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Abstract. The effect of the Fulvous Whistling-Duck (Dendrocygna bicolour; FWD) on the
crop at Kibimba rice scheme, eastern Uganda, was investigated using both field methods
and diet composition. Data were collected from 31 plots of 4ha each established on
newly-seeded fields. Three, 3x3m exclosures (experimental treatment) and non-
enclosures (control treatment) were placed randomly in each plot. We counted the
number of rice seeds and the number of FWDs in the plot on three consecutive days
after seeding. The number of rice plants in the experimental treatments was then
counted six weeks later. A significant difference in the number of FWDs existed across
the three days which was not the case for the number of rice seeds. The number of rice
plants did not vary between treatments. Rice (Oryza sativa) and grass weeds (echinochloa
spp) contributed 50.5% and 16.3% of the overall diet in dry weight, respectively. Results
of this study indicate that FWDs appear not to be a threat to the rice crop at Kibimba. On
the other hand, the presence of weed seeds in the FWD diet suggests that these birds
may perform an ecosystem service of controlling weeds on rice farms. 
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ES EL SUIRIRÍ BICOLOR UNA AMENAZA PARA LOS ARROZALES DEL
PROGRAMA KIBIMBA EN UGANDA DEL ESTE? 

Resumen. El efecto del suirirí bicolor (Dendrocygna bicolor) en los arrozales del Programa
Kibimba, en el este de Uganda, fue investigado utilizando métodos de campo y estudios
de la composición de la dieta. Los datos se colectaron en 31 parcelas de 4 ha cada una
establecidas en campos recién sembrados. Tres recintos de exclusión de 3x3 m
(tratamiento experimental) y recintos no-excluyentes (tratamiento de control) fueron
situados aleatoriamente en cada parcela. Contamos el número de granos de arroz y el
número de suirirís en la parcela durante tres días consecutivos tras la siembra. El número
de plantas de arroz en los tratamientos experimentales fue contado seis semanas después.
Encontramos una diferencia significativa en el número de suirirís entre los tres días, pero
no así en el número de granos de arroz. El número de plantas de arroz no varió entre
tratamientos. Granos de arroz (Oryza sativa) y semillas de malas hierbas (Echinochloa spp.)
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contribuyeron un 50.5% y 16.3% del peso seco total de la dieta, respectivamente. Los
resultados de este Granos de arroz (Oryza sativa) y semillas de malas hierbas (Echinochloa
spp.) contribuyeron un 50.5% y 16.3% del peso seco total de la dieta, respectivamente. Los
resultados de este estudio indican que los suirirís no parecen constituir una amenaza para
el cultivo de arroz en Kibimba. Por otro lado, la presencia de semillas de hierbas en la
dieta de los suirirís sugiere que estas aves pueden realizar un servicio ambiental
controlando las malas hierbas en arrozales. 

Palabras clave: suirirí bicolor, arroz, programa arrozales Kibimba, Uganda.
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INTRODUCTION
Rice growing creates a mosaic of wetland
habitats that have led to benefits for waterbirds
in Uganda and elsewhere (Nachuha 2006). For
example the Fulvous Whistling-Duck Dendro-
cygna bicolour (hereafter: FWD) during the past
several decades extended its range and
population size in close association to rice
growing (Lynch 1943, Bolen and Rylander 1983,
Carrol 1932, Meanley and Meanley 1959, Palmer
1976). As a result, this species is now considered
a serious pest by farmers (Bomford 1988,
Dallmier 1991, Bruzual and Bruzual 1983).
However, opinions vary widely as reflected by
the counter claim that FWDs benefit farmers by
consuming weeds (Singleton 1951).

There is also contradictory evidence about the
most vulnerable stage of the rice crop.
Hasbrouck (1944) reported that FWDs were
exceedingly injurious to rice when the broadcast
planting method was used, and that they never
touched the sprouted rice or the growing crop.
Most damage occurred 3-5 days prior to
germination (Currey 1984). However, levels of
depredation from ducks vary and are often
widespread, and this variability compounds the
problems associated with distinguishing losses
attributed to ducks and other predators. In light
of these difficulties, detailed studies of duck
depredations are still required to elucidate and
determine the amount of damage caused. As
agricultural damage by FWDs is a major
concern, not only for farmers but for conser-
vationists as well, the purpose of this study was
to assess the effect of this species on the rice crop
at the Kibimba Rice Scheme.

