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[1] A decrease in krill abundance during 2005 in regions of
the California Current has been hypothesized to have had
immediate (seabird) and long‐term (salmon) negative
impacts on upper trophic level predators. We use a suite
of coupled models to examine the population biology and
spatial and temporal distribution of the krill species
Euphausia pacifica during the winter/spring of 2001, a
“normal” year, and 2005, an “anomalous” year, to determine
if this hypothesis is supported mechanistically. Ocean condi-
tions were simulated using the Regional Ocean Modeling
System (ROMS), which forced an individual‐based model
parameterized to simulate the population biology of E. paci-
fica. Poleward transport during winter 2005 advected parti-
cles north of Cape Mendocino, away from seabirds and
salmon feeding in the Gulf of the Farallons region. Few of
the particles that were advected north in 2005 returned to their
region of release throughout the model run time (200 days).
Moreover, the “condition” of those particles remaining
within the domain was poor in 2005, with greater mortality
from starvation and a decreased mean particle weight. Our
results indicate that both physical processes (anomalous
northern advection) and biological processes (greater starva-
tion and less weight per individual) contributed to reduced
krill availability to predators in the northern California
region during 2005, and that the productivity and survival
of seabirds and salmonids is dependent on krill during crit-
ical life history stages. Citation: Dorman, J. G., T. M. Powell,
W. J. Sydeman, and S. J. Bograd (2011), Advection and starvation
cause krill (Euphausia pacifica) decreases in 2005 Northern California
coastal populations: Implications from a model study, Geophys. Res.
Lett., 38, L04605, doi:10.1029/2010GL046245.

1. Introduction

[2] A key prey field and component of the California
Current food web is krill, including the most common
nearshore species Euphausia pacifica [Brinton, 1962]. This
group of zooplankton is an important consumer of large
phytoplankton (diatom) biomass, and are fed upon by a
diverse suite of higher trophic level organisms including
seabirds [Ainley et al., 1996], marine mammals [Croll et al.,
2005], and commercially important fishes including salmon,

rockfish, and hake [Genin et al., 1988; Yamamura et al.,
1998; Tanasichuk, 1999]. Even organisms that do not feed
directly on krill in the California Current are rarely more
than two trophic links removed from krill species at some
point in their life history [Field et al., 2006]. Due to their
high connectivity and importance as a prey species to many
organisms, the annual availability of krill can have an
impact on the productivity and survival of many higher
predators.
[3] Krill availability (abundance and spatial distribution)

is linked to variability in the timing and amplitude of
upwelling [Brinton, 1976; Tanasichuk, 1998], and resultant
primary productivity. Upper trophic level predators demon-
strate phenotypic plasticity in breeding or emigration, with
limits imposed by photoperiod and other factors [Reed et al.,
2009]. The degree of match or mismatch in any one year of
prey availability and predator demands has been hypothe-
sized to impact predator productivity for that year [Cushing,
1990]. The year 2005 in the California Current was anom-
alous (see special section of Geophysical Research Letters
33, L22S01 – L22S11), with significantly delayed upwelling
off the California & Oregon coast [Schwing et al., 2006;
Kosro et al., 2006] and low chlorophyll a levels from
January through May north of 37° N along the West Coast
of the United States [Thomas and Brickley, 2006]. Delayed
and reduced upwelling may have led to decreased abun-
dance of krill during 2005, and has been hypothesized to
have led to mismatches (both spatial and temporal) between
krill (prey) and coastal seabird populations (low reproduc-
tive success in 2005 & 2006) [Sydeman et al., 2006] and
juvenile salmon entering the ocean (reducing returning adult
populations in 2008 & 2009) [Lindley et al., 2009]. The
purpose of this study is to mechanistically determine how
wintertime ocean conditions (currents and primary produc-
tivity) may have impacted the spatial and temporal distri-
bution and biological condition of Euphausia pacifica off
northern California in the spring of 2005. The year 2001 is
considered as a “normal” year for comparison.

