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An investigation on the GNSS ionospheric mapping functions uncertainties using NeQuick 
model 

Reza Ghoddousi-Fard 

 

Abstract 

Commonly used two-dimensional ionospheric models for GNSS positioning applications, including Total 
Electron Content (TEC) maps, require a mapping function (obliquity factor) which is used for conversion 
between vertical and slant TEC at ionospheric pierce points.  In this paper, NeQuick, a three-dimensional 
semi-empirical model, is used to simulate the level of uncertainties that one may expect from more 
simplified approaches. In order to evaluate the performance of mapping functions on GNSS vertical TEC 
estimation, coinciding pierce points from mixed stations and receivers from stations over North America 
are analyzed. A fit to the NeQuick derived mapping function values resulted in an empirical mapping 
function which performed slightly better than commonly used mapping functions during the studied 
periods and locations. 

 

Introduction 

Due to computational load and inefficiency of three-dimensional ionospheric models to predict the effects 
of space weather events, most GNSS processing algorithms are still relying on two-dimensional 
ionospheric models where a conversion of vertical Total Electron Content (TEC) values to the satellite to 
receiver line of sight is required. 

NeQuick is a three-dimensional, time dependent ionospheric electron density model developed at the 
Aeronomy and Radio Propagation Laboratory of the Abdus Salam International Centre for Theoretical 
Physics (ICTP), Italy and at the Institute for Geophysics, Astrophysics and Meteorology of the University of 
Graz, Austria [Hochegger et al., 2000; Nava et al., 2008]. The model allows one to calculate TEC along any 
ray-path by means of integration of electron concentration. In the NeQuick model, the ionosphere is 
vertically divided into two parts: below and above the peak of F2 region. NeQuick model version 2.0.2 
used in this study is improved over version 1 both in bottom-side and topside formulations [Nava et al., 
2008]. 

Input parameters to the NeQuick model are coordinates of both ends of the ray path, year, month, time 
of day and an ionization parameter, which can be either a twelve-month running mean sunspot number 
(R12) or 10.7 cm wavelength solar radio flux (F10.7). In order to minimize the model error, the ionization 
parameter can reflect daily solar activity and hence it is a parameter that can be optimized to improve the 
model performance (see e.g. Memarzadeh, 2009). 

Schüler and Oladipo [2013] reported a minor improvement in single-frequency single-site TEC retrieval 
precision by using the NeQuick based mapping function. Their results were based on comparing estimated 
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vertical TEC (VTEC) using a commonly used mapping function and those derived from NeQuick with the 
IGS global TEC map as a reference value. 

In an effort to quantify the uncertainties caused by ionospheric mapping functions used in GNSS 
processing for conversion between slant and vertical TEC, the differences between commonly used 
geometric mapping functions and the one derived from NeQuick are studied at different nominal solar 
conditions. In this paper, the difference caused by mapping function in the observation domain is 
simulated at different elevation angles, ionization levels and locations. The mapping function resulting 
from a least square fit to NeQuick values at different azimuths together with commonly used geometric 
mapping functions are evaluated by estimation of VTEC at coinciding ionospheric pierce points (IPP) from 
mixed receivers and stations over North America. 

Geometric mapping functions vs. NeQuick ray-tracer  

In order to simulate the difference caused by mapping functions in GNSS ionospheric slant delay, three 
locations at different geodetic latitudes (0, 50 and 80) at longitude of -90 as well as three levels of 
ionization by means of three different values of monthly smoothed sunspot numbers (5, 70 and 150) are 
chosen. Other required parameters for the NeQuick model are selected as the year of 2013 and month of 
September. At every hour of the day the ratio of slant to vertical TEC values (at locations corresponding 
to a shell height of 450 km) are calculated at elevation angles of 5, 10, 20, 30, 40, 50, 60, 70 and 80 degrees 
and are hereafter referred to as the NeQuick mapping function ( NeQm ). 

The simplest yet most commonly used ionospheric mapping function is based on the single layer model 
on a spherical earth. This mapping function is hereafter referred to as the Standard mapping function and 
can be written as: 

𝑚𝑚𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠 = 1

𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐�𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎� 𝑅𝑅
𝑅𝑅+𝐻𝐻 ·sin (𝑧𝑧)��

                                                                                                                                       (1) 

where H is the ionospheric shell height and Z is the zenith angle at the station on a spherical Earth with 
radius R.  

