsulam 24% SC @ 22.5

g/ha); T3, bispyribac sodium 10 EC @ 20 g/ha; T4,
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chlorimuron ethyl + metsulfuron methyl 20 WP @ 4 g/ha);
T5, 2, 4-D ethyl ester + penoxsulam (200 + 22.5 g/ha);  T6,
2, 4-D ethyl ester + bispyribac sodium (200 + 20 g/ha); T

7
,

2, 4-D ethyl ester + chlorimuron ethyl + metsulfuron me-
thyl (200 + 4 g/ha); T

8
, weed-free; and T

9
, weedy check

were tried in a randomized block design with 3 replica-
tions. All the herbicides were applied 20 days after trans-
planting. The combined applications of herbicides are
tank-mixed. The rice cultivar MTU 1001 of 135 days was
transplanted at a spacing of 20 cm × 10 cm. A common
fertilizer dose of 80, 40 and 40 kg N, P

2
O

5
 and K

2
O/ha, in

the form of urea, diammonium phosphate and muriate of
potash, respectively was applied to each experimental unit.
Full dose of phosphorus and half dose of potassium and
nitrogen were applied basal and the remaining N and P
were top-dressed in 2 equal splits, at the maximum
tillering and panicle-initiation stages of the crop. The re-
quired quantity of herbicides were applied with manually
operated knapsack sprayer fitted with flat-fan nozzle using
a spray volume of 500 litres of water/ha. Water in the field
was drained before application of herbicides to expose the
weed and irrigated 1 day after application. Weed counts
(numbers/m2) and biomass (g/m2) were taken as random
samples from 2 places in the field with the help of (0.5 ×
0.5 m) quadrant at 45 days after transplanting (DAT).

The weed samples were air dried in shade initially fol-
lowed by oven drying at 65oC for 48 h or till they attain
constant weight. Data on weed density and biomass were
subjected to square-root transformation before statistical
analysis to normalize their distribution (Gomez and
Gomez, 2010). The crop was harvested at full physiologi-
cal maturity, sun-dried for a week and threshed manually.
All the biometrical observation on crop and weeds were
observed as per the standard practices. Weed-control effi-
ciency (WCE) and weed index (WI) were calculated based
on the weed biomass and rice grain yield respectively.
Economics of different treatments was computed taking
into prevailing minimum market prices for inputs used and
output obtained from each treatment.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Effect on weeds
Rice field was infested with grasses, sedges and broad-

leaf weeds. However, the weed flora was dominated by
sedges like Cyperus difformis L. and Cyperus iria L., con-
stituting 27.8 and 16% of total weed flora respectively.
Among grasses, Echinochloa crus-galli (L.) P. Beauv and
Echinochloa colonum (L.) Link.  constitute 9.6 and 16%
of total weed flora respectively. Among the broad-leaf
weeds, Ammania baccifera (L.) Roxb., Marsilea
quadrifolia L. and Ludwigia perennis L. constitute 12.8,
9.9 and 7.8% of total weed flora respectively (Table 1).

All treatments were significantly superior to weedy
check in reducing the count of E. crus-galli and E.
colonum except 2, 4-D ethyle ester which was not effec-
tive against grasses, meant for controlling broad-leaf
weeds. Acetolactate synthase (ALS) herbicides
(penoxsulam, bispyribac and chlorimuron + metsulfuron)
alone and with 2, 4-D provided excellent control of
Echinochloa spp. and was comparable with weed-free
check. The activity of acetolactate synthase herbicides
against grassy weeds has been well established (Yadav et
al., 2008; Walia et al., 2008). 2, 4-D ethyl ester alone or in
combination with acetolactate synthase herbicides effec-
tively controlled Cyperus iria as good as weed-free treat-
ment. It was not effective against broad-leaf weed
Marsilea quadrifolia, as the weed count under the treat-
ment (4.7/m2) was at par with that under weedy check
(5.7/m2). Acetolactate synthase herbicides alone were less
effective in controlling Cyperus difformis. Application of
bispyribac sodium and penoxsulam alone or in combina-
tion with 2, 4-D ethyl ester gave effective control of
Marsilea quadrifolia and other broad-leaf weeds. Rawat et
al. (2012) reported effectiveness of bispyribac in combina-
tion with 2, 4-D ethyl ester in controlling broad-leaf weeds
of rice. The same combination or sole application was also
effective against Ludwigia perennis. Total weed density
was less (19.1/m2) with sole application of bispyribac so-
dium followed by penoxsulam (21.6/m2) in comparison to
2, 4-D ethyl ester (31/m2). The lower weed density under
these treatments might be due to broad-spectrum control
of all grasses, sedges and broad-leaf weeds by these ALS
herbicides. However, tank-mix application of bispyribac
sodium with 2, 4-D ethyl ester was the best (8.1/m2) in
control of all the weeds. The weed density under this treat-
ment was statistically at par with weed-free treatment
(Table 1).