2. Materials and Methods

[4] The coastal ocean was simulated using the Regional
Ocean Modeling System (ROMS) [Shchepetkin and
McWilliams, 2005; Haidvogel et al., 2008], a commonly
used tool that has been successfully implemented to model
coastal upwelling in the California Current [Marchesiello et
al., 2003; Powell et al., 2006, Di Lorenzo et al., 2008]. Our
ROMS model has 3 km cross‐shore resolution, 6 km along‐
shore resolution, and 40 vertical levels. ROMS was forced
with North American Regional Reanalysis (NARR) atmo-
spheric data from the National Center for Environmental
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Prediction (NCEP) at three‐hour intervals. The forcing was
parameterized using an approximation detailed by Fairall
et al. [1996]. Data for initial conditions and boundary
conditions is from amonthly climatology from the Estimating
the Circulation and the Climate of the Ocean, Phase II
(ECCO2) model [Menemenlis et al., 2008]. A Nutrient‐
Phytoplankton‐Zooplankton‐Detritus (NPZD) ecosystem
model was incorporated into ROMS and run simulta-
neously. NPZD model equations and parameterization are
described by Powell et al. [2006] and Fiechter et al. [2009]
with the only change in parameterization being the detritus
remineralization rate reduced to 0.1 d−1. The ROMS/NPZD
model was spun up from initial conditions for one year
before the collection of data began and averaged daily values
of model variables were saved for analysis. ROMS results
were validated using MODIS‐A (Moderate Resolution
Imaging Spectoradiometer – Aqua satellite) data products.
[5] Euphausia pacifica population biology was simulated

using the individual‐based model (IBM) POPCYCLE
[Batchelder and Miller, 1989; Batchelder et al., 2002].

POPCYCLE uses output from the ROMS/NPZD model to
provide physical ocean conditions and phytoplankton (food
source) to the particles. For each time step, particles undergo
growth using results from Ross [1982a, 1982b]. Growth is
scaled according to phytoplankton concentration based on
an empirical equation of feeding rates of E. pacifica under
varying food conditions [Ohman, 1984]. Life stage pro-
gression is determined by weight gain based on laboratory
studies of development [Ross, 1981; Feinberg et al., 2006].
Weight loss beyond the midpoint weight of the previous life
stage results in starvation mortality. Diel vertical migration
was implemented in a similar fashion to Batchelder et al.
[2002] using a maximum swim speed reported by Torres
and Childress [1983]. Particles younger than furcilia IV
did not vertically migrate, furcilia IV‐VII larvae weakly
migrated, and juveniles and adults consistently migrated.
Particles were seeded over the continental shelf from the
southern model boundary to Cape Mendocino (4,911 total
particles). Particles representing furcilia III larvae (weight of
40 mg carbon) were seeded on January 5, based on the

Figure 1. January, February, and March mean surface currents during (a–c) 2001 and (d–f) 2005. Initial particle seeding
location on year‐day 5 is shown in gray in Figure 1a.

DORMAN ET AL.: KRILL DECREASES IN 2005 OFF CALIFORNIA L04605L04605

2 of 5



dominance of early larval stages in January 2002 samples
[Dorman et al., 2005]. For the results reported in this
manuscript, predation mortality and reproduction were not
implemented during the model runs.

3. Results

[6] We contrasted along‐shore currents in 2005 with those
in 2001. In 2001, equatorward (poleward) currents were
stronger (weaker) than in 2005 (Figure 1). Averaged
monthly currents inshore of the continental shelf break
(∼ 60 km) from Point Reyes to Cape Mendocino exhibited
weak equatorward (negative sign) currents during January
(−0.016 m s−1) and March (−0.007 m s−1) of 2001, and weak
poleward currents during February 2001 (0.035 m s−1).
Strong poleward currents were observed in January 2005
(0.131 m s−1), and weak equatorward currents during
February (−0.010 m s−1) and March (−0.029 m s−1) of 2005.
Mean chlorophyll a concentration within 100 km of the
coastline was low during winter of both years (Figure S1 of
the auxiliary material).1 Increased chlorophyll a concentra-
tion occurred later in the year during 2005, with only one
upwelling event prior to year‐day 150 (Figure S1).
[7] Particles released in 2005 moved much further to the

north earlier in the year than in 2001 (Figure 2 and S2). On
February 1, March 1, and April 1 of 2001, the cumulative

number of particles advected north of 40.5° N latitude (the
approximate latitude of Cape Mendocino) was 34 (0.6%),
228 (4.6%), and 528 (10.8%), respectively. On February 1,
March 1, and April 1 of 2005, the cumulative number of
particles advected north of 40.5° N latitude was 521
(10.6%), 527 (10.7%), and 731 (14.9%), respectively.
[8] Mortality due to starvation occurred in both years, but

was greater in 2005 than in 2001. Starvation of particles that

Figure 2. Particle density (number per 0.1° latitude) within 100 km of the coastline during (a) 2001 and (b) 2005. Note the
northward advection of particles in January 2005 and greater number of particles in 2001.