Schaer [1999] proposed a modified single layer mapping function using a reduced zenith angle i.e.: 

𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚 = 1

𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐𝑐�𝑎𝑎𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠� 𝑅𝑅
𝑅𝑅+𝐻𝐻𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜𝑜

 ·sin (𝛼𝛼.𝑧𝑧)��
                                                                                                                                              (2) 

The best fit of equation (2) to the Jet Propulsion Laboratory’s extended slab model [Coster et al., 1992] 
was achieved at kmH opt 7.506=  and 9782.0=α   [Beutler et al., 2007] and hereafter is referred to as 

the Modified mapping function. This mapping function is also being widely used. One may refer to 
Ghoddousi-Fard and Lahaye (2016) to see more details on commonly used mapping functions. 
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The difference in slant ionospheric delay as a result of the difference of a geometric mapping function 
from the NeQuick based mapping function on GPS L1 frequency can be derived from:                                                                                                           

𝑑𝑑 = 𝐼𝐼 × (𝑚𝑚𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁 −𝑚𝑚𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠[𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚]) × 𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑉𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁                                                                                                                      (3) 

where NeQVTEC  is the VTEC from NeQuick model in TECU, 𝐼𝐼 is the conversion factor of TECU to cm in 

GPS L1 frequency (~16.2), 𝑚𝑚𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁𝑁 is the NeQuick based mapping function, 𝑚𝑚𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠𝑠[𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚𝑚] is either of the 
Standard or Modified mapping functions defined in equations (1) and (2) and d is the slant delay difference 
in cm. 

Figure 1 shows as an example, azimuth dependent difference in slant delay caused by mapping function 
over 24 hours at longitude of -90 on the geodetic equator at 10 degrees elevation angle with a moderate 
ionization level (R12) of 70. It can be seen that differences can reach up to meter level at some azimuths 
and times. Daily mean differences between the two geometric mapping functions from NeQuick at all 
studied elevation angles and ionization levels, are plotted in figures 2 and 3.  

Figure 1- Slant delay difference on L1 caused by mapping function at 10 degree elevation angle at Lat= 0, 
Lon= -90, Year= 2013, Month= 9, R12= 70:  a) NeQuick – Standard and  b) NeQuick – Modified. Note 

different color scales. 
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Figure 2- Daily mean slant delay difference on L1 caused by mapping function (NeQuick – Standard) at 
Lon= -90, Year= 2013, Month= 9: a) Lat=0 b) Lat= 50 c) Lat=80. [Note different vertical scales] 
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Figure 3- Daily mean slant delay difference on L1 caused by mapping function (NeQuick –Modified) at 
Lon= -90, Year= 2013, Month= 9: a) Lat= 0 b) Lat= 50 c) Lat= 80. [Note different vertical scales] 
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Comparing Standard and Modified mapping functions with the NeQuick based values during the studied 
scenarios show that Standard mapping function produced results closer to NeQuick (see figures 2 and 3 
and overall RMS of the differences shown in each latitude). As expected, differences are larger over 
equatorial latitude where the RMS of differences for the standard mapping function over all elevation 
angles and R12 values reached to 19.64 cm whereas it reached to 44.99 cm for the modified mapping 
function.   One may note from Figure 3 that the Modified mapping function resulted in smaller daily mean 
slant delays than those from NeQuick at elevation angles below 40 degrees in all studied scenarios.  
However, NeQuick is a semi-empirical model and is associated with errors depending on time and 
location. Looking at all ionization levels and locations chosen in this study shows that mapping functions 
provide very close results to those from NeQuick at elevation angles of 50 degrees and above. 

VTEC values derived from NeQuick and used in equation (2) are plotted in Figure 4. In order to evaluate 
these values, VTEC at the same locations extracted from IGS final TEC maps over all days of September 
2013 and are plotted in Figure 5. Comparing figures 4 and 5 shows that the three chosen levels of 
ionization used for the simulation studies above are fairly representative of VTEC at the studied locations 
and time. However, ionization level can be optimized to get closer NeQuick results to IGS values. 
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Figure 4 – NeQuick VTEC for Year= 2013, Month= 9, Lon= -90:  a) Lat= 0 b) Lat= 50 c) Lat= 80. [Note 
different vertical scales] 
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Figure 5 – IGS VTEC during September 2013 at Lon= -90 a) Lat= 0 b) Lat= 50 c) Lat= 80. [Note different 
vertical scales] 

 

NeQuick based mapping functions at all azimuths, locations and ionization levels studied in this paper are 
plotted in Figure 6. A 3rd degree polynomial is fitted to NeQuick derived mapping function values as follow: 
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                                                                                                             (4) 

 

where χ is the elevation angle at the station. 

This mapping function hereafter is referred to as Fit. NeQuick based values; Fit, Standard and Modified 
mapping functions are also plotted in Figure 6. 
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Figure 6 – Commonly used ionospheric mapping functions vs. NeQuick based mapping function at all 
studied locations and ionization levels studied in this paper. 

Evaluation of mapping functions using coinciding IPPs 

One may evaluate the performance of mapping functions by analysis of coinciding Ionospheric Pierce 
Points (IPPs) from all pairs of stations and satellites (See e.g. Komjathy et al., 2005 and Nava et al, 2007).  