Among sole application of herbicide, the lowest biom-
ass of Echinochloa spp. was found with bispyribac sodium
(3.4 to 5.2 g/m2) followed by penoxsulam (4 to 7 g/m2),
whereas the lowest Cyperus spp. biomass was found with
sole application of 2, 4-D ethyl ester (4.9 to 11 g/m2). The
tank-mix application of penoxsulam, bispyribac sodium
and chlorimuron + metsulfuron with 2, 4-D ethyl ester re-
sulted in lower weed biomass than that of their sole appli-
cation. Total control of Echinochloa spp., M. quadrifolea
and L. perennis was recorded by 2, 4-D ethyl ester +
bispyribac sodium. All the herbicide combinations were
equally effective for control of sedges (C. difformis and C.
iria). Sole application of 2, 4-D ethyl ester was less effec-
tive than their tank-mixture application due to the fact that
field was infected with complex weed flora and this being
basically herbicides of only broad-leaf weeds, failed to
control grassy weeds (Echinochloa spp.). However, all the
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herbicides were effective over weedy check in this respect.
Weed-control efficiency of herbicide tank mixture were

superior to their sole applications (Table 2). The highest
weed-control efficiency (89.7%) was achieved by
bispyribac sodium + 2, 4-D ethyl ester as post-emergence.
The efficacy of this treatment was 71.8 to 73.8% for
Cyperus spp, 82.1% for Ammania baccifera and 100%
Echinochloa spp., Marsilea quadrifolia and Ludwigia
perennis. In their sole application, bispyribac was effective
against most of the weeds only except A. baccifera (50%)
which was better controlled by 2, 4-D ethyl ester (75%)
and both were equally effective against L. perennis
(100%)

Data on weed index showed the least yield reduction
(2.4%) with tank-mix of bispyribac sodium + 2,4-D ethyl
ester followed by penoxsulam + 2,4-D ethyl ester (4.7%)
and chlorimuron + metsulfuron + 2,4-D ethyl ester (5.7%),
whereas yield reduction varied from 10.6 to 22.1% in the
sole herbicide applied plots as compared to weed-free
treatment. The weed index was lower in all the treatment
as compared to weedy check.

Yield attributes and yield
The herbicide treatments affected the number of effec-

