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1. Introduction     

         The exchange of solute mass (through molecular diffusion) between fluid in 

fractures and fluid in the rock matrix is called matrix diffusion. Owing to the orders-of-

magnitude slower flow velocity in the matrix compared to fractures, matrix diffusion can 

significantly retard solute transport in fractured rock, and therefore is an important 

process for a variety of problems, including remediation of subsurface contamination and 

geological disposal of nuclear waste. The effective matrix diffusion coefficient 

(molecular diffusion coefficient in free water multiplied by matrix tortuosity) is an 

important parameter for describing matrix diffusion, and in many cases largely 

determines overall solute transport behavior. While matrix diffusion coefficient values 

measured from small rock samples in the laboratory are generally used for modeling 

field-scale solute transport in fractured rock (Boving and Grathwohl, 2001), several 

research groups recently have independently found that effective matrix diffusion 

coefficients much larger than laboratory measurements are needed to match field-scale 

tracer-test data (Neretnieks, 2002; Becker and Shapiro, 2000; Shapiro, 2001; Liu et al., 

2003, 2004a). 

In addition to the observed enhancement, Liu et al. (2004b), based on a relatively 

small number of field-test results, reported that the effective matrix diffusion coefficient 

might be scale dependent, and, like permeability and dispersivity, it seems to increases 

with test scale. This scale-dependence has important implications for large-scale solute 

transport in fractured rock. Although a number of mechanisms have been proposed to 

explain the enhancement of the effective matrix diffusion coefficient, the potential scale 

dependence and its mechanisms are not fully investigated at this stage.  The major 
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objective of this study is to again demonstrate (based on more data published in the 

literature than those used in Liu et al. [2004b]) the potential scale dependence of the 

effective matrix-diffusion coefficient, and to develop a preliminary explanation for this 

scale-dependent behavior.  

 

2. Work Description 
 

2.1 Literature survey of effective matrix diffusion coefficient 

A relatively comprehensive literature survey of field tracer tests and the 

corresponding effective diffusion coefficient values was conducted. Forty field tracer 

tests at 15 fractured geologic sites were selected for this study, based on data availability 

and quality.  

Four major criteria are used for selecting the tracer tests used in this study. First, 

the selected tracer tests must be conducted in fractured rock with a significant contrast 

between fracture and matrix permeability. Tracer tests conducted in other fractured 

porous media were not considered here. Second, the tracers used in the selected tests 

must be conservative. For nonconservative tracers, one or more additional parameters are 

needed to account for the corresponding adsorptive, reactive, or radioactive decay 

processes, complicating the transport-parameter calibration. Third, a selected tracer test 

must be well defined, with clear breakthrough curves and sufficient test details published 

(e.g., injection mass, injection and pumping rates), so that meaningful simulations can be 

performed. These data are critical for accurate calibration of the transport parameters 

using the analytic models. Finally, the necessary fracture and matrix properties must be 

available for calculating the effective matrix diffusion coefficient.  

For the field tracer tests without reported matrix-diffusion coefficient values, 

reanalysis of the tracer breakthrough curves was needed to calibrate transport parameters 

that included the effective matrix diffusion coefficient. This reanalysis was conducted 

using an analytic solution for linear flow and a semi-analytic solution for radial flow in 

fractured rock systems (Maloszewski and Zuber, 1985, 1990; Reimus et al., 2003). These 

analytic solutions and similar solutions (e.g., Tang et al., 1981; Sudicky and Frind, 1982) 
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have been used for calibrating the matrix diffusion coefficient values reported in the 

literature. 