Rice also has been found to be the most
important item in the diet of FWDs when they
use rice paddies as feeding sites (Turnbull et al.
1989, Bruzual and Bruzual 1983, Dallmier 1991).
Seeds of various rice field weed species occur in
FWD diet as well (Hasbrouck 1944, Meanley

and Meanley 1959, Landers and Johnson 1976).
In Africa, the diet of FWDs has been
documented in the context of a larger study on
the damage caused by waterfowl generally to
rice in the Senegal Delta (Treca 1986), and some
aspects of FWD feeding behaviour have been
studied in a flooded farm in South Africa (Clark
1978), at Lonchivar in Zambia (Douthwaite
1977) and at Lake Chilwa, Malawi (Schulten
1974). However, no such study exists in Uganda
except for a distribution and abundance study
(Arinaitwe 1992).

STUDY AREA AND METHODS
This study was conducted at Kibimba Rice
Scheme, the larger of the two commercial
growing areas in Uganda, and the only one
where the broadcast method is used in the
paddies. Kibimba Rice Scheme is located in
eastern Uganda and is one of the Important Bird
Areas supporting a high number of birds,
particularly the FWD (Arinaitwe 1992). The
FWD has been persecuted by the management
of this scheme claiming that the species causes a
lot of damage to the crop at different stages of its
growth, but most especially after the broad-
casting of the rice grains. Kibimba Rice Scheme
is divided into blocks of varying sizes that are
subdivided into plots of approximately 4ha by
earth levees. Rice growing at this scheme
involves broadcasting seeds on flooded fields
(water depth ~ 6-10 cm) by a small agricultural
aircraft. The fields are then gradually drained
over a period of 3-4 days approximately. 

The aim of this study was achieved by using
both direct and indirect measures. The direct
measure of FWD effect involved counting the
number of rice seeds on three consecutive days
after broadcasting while the indirect one
involved counting the number of rice plants six
weeks later. 



From the onset, thirty-one 4ha plots that were
ready for broadcasting were identified, upon
which on the evening/morning of broadcasting
we set up in each: three, 3x3 m exclosures that
prevented consumption of rice seeds by birds
(the experimental treatments), and three 3x3 m
non-enclosures that allowed use (control). These
exclosures were constructed using expanded
metal with a mesh size of 1x1 cm supported by
four pieces of wood (4x4 cm thick, 1.5 m tall).
Four similar sized pieces of wood were used to
demarcate the non-enclosures. We placed these
experimental treatments randomly within the
rice fields.

After setting up the experimental plots we
estimated the number of rice seeds in the 4ha
plots over the three days after broadcasting. To
do this, we used a 0.25 m 2 metal frame that we
threw 30 times daily in each plot, counting the
number of rice seeds. This was to establish
whether there was a decline in the number of
rice seeds on the subsequent days after
broadcasting. Counting of rice seeds was
slightly obscured on the first day since the seeds
were still under water (about 5 cm), but this was
not a problem on the second and third day, as
the plots were progressively drained.

Following the seeding, a total count of all
FWDs using the plots, and the number foraging,
was done for three consecutive days. Bird
counts were done between 06:30-07:00 hrs for
about 5-10 minutes depending on numbers. The
birds were counted individually or in groups of
five or ten if flocks were large. Water depth
measurements were also taken at four randomly
located points within each plot. 

Data on the number of rice plants in the two
treatments was collected after six weeks from
the time of broadcasting. Using a 0.25 m2 metal
frame that we placed in a random location
within each treatment, we counted the number
of rice plants. This gave us three data points per
treatment per plot and 93 data points for each
treatment for the 31 plots. The entire data
collection lasted a period of three months from
December 2010 to February 2011.

COLLECTION OF DIET SAMPLES

Stomach contents analyses must be done before
conclusions are reached concerning the
economic importance of FWDs to agriculture
(Rylander and Bolen 1980). To obtain infor-

mation on the diet of the FWDs, we collected
crop and gizzard contents from dead birds.
Twenty-two birds were bought from hunters
(local people) encountered in the field and
supplemented by 31 birds killed after hitting
power lines. The contents of 53 gizzards and 28
crops were each separately emptied into sample
bottles containing 80% ethyl alcohol (Swanson
and Bartonek 1970) for further analysis in the
laboratory. During the laboratory analysis, the
contents were rinsed over a 250µm mesh sieve
and subsequently placed in clear water in a petri
dish. With the aid of a microscope the contents
were searched for food items. Food and grit
were separated and placed on small filter
papers. The materials were next oven dried to a
constant weight at 65°C, left to cool and then
weighed to obtain the dry weight (Swanson et
al. 1974). The food was separated into the plant
and animal foods for easier comparison with
other studies in which foods were analyzed
from gizzard and crop samples. Plant materials
were easily identifiable to species level, which
was not the case for animal material. 

