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Abstract An optimization study of a pulsating jet was performed to manipulate the separation bubble
behind the fence. The experiments were carried out in a circulating water channel and the vertical fence was
submerged in the turbulent boundary layer. The parameters used for controlling the pulsating jet included
the frequency, speed and velocity profile of jet, and the geometries including angle and location of nozzle. In
addition, we investigated the effect of upstream boundary layer changed by continuous suction in front of
the jet nozzle. Each test case was divided into 20 phases and phase-averaged DPIV method was applied to
measure the velocity field. From the results, the main mechanism of reduction of bubble length was the
vortex shedding from the recirculating region. The specific jet condition and nozzle geometries which were
effective to reduce the separation bubble behind the fence were found.

Keywords Vertical fence wake - Separation bubble - Pulsating jet - Phase-averaged DPIV

1 Introduction

Separated shear flows around surface-mounted obstacles have received considerable attention due to their
practical importance. The fence flow is the typical example of separated shear flows around surface-
mounted obstacles. The separated shear flow generated from the tip of a vertical fence has various sizes
(9 ~ 15H) of recirculating flow region behind the fence.

Manipulation of the fence flow can be used for various purposes such as the reduction of drag (Buchheim
et al. 1985; Hucho 1998), increasing/decreasing the mixing (Kang and Lee 2008; Badr and Harion 2007),
and solving aero-optic problems. (Andino et al. 2007). There exist various classifications for flow-control
methods (Gad-el-Hak 2006). One of these is whether the energy consumption is used or not. Flow-control
methods were classified into passive and active control using this criterion. The active control method which
requires energy consumption is further classified into open-loop or closed-loop methods. The present study
was performed by active control with open-loop method. The predetermined control parameter was very
important because it could not be changed by the results like feed-forward or feedback control method.

To manipulate the vertical fence flow, some studies using active control methods have been per-
formed. Miau and Chen (1991) investigated the flow control using the oscillating fence. The study was
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carried out using a hot-wire method in a wind tunnel; phase-averaged technique was applied. They found
that a large-scale vortical structure developed with an organized form and that it diffused quickly. Siller
and Fernholz (1997, 2007) studied the manipulation of fence wake flow using an oscillating spoiler and
acoustic jet device. They presented the optimal frequency of pulsating flow and the distance of nozzle
from the fence. They reported that the time-mean length of separation bubble was reduced to 40% of the
original uncontrolled case at maximum. Orellano and Wengle (2000, 2001) numerically studied the
separation bubble of a surface-mounted fence under a periodic jet in front of the fence by using DNS and
LES methods. They used two specific forcing frequencies of pulsating jet. One was from the ‘shear layer
type’ instability [Strouhal number (Str;,) = 0.6]; the other was the ‘shedding type’ instability
(Str, = 0.08). This ‘shear layer type’ instability means that the Kelvin—Helmholtz instability of the
separated shear layer and ‘shedding type’ instability represent the instability of the entire separation
bubble (Sigurdson 1995). In case of backward-facing step flow, it was found that the optimum forcing
frequency was heavily related to ‘shear layer type’ instability (Chun and Sung 1996; Wengle et al. 2001).
Orellano and Wengle (2000, 2001) showed that the optimal forcing frequency of a pulsating jet is the
same as the shedding frequency of the separation bubble in case of the fence; this was the same result as
attained by Siller and Fernholz (2007).

In this study, we have performed a further optimization study of pulsating jets for manipulating the
separation bubble behind the fence using various parameters. The effect of these parameters included not
only previously studied parameters such as the frequency, speed, nozzle distance from the fence, but also the
profile of the pulsating jet, angle of nozzle and the change of upstream velocity profile were investigated
experimentally. A phase-averaged DPIV method was used and the entire velocity fields were measured at
each phase. We believe this study can help the understanding of pulsating jet control for altering the fence
wake flow and can be used for validating the computational results.

2 Experimental apparatus and methods

The experiments were performed in a circulating water channel; the size of test section was
300W x 300H x 1,000L(mm). The schematic diagram of the fence with the coordinate system used in this
study and experimental apparatus is shown in Fig. 1. The fence on the plate was located at 500 mm
downstream from the entrance of test section. The height (H) of the fence was 15 mm, the width was 20H and
the thickness was 0.1 H. Fence had a sharp edge tip. The aspect ratio of the fence was 20 and the blockage ratio
of this experiment was 5% and the acceleration effect due to the blockage ratio was negligible. The free-
stream velocity (Uy) was 0.2 m/s. The Reynolds number based on the height of fence and freestream velocity
was 3,000. This was the same Reynolds number used by Orellano and Wengle (2000, 2001).