To investigate the possible scale dependence of the effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient, we employ the effective-matrix-diffusion-coefficient factor, Fd, which is 

defined as the ratio of the effective matrix diffusion coefficient ( e
mD ) to the lab-scale 

matrix diffusion coefficient ( mD ): 

m

e
m

d D
DF = .      (1) 

The lab-scale matrix diffusion coefficient ( mD ) used in Equation (1) is the mean 

value of laboratory measurements for small rock-matrix samples from the same geologic 

site. When such measurements are not available, Archie’s law (Boving and Grathwohl, 

2001) is used to approximate this value, based on  

1n
m m wD Dφ −=  ,      (2) 

where wD  is the molecular diffusion coefficient of a tracer in free water, mφ is matrix 

porosity, and n is an empirical parameter, which is generally larger than 2.0. To avoid 

potential exaggeration of scale effects (or an artificial increase in estimated Fd values), 

we used 2n =  here. Unlike the effective matrix diffusion coefficient, Fd is expected to 

be independent of individual tracers used in field tests, but would depend on the scaling 

effects of fractured rock characteristics. In the survey, the effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient and its factor are calculated for each tracer test. 

2.2 A preliminary interpretation   

       Water flow and solute transport processes in fractured rock are complicated by the 

involved heterogeneity at different scales and the complex geometry of fracture networks. 

Although different conceptual models for flow and transport in fractured rock exist, many 

studies indicate that a flow pattern is mainly characterized by many flow channels (or 

separated individual flow paths) (e.g., Tsang and Neretnieks, 1998).  Different channels 

or paths have different flow and transport properties, resulting in large-scale 

heterogeneities. In this study, we focus on mass transfer among sub-fractures and the 
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surrounding rock matrix associated with a single major flow path, as illustrated in Figure 

1 using an idealized, but rather general, sub-fracture geometry. As demonstrated later, 

understanding this mass-transfer process may hold the key to understanding why the 

effective matrix diffusion coefficient is scale-dependent. 

     Water flow in a single flow path (or main channel) has been often simplified as a flow 

process within a single straight fracture (e.g., Neretnieks, 2002; Becker and Shapiro, 

2003). In reality, however, flow structure is more complicated than that, owing to the 

complexity of fracture-network geometry. Percolation models (that study network 

connectivity and characteristics of cluster structures) provide a more realistic 

representation of flow-path geometry (e.g., Stauffer and Aharony, 1994; Renshaw, 1999). 

We use the percolation theory herein to characterize the geometry of a flow path in a 

fracture network for our numerical experiments.  

           Based on the percolation theory, the geometry of a main flow path (backbone) has 

several useful features. First, not all the fractures in a flow path are singly connected. The 

singly connected segments are often separated by structures that contain several routes in 

parallel that are called loops.  Second, it is well known that percolation structures at 

percolation threshold (or at scales less than a correlation length) exhibit fractal-like 

scaling properties. Third, the above two features were originally observed for networks 

consisting of randomly distributed bonds with the same lengths. Networks of this kind are 

investigated in the classic application of percolation theory. However, because of 

heterogeneity, real-world fracture networks are generally more complicated. It is well 

documented that the trace length distribution of fractures follows a power law, and longer 

fractures generally have larger apertures. In this case, the two features mentioned above 

are still valid with additional complications.              

         Numerical experiments were designed to investigate solute transport processes 

through a flow path in a fracture network, with a focus on the effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient as a function of travel distance from the source. The flow paths were 

constructed to be consistent with the features discussed above.    
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Figure 1. An idealized flow path constructed based on  percolation theory.  The tracer source is located at 

location A and breakthrough curves  are monitored at locations B, C, D and E. 
 

        Figure 1 shows a flow path constructed using a deterministic recursive procedure. 

The Level 1 fracture in Figure 1 represents connected long fractures that form singly 

connected segments in a network and a major conduit at locations where multiple loops 

exist. Higher-level fractures (with a shorter trace length and smaller fracture aperture than 

Level 1) are then added, and an equilateral triangle is formed where the loop occurs.   