DATA ANALYSIS 

Two separate analyses were done to determine if
the number of rice seeds and FWDs varied
across the three days after broadcasting.
Numbers of rice seeds conformed to the normal
distribution (One-Sample Klomogorov-Smirnov
Test: Z = 0.736, P = 0.650, n = 93); therefore, these
differences were tested using General Linear
Mixed Models (GLMM) in Genstat version 3.0
(VSN Intl. 2003). Day was used as a fixed effect
and the abundance of FWDs was used as a
covariate in the analysis in which the number of
rice seeds was used as the response variable.
Plot was used as a random effect in all the
analyses to control for pseudoreplication
(Hulbert 1984). The numbers of rice plants in the
experimental and control treatments also
conformed to the normal distribution (Z = 0.942,
P = 0.338, n =186). A t-test for independent
samples was used to compare the number of rice
plants between treatments.

DIET COMPOSITION

Data on each item found in the crop, gizzard,
and the total of both the crop and gizzard were
expressed in two ways: 1) average % of dry
weight = �Wi/N, where Wi = weight of the ith
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food item expressed as a percentage of the
weight of all food items in the sample, and N =
total weight of all food samples (Swanson et al.
1974); and 2) the occurrence of the food item i.e.
in how many gizzards and crops the food item
was found present. 

RESULTS

VARIATION ACROSS THE THREE DAYS
BEFORE GERMINATION

The abundance of FWDs on the rice scheme
ranged from 0-556 individuals with an average
of 84.9 ±107.2 SD birds. There was a significant
relationship between the abundance of rice
seeds and the total number of FWDs after
controlling for differences in Day (Table 1). The
number of FWDs increased with increasing
numbers of rice seeds (Table 2). However,
despite this relationship, the abundance of rice
seeds did not vary significantly across the three
days following broadcasting (Tables 1, 2).
Although the number of rice seeds did not vary

across the three days, the abundance of FWDs
decreased significantly (Table 2, Figure 1). The
student t-test results revealed that the number of
rice plants did not vary between treatments six
weeks later (t(184) = 0.824, P = 0.411). 

DIET COMPOSITION

A total of 53 adult birds were collected, 31 (57%)
of which were from power line kills and 22
(43%) from hunters. The diet of these FWDs was
composed of plant and animal matter. The
percent dry weight of the food contents show
that FWDs ate mostly plant material, with
animal materials present in the diet of only a
few individuals. Rice constituted almost half of
the total dry weight (57.4%) of the diet, and was
present in all the gizzards (Table 3). Seeds of
Echinochloa spp were the most abundant in the
diet (Table 3). Other plant seeds included
sorghum (Sorghum spp.), which was present in
very small quantities. No other plant structures
other than seeds were found in the gizzards or
crops, although some studies have shown that
FWDs feed on plant shoots and leaves. Animal
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TABLE 1. General Linear Mixed Models of number of rice seeds and FWDs across the three days before
germination. Two separate models are given.

Response variable Explanatory variables
_____________________ ______________________________________________________________________ 

Model Wald statistic df Chi2 probability

1. Number of rice seeds Fixed term
Day 0.24 2 0.775
Total of FWDs in the plot 8.10 1 0.045

2. Number of FWDs Fixed term
Day 135.72 2 <0.001
Water depth 0.73 1 0.392

TABLE 2. Mean ± SD of abundance of rice seeds, FWDs and water depth on the three subsequent days after
broadcasting.

Days after broadcasting
___________________________________________________________________ 
Overall Day 1 Day 2 Day 3
Mean ± SD Mean ± SD Mean ± SD Mean ± SD

Rice seeds 60.4 ± 24.6 60.9 ± 24.7 60.2 ± 25.0 60.1 ± 23.9
Total FWDs in the plot 83.8 ± 106.4 195.5 ± 113.7 58.1 ± 42.0 1.0 ± 1.83
Water depth (cm) 4.3 ± 2.3 6.4 ± 1.1 4.9 ± 0.8 1.5 ± 0.5

Sample size was 30 throws in 31 plots = 930 throws.
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FIGURE 1. Variation in mean ± SE of FWDs across the three days after broadcasting.

TABLE 3. Percentage of plant and animal items found in the gizzard and crops of 53 FWDs.