Figure 3. Starvation location of furcilia IV–VII, juvenile
and adult Euphausia pacifica during (a) 2001 and (b) 2005.
Color axis shows year‐day of starvation.

1Auxiliary materials are available in the HTML. doi:10.1029/
2010GL046245.
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never progressed beyond the initial seeded stage (furcilia III)
was prominent during winter of both years, with 31.9% and
45.2% of furcilia III larvae dying in 2001 and 2005,
respectively. Starvation of furcilia IV–VII larvae, juvenile,
and adult stages was more prominent during 2005, with
3.8% and 21.8% of those particles that molted beyond the
furcilia III stage dying in 2001 and 2005, respectively
(Figure 3). Starvation of particles advected north of 40.5° N
latitude in January was high in 2001 and 2005 with 82.4%
and 92.9% of particles starving, respectively. Starvation was
much lower to the north of 40.5° N latitude in February and
March of 2001, with 3.6% and 10.0% of particles starving,
respectively. In this region during 2005, 100% and 31.8% of
particles starved in February and March, respectively.

4. Discussion

[9] These modeling results do not attempt to explore
interannual differences in the krill population biology
leading up to January or differences in predation during the
winter/spring that might impact our results. By limiting the
variability of the initial population, we are able to highlight
the impacts of the physical and environmental conditions on
the population biology. There is very little wintertime
information on the population biology of krill in our region
of interest and no data to suggest there would be extreme
differences in wintertime populations during 2001 and 2005.
Additionally, primary producers and consumers in the
northern California Current are generally considered to be
controlled by bottom‐up (physical) forces [Largier et al.,
2006], thus it seems reasonable to limit predation as a var-
iable that impacts our model results.
[10] Differences in winter alongshore currents during the

years 2001 and 2005 resulted in variation in the spatial
distribution of Euphausia pacifica particles. The most
striking advection event during these simulations was in
January 2005, when particles were advected poleward by
nearshore northward flowing currents (Figure 2b). This
event effectively moved all particles that were seeded below
Point Sur, California, to the north of Monterey Bay and
advected over 10% of the population north of Cape
Mendocino. There is often poleward flow in the California
Current during wintertime [Hickey, 1998], but 2005 was
unique in the strength and duration of the poleward advec-
tion. As the upwelling season occurs later in the year as one
moves poleward in the California Current, particles in 2005
were transported into a region of reduced southerly transport
that was still months away from upwelling‐driven phyto-
plankton blooms. Thus, these particles experienced high
starvation mortality and weak equatorward currents over the
subsequent months, resulting in few of the surviving parti-
cles returning to the south. A poleward advection event in
late February of 2001 resulted in much less starvation
mortality as food resources were more prevalent at this later
time of the year and particles were ultimately distributed
back to the seeded model domain later in the year as per-
sistent equatorward currents developed in the region.
[11] Lower food resources throughout the model domain

during 2005 also impacted survivorship and the biological
condition of particles. The initial cohort of particles (seeded
as furcilia III larvae) experienced high mortality within the
first 40 days of the model run during both 2001 and 2005
(albeit higher in 2005). The high mortality of larvae

observed near day 35 of both years (Figure 2) is a byproduct
of seeding all particles the same weight, but high mortality
of larvae, with lower energy reserves, is to be expected
during winter in the California Current when food resources
are generally low and were particularly poor in 2005.
Particles that progressed to late larval (furcilia IV–VII),
juvenile and adult stages experienced high starvation mor-
tality during 2005, with particles starving both nearshore
and offshore due to the delayed onset of upwelling‐driven
primary productivity. During 2001, late larval, juvenile and
adult stages rarely experienced starvation except in unpro-
ductive offshore regions. Through advection and starvation,
fewer particles remained in the model domain during 2005,
and those particles that remained had a lower mean weight
due to reduced food resources.
[12] Reduced krill availability and decrease in krill con-