The tripping wire to make the turbulent boundary layer was located at the entrance of the plate. The slit
nozzle of pulsating jet flow was installed in front of the fence. The width of the nozzle was 20H and its
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thickness was 1 mm. The location (X,,) of the nozzle was varied from —0.5H to —3H in front of the fence to
find the effect of nozzle distance. The pulsating jet was generated by the piston pump precisely controlled by
the computer. Although the forcing frequency of the pulsating jet was limited to the lower number, we made
various jet profiles using piston pump which is not possible in the acoustic method.

The piston pump, CCD cameras and pulse laser were synchronized by the delay generator. The fre-
quency, vertical jet speed (Vje) and vertical velocity profile of the jet were easily controlled by programming
the stepping motor that moves the piston. The air chamber was installed to remove the oscillation of jet flow.
The location of the piston was monitored by an optical sensor and this sensor signal was used for triggering
the DPIV system including CCD cameras and a laser. Two CCD cameras of 1.6k x 1.2k pixel resolution
were used to measure the instantaneous velocity fields around a vertical fence. The size of the measurement
region was 14H (width) x 3.5H (height). We used the cross-correlation based DPIV method with window-
offsetting to increase the spatial resolution of the instantaneous velocity vectors. The interrogation window
was 20 x 20 pixels with 50% overlapping and a spatial resolution of 1.4 x 1.4 mm. We used a phase
averaging method to investigate the periodic fence wake with time. A single cycle was divided into 20
phases; 200 instantaneous velocity fields were averaged at each phase.

A continuous suction of flow in front of the fence was applied to alter the upstream velocity profile. The
suction nozzle had the same geometry as the silt nozzle of the pulsating jet and was located at 12H in front
of the fence. Due to the suction of the low-speed fluid, the momentum of the boundary layer increased at the
fence top position. The boundary layer thickness without the suction is 3.2H and 2.3H with the suction. The
fence was submerged in the boundary layer. In case of previous studies (Siller and Fernholz 2007; Orellano
and Wengle 2001), the thickness of the boundary layer was lower than the height of the fence.

3 Results

We experimentally investigated the control of a pulsating jet for manipulating the separation bubble behind
the fence in this study. The Strouhal number was defined as (Stry = fH/Up). Vi is the maximum vertical
velocity at one cycle and was varied from 0.5 to 2.0U,. The vertical velocity profile of the pulsating jet had
smooth sine-wave like velocity profiles. The maximum blowing speed was larger than suction because the
shape of the jet passing through the nozzle was different between the blowing and suction phases. During
the blowing phase, the pulsating jet had a parabolic profile and in case of suction phases, the shape of the jet
had a flat profile. The time-mean length (X,) of separation bubble of all test cases was non-dimensionalized
by the length (X,() of the uncontrolled fence flow. The reattachment length of the uncontrolled fence flow
was measured by ensemble-averaging 1,000 instantaneous velocity fields and found to be 10H; this was
slightly increased to 10.5H with the suction of the boundary layer. Experiments to find the effect of the
Strouhal number (Stry), vertical speed of jet (Vi) and position of the nozzle (X,,) were performed at the
start. Figure 2 shows the comparison of bubble lengths according to the Strouhal number, the nozzle
distance and jet speed. The results were compared with those of Siller and Fernholz (2007). In case of
Strouhal number optimization (Fig. 2a), despite the difference of the Reynolds number (Re = 10,500 at
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Siller and Fernholz 2007), upstream velocity profile and jet velocity, the trends are nearly the same as those
found in Siller and Fernholz (2007). The maximum reduction of time-mean reattachment length appeared at
Strg = 0.05, and as the Strouhal number deviated from this optimal value, the length of separation bubble
increased. The distance of nozzle was set at X,/H = 1.75 following Siller and Fernholz (2007). The jet
velocity was Vie/Up = 1.5.
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Fig. 3 Comparison of phase-averaged streamwise velocity contours and dye-injection images. a Stry = 0.05, X,/H = 1.75,
ViedUog = 2.0; b Stry = 0.05, X,/H = 1.75, Vie/Uy = 0.5
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The effect of nozzle distance also showed the same trends as found in the previous study (Fig. 2b). The
maximum reduction of time-mean length of separation bubble appeared at X,/H = 1.75. When the distance
of nozzle became smaller than 1H, the reduction of separation bubble also decreased. Especially at X,/
H = 1, there was no reduction of separation bubble. We discuss this in detail in a later part of the paper.