Total
Gizzard (53) Crop (28) (crop+gizzard) Occurrence____________________ ____________________ ______________ ________________
Total Total Total
weight weight Weight

Type of food (g) % n (g) % n (g) % Gizzards Crops

Rice seeds 60.4 24.6 60.9 24.7 60.2 25.0 60.1 23.9 60.1 23.9

Echinochloa spp 24.7 16.3 53 13.1 23.1 53 37.8 18.2 44 25
Nymphae spp 0.5 0.3 3 0.2 0.4 1 0.7 0.3 3 1
Sorghum 0.4 0.3 6 0.6 1.2 3 1.0 0.5 4 3
Animal 0.1 0.1 4 0.1 0.2 2 0.2 0.1 6 3
Grit 49.5 32.5 53 0 49.5 23.7 53 0

Total (N) 151.9 100 56.7 100 208.6 100

n = number of samples
N= as defined in the methods section. 
Numbers in brackets show the number of gizzards and crops from which diet samples were collected



matter, composed of molluscs and insects,
occurred in very small proportions. 

DISCUSSION

VARIATION ACROSS THE THREE DAYS
AFTER SEEDING

The number of rice seeds did not vary across the
three days prior to germination. This indicates
that FWDs do not have any effect on the rice
crop at Kibimba Rice Scheme. However, there
was a decline in the abundance of FWDs across
the three days after rice broadcast and this
decline is probably attributed to the declining
water levels. The positive relationship between
the number of rice seeds and the total number of
FWDs implies that FWDS are attracted to the
rice fields because of the presence of rice seeds.
These results indicate that the presence of water
was a primary cue in habitat use by FWDs, a
finding in agreement with Bruzual and Bruzual
(1983). No matter how abundant seeds were,
they only became available when there was suf-
ficient water to facilitate their consumption by
FWDs. 

FWDs were observed feeding in the whole
plot including the control plots (non-enclosed
areas). The lack of variation in the number of
rice seeds across the three days before
germination and rice plants between treatment
effects could be probably attributed to the fact
that the number of FWDs is small compared to
the amount of rice broadcast to cause any
significant effects. 

RICE IN THE DIET OF FWDS

Although earlier results indicated that FWDs do
not seem to have an impact on the rice crop, rice
seeds dominated their diet (57.2%). There is a
possibility that some specimens, especially those
obtained from hunters, may have had bait
(poisoned rice) in their gizzards/crops, which
contributed to this relatively high proportion of
rice in the diet. 

WEEDS IN THE DIET OF FWDS

The presence of Nymphae spp in the diet of the
birds indicates some foraging in natural wetland
habitat. Echinochloa spp grass seeds were also
abundant in the diet of ducks, although second
to rice. Echinochloa spp are considered the most

serious and widespread weeds at Kibimba Rice
Scheme (Ishwar Singh, Plant breeder, Kibimba
Rice Scheme, pers. comm.). The importance of
this weed in the diet of FWDs in the different
regions of the world indicates that FWDs may
play a significant role in the control of this weed
on rice schemes (Singleton 1951, Meanley and
Meanley 1959, Bruzual and Bruzual 1983, Lynch
1943). 

CONCLUSIONS
Although there was no significant evidence
from this study that FWDs cause damage to the
rice crop, the presence of rice in their diet
indicates that FWDs may have a slight negative
impact on the rice crop if their population is
very high. The predation on economically
important weeds, such as Echinochloa spp. by
FWDs, can have a positive impact on the control
of these undesirable weeds. Therefore, once
farmers learn about this information, the
persecution of these ducks may become less.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS
This study was sponsored by the Islamic
University in Uganda to whom we are indebted.
Many thanks to the managing director of
Kibimba rice scheme for granting us access to
their land and NatureUganda, the BirdLife
International Partner in Uganda for lending us
some of their equipment. Comments from
Professor Derek Pomeroy greatly improved this
manuscript.

REFERENCES
ARINAITWE, J. 1992. Effects of wetland drainage on

wildlife with special reference to birds. MSc.
Thesis, Makerere University.

GENSTAT [8.1]. (VSN Intl.2003) VSN International Ltd,
Oxford.

BOLEN, E. G., AND M. K. RYLANDER. 1983. Whistling-
ducks: zoogeography, ecology, anatomy adap-
tations in four species of whistling ducks
Dendrocygna. Museum Special Publication Texas
Tech University, Lubbock TX 20:67.

BOMFORD, M.1988. Effects of wild ducks on rice
production. CSIRO, Melbourne, Australia.

BRUZUAL, J. J., AND I. B. BRUZUAL. 1983. Feeding habits
of whistling ducks in the Calobozo rice fields,
Venezuela, during the on-reproductive period.
Wildfowl 34:20-26.

IS THE FULVOUS WHISTLING-DUCK A THREAT TO THE RICE CROP AT KIBIMBA SCHEME, EASTERN UGANDA? 