dition during 2005 likely impacted many higher trophic
level predators that rely on them as a food source. Smaller
prey size can impact predators in a variety of ways depending
on predator foraging strategies, but in general, smaller prey
size requires increased predator foraging effort to achieve
comparable energy gain. Seabirds, such as Cassin’s auklets
(Ptychoramphus aleuticus) in the Gulf of the Farallons,
require food resources within about 60 km of their colonies
to successfully reproduce [Abraham and Sydeman, 2004,
2006]. Similarly, young salmon entering the ocean require
abundant prey for successful first‐feeding and initial survival
at sea. Our model indicates that the diminished prey avail-
ability in the northern California region was due to anoma-
lous poleward transport during winter 2005 and low survival
of krill during spring 2005. The effect of these oceanographic
anomalies has been long‐term, with reductions in salmon
populations through at least 2009, resulting in the closure of
critical fisheries and causing socio‐economic damage in
excess of $1B. The importance of this result and under-
standing krill population dynamics to societal concerns,
therefore, is substantial.

[13] Acknowledgments. This work was supported by California Sea
Grant and Ocean Protection Council Project OPC‐ENV‐07, NSF grant
0929017, NASA grant NNX09AU39G, NSF grant OCE‐0435574, and
the California Energy Commission: Public Interest Energy Research‐
Biological Impacts of Climate Change in California Program. We are
indebted to Hal Batchelder for his initial development of the POPCYCLE
model and allowing us to use this model for our purposes and to the
ROMS developers and community for their efforts creating ROMS, main-
taining and improving the code, and making it accessible to the scientific
community.

References
Abraham, C. L., and W. J. Sydeman (2004), Ocean climate, euphausiids

and auklet nesting: Inter‐annual trends and variation in phenology, diet
and growth of a planktivorous seabird, Ptychoramphus aleuticus, Mar.
Ecol. Prog. Ser., 274, 235–250, doi:10.3354/meps274235.

Abraham, C. L., and W. J. Sydeman (2006), Prey‐switching by Cassin’s
auklet Ptychoramphus aleuticus reveals seasonal climate‐related cycles
of Euphausia pacifica and Thysanoessa spinifera, Mar. Ecol. Prog.
Ser., 313, 271–283, doi:10.3354/meps313271.

Ainley, D. G., L. B. Spear, and S. G. Allen (1996), Variation in the diet of
Cassin’s auklet reveals spatial, seasonal, and decadal occurrence patterns
of euphausiids off California, USA, Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser., 137, 1–10,
doi:10.3354/meps137001.

Batchelder, H. P., and C. B. Miller (1989), Life history and population
dynamics of Metridia pacifica: Results from simulation modelling, Ecol.
Modell., 48, 113–136, doi:10.1016/0304-3800(89)90063-X.

Batchelder, H. P., C. A. Edwards, and T. M. Powell (2002), Individual‐
based models of copepod populations in coastal upwelling regions:

DORMAN ET AL.: KRILL DECREASES IN 2005 OFF CALIFORNIA L04605L04605

4 of 5



implications of physiologically and environmentally influenced diel
vertical migration on demographic success and nearshore retention,
Prog. Oceanogr., 53, 307–333, doi:10.1016/S0079-6611(02)00035-6.

Brinton, E. (1962), The distribution of Pacific euphausiids, Bull. Scripps
Inst. Oceanogr., 8, 51–269.

Brinton, E. (1976), Population biology of Euphausia pacifica off southern
California, Fish. Bull., 74, 733–762.

Croll, D. A., B. Marinovic, S. Benson, F. P. Chavez, N. Black, R. Ternullo,
and B. R. Tershy (2005), From wind to whales: trophic links in a coastal
upwelling ecosystem, Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser., 289, 117–130, doi:10.3354/
meps289117.

Cushing, D. H. (1990), Plankton prodution and year‐class strength in fish
populations: an update of the match‐mismatch hypothesis, Adv. Mar.
Biol., 26, 249–293, doi:10.1016/S0065-2881(08)60202-3.