In case of vertical speed of the pulsating jet, Fig. 2c shows the continuous reduction of time-mean length
of separation bubble as the jet velocity increased. Orellano and Wengle (2001) used a simulated synthetic jet
with maximum amplitude of Vj./Uy = 0.5 and they reported a reduction of separation bubble. However, the
size of separation bubble slightly increased in the present study at that amplitude.

We compared the phase-averaged velocity field results of these less effective and even reversal cases
with the clear reduction cases and found there was no vortex shedding from the separation bubble in this
smaller reduction case. The mechanism of reduction of time-mean length of separation bubble was known to
be due to the vortex shedding from the separation bubble. Phase-averaged velocity field data in the largest
reduction case at the Stry = 0.05, X,/H = 1.75, Vje/Uy = 2.0 and less reduction case at the Stry = 0.05,
X,/H = 1, Vio/Uy = 1.5 with dye-injection images are shown in Fig. 3. This clearly shows this shedding
process from the separation bubble. In this figure, shedding appeared from the separation bubble due to the
strong entrainment by the vortex developed from the pulsating jet. However, in no reduction cases such as
X,/H = 1, no vortex shedding occurred.

This optimization study of frequency, speed and nozzle distance effect supports previous studies. We
further investigated the effect of the pulsating jet by changing the vertical velocity profile. These profiles
have the same Strouhal number and jet velocity. Although the pulsating jet used for optimizing the fre-
quency, speed and jet velocity had zero net mass flux condition, the changed jet profile did not fulfill this
zero net mass flux. By using a different stepper motor program, the velocity profile was easily changed and
is shown in Fig. 4. The velocity profiles were classified by following the appearance of maximum velocity
phases. We changed the peak phase and decreased the length of negative flow phases.

Figure 5 shows a comparison of reduction of separation bubble by changing the velocity profile.
Although the maximum reduction appeared at the zero net mass flux profile, the maximum difference was
less than 7% and this meant the change of velocity profile was less sensitive to reducing the separation
bubble, unlike other parameters such as frequency, speed and nozzle distance. During the experiments, it
took time and effort to make a smooth sine-wave-like velocity profile. The results of Fig. 5 show that the
necessity of making an exact sine-wave profile was less critical for reducing the separation bubble, that is, it
can save time and efforts for making a smooth sine-wave profile of the pulsating jet. Figure 6 shows the
results of changing upstream velocity profiles. At the same nozzle distance of X,/H = 1.75, the time-mean
length of separation bubble was reduced to 6% of maximum when the suction of the boundary layer was
applied.
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Fig. 6 Non-dimensionalized reattachment length comparison according to the Strouhal number and nozzle distance by
changing the upstream boundary layer

The results of Fig. 6 can be classified into two types according to the nozzle distance. When the distance
was less than 1H, the reduction of time-mean length of separation bubble length increased with the
increasing Strouhal number. In other cases, there was a value of effective Strouhal number that reduced the
separation bubble; this value was 0.03 instead of 0.05 as in the previous results. Phase-averaged velocity
data showed that the smaller reduction case had no vortex shedding phenomena from the separation bubble.

The effect of nozzle angle was also investigated. The location of nozzle was at 1.75H in front of the
fence and the jet parameters were at Stry = 0.05 and Vje/Uy = 1.5. The experiments were performed while
increasing the angle of the nozzle from —45° to 45° at a 15° interval. The clockwise direction was positive.
The result is shown in Fig. 7. The largest reduction appeared when the jet was injected at —30° in the
opposite direction of the upstream flow. The counter-clockwise rotation of the nozzle was less sensitive for
reducing the separation bubble; the maximum difference of reduction between —30° and 0° was just 6%.
However, if the angle of nozzle rotated above 0°, the reduction of separation bubble quickly disappeared. A
15° increase from 0° brought an 18% increase of the time-mean length of separation bubble.
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This result was related to the development of a vortex in front of the fence. Figure 8 shows the dye-
injection results and swirling strength comparison at different angles, which have larger or smaller reduction
of the separation length. Swirling strength is one of the metrics to define the vortex and has a large and
negative value in regions that are rotating more than shearing or diverging (Vollmers 2001; Chakraborty
et al. 2007). At the same jet parameters such as the speed, Strouhal number, and nozzle distance, the vortex
generated by the pulsating jet was different according to the nozzle angle. As the angle increased above 0°,
the vortex did not develop and the reduction of the separation bubble decreased.