[15]



POLYCARP M. MWIMA, SARAH NACHUHA AND IMRAN EJOTRE 

[16]

CARROL, J. J. 1932. A change in the distribution of the
fulvous tree duck (Dendrocygna bicolor helva) in
Texas. Auk 49:343-344.

CLARK, A. 1978. Some aspects of the behaviour of
whistling ducks in South Africa. Ostrich 49:31-39.

CURREY, A. 1984. Rice growing in New South Wales.
Dept of Agriculture New South Wales and Rice
Research Committee. New South Wales, Sydney.

DALLMIER, F. G. 1991. Whistling ducks as a manage-
able and sustainable resource in Venezuela:
balancing economic costs and benefits. University
of Chicago Press, Chicago, IL.

DOUTHWAITE, R. J. 1977. The Filter-feeding ducks on
the Kafue flats, Zambia 1971-1973. Ibis 119:44-46.

HASBROUCK, E. M. 1944. Fulvous tree-ducks in
Louisiana rice fields. Auk 61:305-306.

HULBERT, S. H. 1984. Pseudoreplication and the design
of field experiments. Ecological Monograph
54:187-211.

LANDERS, J. L., AND A. S. JOHNSON. 1976. Foods of
Fulvous-whistling ducks coastal South Carolina.
Wilson Bulletin 88:659-660.

LYNCH, J. J. 1943. Fulvous tree duck in Louisiana. Auk
60:100-102.

MEANLEY, B., AND M. A. MEANLEY. 1959. Observations
on fulvous tree duck in Louisiana. Wilson Bulletin
71:33-45.

NACHUHA, S. 2006. Explaining distribution pattern of
waterbirds on rice paddies and other wetlands in
eastern Uganda, PhD Thesis, Oxford University,
UK 

PALMER, R. S. 1976. Handbook of North American

birds. Yale University Press, New Haven, CT.
RYLANDER, M. K. AND E. G. BOLEN. 1980. The ecology

of whistling ducks in the tropics. Pp. 309-314 in J.
L. Furtado (ed.) Tropical Ecology and Develop-
ment (Proceedings of the Vth International Sym-
posium of Tropical Ecology, 16–21 April 1979,
Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia), Vol. 1. Department of
Zoology, University of Malaya, Kuala Lumpur,
Malaysia.

SCHULTEN, G. G. M. 1974. The food of some duck
species occurring at Lake Chilwa, Malawi. Ostrich
45:224-226.

SINGLETON, J. R. 1951. Production and utilisation of
waterfowl food plants on the east Texas gulf coast.
Journal of Wildlife Management 15:46-56.

SWANSON, G.A., AND J.C. BARTONEK. 1970. Bias
associated with food analysis in gizzards of blue-
winged teal. Journal of Wildlife Management
34:739-746.

SWANSON, G. A., G. L. KRAPU, J. C. BARTONEK, J. R.
SERIE AND D. H. JOHNSON. 1974. Advantages in
mathematically weighing waterfowl food habitat
data. Wildlife Management 38:302-307.

TRECA, B. 1986. Le regime alimentaire du Dendrocigna
fauve (Dendrocygna bicolor) dans le delta du
Senegal; comparison avec la Sarcalle d'ete (Anas
querquedula) et al Dendrocygne veuf (D. viduata).
L'Oiseau 56:59-68.

TURNBULL, R. E., F. A. JOHNSON AND D. H. BRAKHAGE.
1989. Status, distribution, and foods of Fulvous
Whistling Ducks in South Florida. Journal of
Wildlife Management 53:1046-1051.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /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 true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /HelveticaNeue
    /HelveticaNeue-Bold
    /HelveticaNeue-BoldItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-CondensedBlack
    /HelveticaNeue-CondensedBold
    /HelveticaNeue-Italic
    /HelveticaNeue-Light
    /HelveticaNeue-LightItalic
    /HelveticaNeue-UltraLight
    /HelveticaNeue-UltraLightItalic
    /MathematicalPi-Five
    /MathematicalPi-Four
    /MathematicalPi-One
    /MathematicalPi-Six
    /MathematicalPi-Three
    /MathematicalPi-Two
    /NewCaledonia
    /NewCaledonia-Black
    /NewCaledonia-BlackItalic
    /NewCaledonia-Bold
    /NewCaledonia-BoldItalic
    /NewCaledonia-Italic
    /NewCaledonia-SemiBold
    /NewCaledonia-SemiBoldItalic
    /Symbol
    /Universal-GreekwithMathPi
    /Universal-NewswithCommPi
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Impact
    /LucidaConsole
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. 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 suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [445.464 666.000]
>> setpagedevice