            Once a steady-state flow field was established in the flow path (Figure 1), tracer 

was released from point A (with a constant tracer concentration), and breakthrough 

curves at points B, C, D and E are simulated. The tracer transport simulation was based 

on a particle-tracking approach applicable to fracture flow that is available in the 

literature (Painter et al., 2005; Cvetkovic, 2003). The effective parameters (including 

effective matrix diffusion coefficient) are determined by fitting the numerical experiment 

results (breakthrough curves at different locations) to the analytical solution for solute 

transport along a single fracture (Zhou, 2005). A similar curve-fitting approach has often 

been used in interpreting field-scale tracer testing results.  
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3. Results and Discussion     

            Figure 2 shows the literature-survey results for the effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient. In this figure, Fd refers to the ratio of observed effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient to the lab-scale value. The three big points correspond to average values at lab 

scale, a scale on the order of tens of meters, and a scale on the order of hundreds of 

meters, respectively. Note that the big point corresponding to the lab scale actually 

represents many data points with identical Fd values. Any data point in the other two 

groups has a data point corresponding to the lab scale. Although a high degree of 

fluctuation exists, the ratio, on average, is scale dependent and generally increases with 

test scale. 

 In addition to the effective matrix diffusion coefficient, we also collected or 

estimated longitudinal dispersivity values for different tracer tests. To evaluate the 

reasonableness of our calibrated transport parameters, we checked the consistency of the 

dispersivity data in this study with past studies of calibrated dispersivity versus scale. As 

indicated in Figure 3, our dispersivity data are within the range of a well-known literature 

survey results of large-scale dispersivity reported by Gelhar et al. (1992). 
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Figure 2.  The ratio of observed effective matrix diffusion coefficient to the lab-scale value (Fd) as a 
function of test scale. The three enlarged points correspond to average values at the lab scale, a scale on the 

order of tens of  meters, and a scale on the order of hundreds of meters, respectively. 
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Figure 3.  Comparison of the field-scale longitudinal dispersivity between the current study for fractured 
rock and a previous study for both porous and fracture media [Gelhar et al., 1992] 

 

             As previously indicated, numerical experiments were performed to explore the 

mechanisms behind the potential scale dependence of the effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient. Figure 4 shows the calibrated (normalized) effective matrix diffusion 

coefficient as a function of distance (from a location where the breakthrough curve is 

simulated to the fixed location where a tracer is initially released) for the flow path 

shown in Figure 1. Obviously, the effective matrix diffusion coefficient is indeed 

dependent on the travel distance, which is consistent with the literature survey results. 

Note that numerical experiments provide a useful alternative way to better support or 

refute potential scale-dependent behavior, because they can be conducted under well-

controlled conditions and interpreted in an unambiguous manner.    
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Figure 4. Fitted relative effective-matrix-diffusion coefficient values (D*) as a function of distance for a 

flow path consisting of flow loops as illustrated in Figure 1. 
 

             The current numerical experiments also indicate that a combination of the local 

flow loops and the associated matrix diffusion process, together with scaling properties in 

the flow-path geometry, seems to be the major mechanism (at a range of scales) for the 

observed scale dependence of the effective matrix diffusion coefficient (Figure 5), while 

other potentially important mechanisms may still exist and need to be investigated in 

future studies. 
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Figure 5. A conceptual diagram illustrating effective matrix diffusion as a combination of local-scale 
advection and matrix diffusion in fractures at different scales. 

 
 

 

4. Conclusion 

       A relatively comprehensive literature survey and the results of numerical experiment 

demonstrate that the effective matrix-diffusion coefficient, like permeability and 

dispersivity, is scale-dependent and increases with test scale. A combination of local flow 

loops and the associated matrix diffusion process, together with scaling properties in 

flow-path geometry, seems to be the major mechanism (at a range of scales) for the 

observed scale dependence of the effective matrix diffusion coefficient. This finding has 

many important implications for problems involving matrix diffusion.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 10

References 

Becker, M. W., Shapiro, A. M., 2000. Tracer transport in fractured crystalline rock: 

Evidence of non-diffusive breakthrough tailing. Water Resour. Res., 36(7), 1677–

1686.  