This result confirmed the importance of vortex generation for reducing the time-mean length of sepa-
ration bubble.

Figure 9 shows the change of length of separation bubble as the phases change when the reduction was
larger or smaller. When the reduction was larger, there was a steep decrease of reattachment length due to
the vortex shedding phenomena from the separation bubble. In case of less reduction, there was no steep
change of length and the recirculation bubble oscillates within one cycle. In addition, this figure also showed
that the entrainment of fluid by a weak vortex made the size of the separation bubble larger than that in
uncontrolled case.
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4 Conclusion

In this study, we investigated the effect of a pulsating jet for manipulating the separation bubble behind the
fence. There was a specific frequency, distance and angle that achieved the largest reduction of time-mean
length of separation bubble.

The maximum reduction appeared when Strouhal number was 0.05 and the nozzle distance was 1.75H
with —30° blowing angle of jet flow. The parametric studies of frequency and jet speed reveals there are
universal optimal values. In addition, these values strongly depend on the upstream velocity condition and
the change of jet profiles is less effective to reduce the separation bubble. We showed that the main cause of
reduction was the vortex shedding phenomena from the separation bubble; this separation was governed by
the vortex developed from the pulsating jet. If the vortex was weak and there was no separation from the
bubble, the reduction of the bubble became smaller. The separation bubble can become even bigger than the
uncontrolled fence flow under specific conditions.

Acknowledgments This work was supported by Priority Research Centers Program (2009-0094016) and the Pioneer Research
Center Program (2009-0082813) through the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) funded by the Ministry of Edu-
cation, Science and Technology.

References

Andino M, Wallace R, Schmit R, Camphouse R, Myatt J., Glauser M (2007) Effects of flow control over a 3D turret. In: Proc
60th annual meeting of the division of fluid dynamics, Salt Lake City

Badr T, Harion LL (2007) Effect of aggregate storage piles configuration on dust emission. Atmos Environ 41:360-368

Buchheim R, Marketzke J, Piatek R (1985) The control of aerodynamic parameters influencing vehicle dynamics. SAE
No0.850279, SAE, Warrendale

Chakraborty P, Balachandar S, Adrian RJ (2007) Kinematics of local vortex identification criteria. J Vis 10:137-140

Chun KB, Sung HJ (1996) Control of turbulent separated flow over a backward-facing step by local forcing. Exp Fluids
21:417-426

Gad-el-Hak M (2006) Flow control: passive, active and reactive flow management. Cambridge, New York

Hucho W (1998) Aerodynamics of read vehicles: from fluid mechanics to vehicle engineering. SAE, Warrendale

Kang JH, Lee SJ (2008) Mechanical response of young canes of wind-blown Kiwifruit vines. J Vis 11:231-238

Miau JJ, Chen MH (1991) Flow structures behind a vertically oscillating fence immersed in a flat-plate turbulent boundary
layer. Exp Fluids 11:118-124

Orellano A, Wengle H (2000) Numerical simulation (DNS and LES) of manipulated turbulent boundary layer flow over a
surface-mounted fence. Eur J Mech-B/Fluids 19:765-788

Orellano A, Wengle H (2001) POD analysis of coherent structures in forced turbulent flow over a fence. J Turbul 2:2-35

Sigurdson LW (1995) The structure and control of a turbulent reattaching flow. J Fluid Mech 298:139-165

Siller HA, Fernholz HH (1997) Control of the separated flow downstream of a two-dimensional fence by low-frequency
forcing. Appl Sci Res 57:309-318

Siller HA, Fernholz HH (2007) Manipulation of the reverse-flow region downstream of a fence by spanwise vortices. Eur J
Mech-B/Fluids 26:236-257

Vollmers H (2001) Detection of vortices and quantitative evaluation of their main parameters from experimental velocity data.
Meas Sci Tech 12:1199-1207

Wengle H, Huppertz A, Barwolff G, Janke G (2001) The manipulated transitional backward-facing step flow: an experimental
and direct numerical simulation investigation. Eur J Mech-B/Fluids 20:25-46



	Pulsating jet control for manipulating the separation bubble behind the fence
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experimental apparatus and methods
	Results
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /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 true
  /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 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 599
  /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 <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /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.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /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 [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