tive tillers and number of grains/panicle. Effective tillers/
m2 and grains/panicle which were the highest with 2, 4-D
ethyl ester + bispyribac sodium, were at par with that of
weed-free treatment (Table 3). Data on effective tillers and
grains/panicle showed that all the tank mixtures of herbi-
cides penoxsulam, bispyribac sodium, chlorimuron +
metsulfuron with 2, 4-D ethyl ester were at par, whereas
their effect was significantly superior to sole application of
all the herbicides. The complex weed flora comprising
grasses, sedges and broad-leaf weeds caused reduction of
37.6% in grain yield in weedy check as compared to weed-
free treatment (6.12 t/ha). Among the tank-mix applica-
tion, the highest grain yield (5.97 t/ha) was recorded with
bispyribac sodium + 2, 4-D ethyl ester which was at par
with weed-free check.  Bispyribac sodium + 2,4-D ethyl
ester, penoxsulam + 2,4-D ethyl ester and chlorimuron +
metsulfuron + 2,4-D ethyl ester resulted in an average in-
crease of 36.0, 34.4 and 33.7% in grain yield as compared
to the weedy check. Sole application of bispyribac sodium,
chlorimuron + metsulfuron and penoxsulam  recorded
lower grain yield than their tank-mix application with 2,4-
D ethyl ester which was possibly due to their ineffective-
ness to control A. baccifera and C. difformis, resulting in
lower weed-control efficiency (Tables 1, 2). There was
significant reduction of 8.4 and 14.3% of grain yield in
bispyribac and penoxsulam treated plots as compared to
their tank-mix with 2, 4-D ethyl ester.  Rawat et al. (2012)
also reported that, 2, 4-D ethyl ester did not provide anyTa
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control of grassy weeds. Bispyribac sodium, penoxsulam
and chlorimuron + metsulfuron were compatible with 2, 4-
D ethyl ester, as there site of action is different in the plant.
The 2, 4-D ethyl ester, affects cell-wall plasticity and
nucleic acid metabolism in plant, whereas bispyribac so-
dium, chlorimuron + metsulfuron and penoxsulam inhibit
the synthesis of amino acids.  Better performance of these
treatments in terms of yield could be owing to better con-
trol of complex weed flora tilting the crop-weed propor-
tion in favour of the crop. Rawat et al. (2012) observed
that, post-emergence application of bispyribac sodium + 2,
4-D ethyl ester was as effective as the hand-weeding.

Economics
All the herbicides alone or in tank-mix application re-

corded higher monetary returns than their sole application
and weedy check (Table 3). Among the chemical weed-
control treatments, bispyribac sodium + 2, 4-D ethyl ester
gave the maximum net returns ( 51.8×103/ha) and ben-
efit: cost ratio (1.4) followed by penoxsulam + 2, 4-D
ethyl ester owing to low cost and high grain yield as com-
pared to the other post-emergence herbicides. Dewangan
et al. (2013) and Tripathy et al. (2016) also reported simi-
lar findings with tank-mix application of herbicides.
Weed-free treatment though registered higher grain yield
(6.12 t/ha), recorded lower monetary returns than tank-mix
application of herbicide mixture, due to high cost incurred
on manual weeding to keep the crop weed free.

It can be concluded that penoxsulam, bispyribac so-
dium and chlorimuron + metsulfuron were compatible

Table 3. Effect of weed-management practices on yield attributes, yield and economics of rice (mean data of 2 years)

Treatment Effective Grains/ 1,000- Grain Straw Gross Net Benefit:
tillers/m2 panicle grain yield yield returns returns cost

Weight (g) (t/ha) (t/ha) (× 103 /ha) (× 103 /ha) ratio

2,4-D 331 117 22.0 4.77 5.67 71.8 35.4 1.0
Penoxsulam 336 115 22.2 4.94 5.87 74.4 36.5 1.0
Bispyribac 377 119 22.8 5.47 6.50 82.3 44.8 1.2
Chlorimuron + metsulfuron 333 113 23.4 4.87 5.79 73.2 36.9 1.0
Penoxsulam + 2, 4-D 413 122 23.4 5.83 6.93 87.7 49.4 1.3
Bispyribac + 2, 4-D 419 124 24.3 5.97 7.09 89.9 51.8 1.4
Chlorimuron + metsulfuron + 2, 4-D 397 123 23.5 5.77 6.86 86.8 49.9 1.4
Weed-free 421 125 24.1 6.12 7.27 92.1 48.4 1.1
Weedy check 263 112 22 3.82 4.18 53.9 21.7 0.6

SEm± 7.7 0.8 1.2 0.1 0.6 – – –
CD  (P=0.05) 23.3 2.5 NS 0.3 1.7 – – –

Input price ( /kg) rice seed, 22; urea, 5.52; dimmonium phosphate, 24.45; muriate of potash, 17.44; bispyribac sodium, 664/100 ml;
chlorimuron +metsulfuron, 220/8 g, penoxsulam 740/35 ml, 2, 4-D ethyl ester, 174/500 ml. Sale rate of rice grain ( 14,100/t), rice
straw ( 800/t) and manual labour ( 200/day).