Boving, T. B., Grathwohl, P., 2001. Tracer diffusion coefficients in sedimentary rocks: 

Correlation to porosity and hydraulic conductivity. J. Contam. Hydrol., 53, 85–100. 

Cvetkovic, V., Painter, S., Outters, N., Selroos, J.-O., 2003. Stochastic simulation of 

radionuclide migration in discretely fractured rock near Äspö Hard Rock Laboratory.  

Water Resour. Res., 40, W02404, doi:10.1029/2003WR002655. 

Gelhar, L. W., Welty, C. W., and Rehfeldt, K. R., 1992. A critical review of data on field-

scale dispersion in aquifers, Water Resour. Res., 28(7), 1955–1974. 

Liu, H. H., Haukwa, C.B., Ahlers, C.F., Bodvarsson, G.S., Flint, A.L., Guertal, W.B., 

2003. Modeling flow and transport in unsaturated fractured rock: an evaluation of the 

continuum approach. J. Contam. Hydrol., 62–63, 173–188. 

Liu, H. H., Salve, R., Wang, J.S., Bodvarsson, G.S., Hudson, D., 2004a, Field 

investigation into unsaturated flow and transport in a fault: model analyses. J. Contam. 

Hydrol., 74(1-4), 39–59. 

Liu, H. H., Bodvarsson, G.S., Zhang, G., 2004b. Scale dependency of the effective matrix 

diffusion coefficient. Vadose Zone J., 3, 312–315. 

Maloszewski, P., and Zuber, A., 1985. On the theory of tracer experiments in fissured 

rocks with a porous matrix, J. Hydrol., 79, 333–358.  

Maloszewski, P., and Zuber, A., 1990. Mathematical modeling of tracer behavior in 

short-term experiments in fissured rocks, Water Resour. Res., 26(7), 1517–1528.  

Neretnieks, I., 2002. A stochastic multi-channel model for solute transport—analysis of 

tracer tests in fractured rock. J. Contam. Hydrol., 55, 175–211. 

Painter, S., Cvetkovic, V., 2005. Upscaling discrete fracture network simulations: An 

alternative to continuum transport models. Water Resour. Res., 41, W02002, 

doi:10.1029/2004WR003682. 



 11

Reimus, P., Pohll, G., Mihevc, T., Chapman, J., Haga, M., Lyles, B., Kosinski, S., 

Niswonger, R., Sanders, P., 2003. Testing and parameterizing a conceptual model for 

solute transport in a fractured granite using multiple tracers in a forced-gradient test. 

Water Resour. Res., 39(12), 1356, doi:10.1029/2002WR001597. 

Renshaw C. E., 1999. Connectivity of Joint networks with power law length 

distributions. Water Resour. Res., 35(9), 2661–2670. 

Shapiro, A. M.,  2001. Effective matrix diffusion in kilometer-scale transport in fractured 

crystalline rock. Water Resour. Res., 37(3), 507–522. 

Staffer D., Aharony, A., 1994. Introduction to Percolation Theory. Taylor & Francis, 

Bristol, PA.. 

Sudicky E. A., and Frind, E. O.  1982. Contaminant transport in fractured porous media: 

analytical solutions for a system of parallel fractures, Water Resour. Res., 18(7), 

1634–1642. 

Tang, D. H., Frind, E.O., Sudicky, E.A., 1981. Contaminant transport in a fractured 

porous media: Analytical solution for a single fracture. Water Resour. Res., 17(3), 

555–564.  

Tsang C.F., Neretnieks, I., 1998. Flow Channeling in Heterogeneous Fractured Rocks. 

Reviews of Geophysics, Vol. 36, No. 2, 275-298. 

Zhou, Q., 2005. iTOUGH2-TRAT Qualification Report. Lawrence Berkeley National 

Laboratory, Berkeley. 

 

 

 

 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

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

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