Di Lorenzo, E., et al. (2008), North Pacific Gyre Oscillation links ocean
climate and ecosystem change, Geophys. Res. Lett., 35, L08607,
doi:10.1029/2007GL032838.

Dorman, J. G., S. M. Bollens, and A. M. Slaughter (2005), Population
biology of euphausiids off northern California and effects of short
time‐scale wind events on Euphausia pacifica, Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser.,
288, 183–198, doi:10.3354/meps288183.

Fairall, C. W., E. F. Bradley, D. P. Rogers, J. B. Edson, and G. S. Young
(1996), Bulk parameterization of air‐sea fluxes for Tropical Ocean‐
Global Atmosphere Coupled‐Ocean Atmosphere Response Experiment,
J. Geophys. Res., 101(C2), 3747–3764, doi:10.1029/95JC03205.

Feinberg, L. R., C. T. Shaw, and W. T. Peterson (2006), Larval develop-
ment of Euphausia pacifica in the laboratory: Variability in the develop-
mental pathways, Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser., 316, 127–137, doi:10.3354/
meps316127.

Fiechter, J., A. M. Moore, C. A. Edwards, K. W. Bruland, E. Di Lorenzo,
C. V. W. Lewis, T. M. Powell, E. N. Curchitser, and K. Hedstrom
(2009), Modeling iron limitation of primary production in the coastal
Gulf of Alaska, Deep Sea Res., Part II, 56, 2503–2519, doi:10.1016/j.
dsr2.2009.02.010.

Field, J. C., R. C. Francis, and K. Aydin (2006), Top‐down modeling and
bottom‐up dynamics: Linking a fisheries‐based ecosystem model with
climate hypotheses in the Northern California Current, Prog. Oceanogr.,
68, 238–270, doi:10.1016/j.pocean.2006.02.010.

Genin, A., L. Haury, and P. Greenblatt (1988), Interactions of migrating
zooplankton with shallow topography: predation by rockfishes and inten-
sification of patchiness, Deep Sea Res., Part A, 35, 151–175,
doi:10.1016/0198-0149(88)90034-9.

Haidvogel, D. B., et al. (2008), Ocean forecasting in terrain‐following
coordinates: Formulation and skill assessment of the Regional Ocean
Modeling System, J. Comput. Phys., 227, 3595–3624, doi:10.1016/j.
jcp.2007.06.016.

Hickey, B. M. (1998), Coastal oceanography of western North America
from the tip of Baja California to Vancouver Island, in The Sea, vol. 11,
edited by A. R. Robinson and K. H. Brink, pp. 345–393, John Wiley,
Hoboken, N. J.

Kosro, P. M., W. T. Peterson, B. M. Hickey, R. K. Shearman, and
S. D. Pierce (2006), Physical versus biological spring transition: 2005,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 33, L22S03, doi:10.1029/2006GL027072.

Largier, J. L., et al. (2006), WEST: A northern California study of the rold
of wind‐driven transport in the productivity of coastal plankton commu-
nities, Deep Sea Res., Part II, 53, 2833–2849, doi:10.1016/j.dsr2.2006.
08.018.

Lindley, S. T., et al. (2009), What caused the Sacramento River fall
Chinook stock collapse?, report, Natl. Oceanic Atmos. Admin., Portland,
Oreg.

Marchesiello, P., J. C. McWilliams, and A. Shchepetkin (2003), Equilibrium
structure and dynamics of the California Current System, J. Phys. Ocea-
nogr., 33, 753–783, doi:10.1175/1520-0485(2003)33<753:ESADOT>
2.0.CO;2.

Menemenlis, D., J. Campin, P. Heimbach, C. Hill, T. Lee, A. Nguyen,
M. Schodlok, and H. Zhang (2008), ECCO2: High resolution global
ocean and sea ice data synthesis, Mercator Ocean. Newsl., 31, 13–21.

Ohman, M. D. (1984), Omnivory by Euphausia pacifica: the role of cope-
pod prey, Mar. Ecol. Prog. Ser., 19, 125–131, doi:10.3354/meps019125.