Table 2. Effect of weed-management practices on weed-control efficiency and weed index at 45 days after transplanting in rice (mean data
of 2 years)

Treatment WCE (%) Weed
EC ECr CD CI AB MQ LP Average index

(%)

2,4-D 9.3 3.4 54.2 66.6 75.0 17.5 100 46.6 22.1
Penoxsulam 76.4 73.9 37.5 68.7 50.0 78.8 0 55.0 19.3
Bispyribac 80.1 80.4 40 69.3 50.0 100 100 74.3 10.6
Chlorimuron + metsulfuron 74.6 66.3 31.2 53.7 39.2 63.1 70.9 57.0 20.4
Penoxsulam + 2,4-D 78.2 85.8 68.7 77.1 78.6 78.8 100 81.0 4.7
Bispyribac + 2,4-D 100 100 71.8 73.8 82.1 100 100 89.7 2.4
Chlorimuron + metsulfuron + 2, 4-D 74.6 80.4 65.6 72.8 82.1 71.8 100 78.2 5.7
Weed-free 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100.0 0
Weedy check 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.0 37.6

EC, Echinochloa colonum; ECr, Echinochloa crus-galli; CD, Cyperus difformis; CI, Cyperus iria; AB, Ammania baccifera; MQ, Marsilea
quadrifolia; LP, Ludwigia peremis; WCE, Weed-control efficiency. Data subjected to square root transformation (√x+1); values in the
parentheses are transformed values.
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with 2, 4-D ethyl ester and there was no adverse effect on
crop growth. It successfully controlled the complex weed
flora in rice. Application of bispyribac sodium @ 20 g/ha
with 2, 4-D ethyl ester @ 200 g/ha 20 DAT was the most
remunerative and effective herbicide mixtures for broad
spectrum weed control in transplanted rice.

REFERENCES

Dewangan, D., Singh, A., Sahu, E. and Toppo, A.R. 2013. Effect of
integrated weed management on weed flora distribution,
weed dynamics and performance of rice (Oryza sativa L.)
under system of rice intensification (SRI) in Chhattisgarh.
Advance Research Journal of Crop Improvement 4(1): 79–
84.

Gomez, K.A. and Gomez, A.A. 2010. Statistical Procedures for
Agricultural Research, 2nd edn. Wiley India Pvt. Ltd., India.

Jabusch, T. W. and Tjeerdema, R. S. 2006. Photochemical degrada-
tion of penoxsulam. Journal of Agricultural Food Chemis-
try 54: 5,958–5,961.

Paswan, A.K., Kumar, R., Kumar, P. and Singh, R.K. 2012. Influ-

ence of metsulfuron –methyl and carfentrazone-ethyl either
alone or in combination on weed flora, crop growth and
yield in wheat (Triticum aestivum). Madras Agricultural
Journal 99(7–9): 560–562.

Rawat, A., Chaudhary, C.S., Upadhyaya, V.B. and Jain, V. 2012.
Efficacy of bispyribac-sodium on wed flora and yield of
drilled rice. Indian Journal of Weed Science 44(3): 183–185.

Singh, G., Singh, V.P., Singh, M. and Singh, S.P. 2003. Effect of
anilophos and triclopyr on grassy and non-grassy weeds in
transplanted rice. Indian Journal of Weed Science 35(1 and
2): 30–32.

Tripathy, S.K., Mohapatra, S. and Mohanty, A.K. 2016. Bio-efficacy
of post-emergence herbicides for control of complex weed
flora in drum-seeded rice (Oryza sativa). Indian Journal of
Agronomy 61(4): 474–478.

Walia, U.S., Singh, O., Nayyar, S. and Sindhu, V. 2008. Perfor-
mance of post-emergence application of bispyribac sodium
in dry seeded rice. Indian Journal of Weed Science 40(3 and
4): 157–160.

Yadav, D.B., Yadav, A. and Punia, S.S. 2008. Efficacy of
penoxsulam against weeds in transplanted rice. Indian Jour-
nal of Weed Science 40(3 and 4): 142–146.



<<
  /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