Powell, T. M., C. V. W. Lewis, E. N. Curchitser, D. B. Haidvogel,
A. J. Hermann, and E. L. Dobbins (2006), Results from a three‐dimen-
sional, nested biological‐physical model of the California Current Sys-
tem and comparisons with statistics from satellite imagery, J. Geophys.
Res., 111, C07018, doi:10.1029/2004JC002506.

Reed, T. E., P. Warzybok, A. J. Wilson, R. W. Bradley, S. Wanless, and
W. J. Sydeman (2009), Timing is everything: flexible phenology and
shifting selection in a colonial seabird, J. Anim. Ecol., 78, 376–387,
doi:10.1111/j.1365-2656.2008.01503.x.

Ross, R. M. (1981), Laboratory culture and development of Euphausia
pacifica, Limnol. Oceanogr., 26, 235–246, doi:10.4319/lo.1981.26.
2.0235.

Ross, R. M. (1982a), Energetics of Euphausia pacifica. I. Effects of body
carbon and nitrogen and temperature on measured and predicted produc-
tion, Mar. Biol., 68, 1–13, doi:10.1007/BF00393135.

Ross, R. M. (1982b), Energetics of Euphausia pacifica. II. Complete
carbon and nitrogen budgets at 8° and 12°C throughout the life sapn,
Mar. Biol., 68, 15–23, doi:10.1007/BF00393136.

Schwing, F. B., N. A. Bond, S. J. Bograd, T. Mitchell, M. A. Alexander,
and N. Mantua (2006), Delayed coastal upwelling along the U.S. West
Coast in 2005: A historical perspective, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33,
L22S01, doi:10.1029/2006GL026911.

Shchepetkin, A. F., and J. C. McWilliams (2005), The regional ocean
modeling system (ROMS): A split‐explicit, free‐surface, topography‐
following‐coordinate oceanic model, Ocean Modell., 9, 347–404,
doi:10.1016/j.ocemod.2004.08.002.

Sydeman, W. J., R. W. Bradley, P. Qarzybok, C. L. Abraham, J. Jahncke,
K. D. Hyrenbach, V. Kousky, J. M. Hipfner, and M. D. Ohman (2006),
Planktivorous auklet Ptychoramphus aleuticus responses to ocean
climate, 2005: Unusual atmospheric blocking?, Geophys. Res. Lett.,
33, L22S09, doi:10.1029/2006GL026736.

Tanasichuk, R. W. (1998), Interannual variations in the population biology
and productivity of Euphausia pacifica in Barkley Sound, Canada, with
special reference to the 1992 and 1993 warm ocean years, Mar. Ecol.
Prog. Ser., 173, 163–180, doi:10.3354/meps173163.

Tanasichuk, R. W. (1999), Interannual variation in the availability and
utilization of euphausiids as prey for Pacific hake (Merluccius productus)
along the south‐west coast of Vancouver Island, Fish. Oceanogr., 8,
150–156, doi:10.1046/j.1365-2419.1999.00100.x.

Thomas, A. C., and P. Brickley (2006), Satellite measurements of
chlorophyll distribution during spring 2005 in the California Current,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 33, L22S05, doi:10.1029/2006GL026588.

Torres, J. J., and J. J. Childress (1983), Relationship of oxygen‐consumption
to swimming speed in Euphausia pacifica. 1. Effects of temperature and
pressure, Mar. Biol., 74, 79–86, doi:10.1007/BF00394278.

Yamamura, O., T. Inada, and K. Shimazaki (1998), Predation on
Euphausia pacifica by demersal fishes: predation impact and influence
of physical variability, Mar. Biol., 132, 195–208, doi:10.1007/
s002270050386.

S. J. Bograd, Southwest Fisheries Science Center, Environmental
Research Division, NOAA, 1352 Lighthouse Ave., Pacific Grove, CA
93950‐2097, USA.
J. G. Dorman and T. M. Powell, Department of Integrative Biology,

University of California, 3060 VLSB #3140, Berkeley, CA 94720‐3140,
USA.
W. J. Sydeman, Farallon Institute for Advanced Ecosystem Research, PO

Box 750756, Petaluma, CA 94975, USA.

DORMAN ET AL.: KRILL DECREASES IN 2005 OFF CALIFORNIA L04605L04605

5 of 5



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /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 <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /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
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