GPS stations used for routine daily VTEC map generation over most of North America [Ghoddousi-Fard et 
al., 2011] are employed for mapping function studies. VTEC is estimated based on a single layer model 
using geometry free phase observations levelled by code, corrected for station and satellite differential 
code biases (DCB). Coinciding IPPs are defined where two IPPs are closer than a certain distance following 
Nava et al. [2007]. VTEC difference from mixed receivers and satellites are affected by uncertainties in 
phase levelling, receiver and satellite DCB estimates, multipath and noise as well as mapping function 
uncertainties. Having an elevation cut-off angle of 10 degrees and ignorable (in nominal conditions) 
mapping function error at elevation angles of 50 degrees and above, VTEC difference from coinciding IPPs 
piercing the shell height at elevation angle differences of larger than 40 degrees may mostly include 
contribution of mapping function errors. Hence, a statistical analysis is performed at all possible coinciding 
IPPs with elevation angle difference of larger than 40 degrees processed using three different mapping 
functions namely: Fit, Standard and Modified. Table 1 includes mean and standard deviation of absolute 
VTEC differences at coinciding IPPs. As can be seen in Table 1, Fit followed by Standard mapping function 
provided smaller VTEC differences at coinciding IPPs. This may indicate that during the studied period and 
locations these mapping functions performed better than the Modified mapping function. Even though 
the NeQuick derived values were based on the month of September, the results are also consistent with 
an arbitrary chosen day in the following month of October. 
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Table 1- Mean and standard deviation of absolute difference between VTEC at coinciding IPPs from 
about 60 GPS stations over North America resulting from processing using three different mapping 

functions. 

 
 
 

Date 

Mean (TECU) Standard deviation (TECU) No. of 
coinciding 

IPPs 
Fit Standard Modified Fit Standard Modified 

15 Sept, 2013 1.98 2.00 2.22 1.83 1.83 2.03 184*2 
28 Sept, 2013 2.31 2.36 2.57 1.73 1.76 1.92 191*2 
28 Oct, 2013 2.16 2.22 2.39 1.55 1.59 1.74 230*2 

 

Conclusions 

Two commonly used geometric mapping functions based on a single layer model were compared with 
slant to vertical TEC ratio from NeQuick. The comparison showed that at low elevation angles the 
difference caused by mapping function may reach up to a meter level during moderate ionospheric 
conditions. A fit to the NeQuick derived mapping function values resulted in an empirical mapping 
function which performed slightly better than commonly used mapping functions when VTEC at coinciding 
IPPs are compared. Further evaluations during different ionospheric conditions and tuning models based 
on real-time ionospheric conditions may result in improved mapping functions.  

 

Acknowledgements 

The Aeronomy and Radio Propagation Laboratory of the ICTP is thanked for making the NeQuick source 
code available. 

 

References 

Beutler, G.,  H. Bock, R. Dach, P. Fridez, A. Gäde, U. Hugentobler, A. Jäggi, M. Meindl, L. Mervart, L. Prange, 
S. Schaer, T. Springer, C. Urschl, and P. Walser (2007). Bernese GPS Software Version 5.0. Astronomical 
Institute, University of Bern, Bern, Switzerland. 

Coster A. J., Gaposchkin, E. M., Thonton, L. E. (1992). Real-Time Ionospheric Monitoring System Using the 
GPS. Technical Report 954, Lincoln Laboratory, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, MA, USA. 

Ghoddousi-Fard, R., P. Héroux, D. Danskin, and D. Boteler (2011). Developing a GPS TEC mapping service 
over Canada. Space Weather, Vol. 9, S06D11, doi: 10.1029/2010SW00062. 



11 
 

Ghoddousi-Fard R. and F. Lahaye (2016). Evaluation of single frequency GPS precise point positioning 
assisted with external ionosphere sources. vol. 57, pp. 2154-2166, Adv. Space Res. doi: 
10.1016/j.asr.2016.02.017. 

Hochegger G. B. Nava, S. M. Radicella, R. Leitinger (2000). A family of ionospheric models for different 
uses. Physics and Chemistry of the Earth, Part C: Solar, Terrestrial & Planetary Science 25(4), 307–310. 

Komjathy, A., A. J. Mannucci, L. Sparks, A. Coster (2005). The ionospheric impact of the October 2003 
storm event on WAAS. GPS Solutions 9, 41–50. 

Memarzadeh Y. (2009). Ionospheric Modelling for Precise GNSS Applications. Publication on Geodesy 71, 
Netherlands Geodetic Commission, Delft, the Netherlands. 

Nava B., S. M. Radicella, R. Leitinger, and P. Coïsson (2007). Use of total electron content data to analyze 
ionosphere electron density gradients. Advances in Space Research 39, 1292-1297. 

Nava B., P. Coïsson, and S. M. Radicella (2008). A new version of the NeQuick ionosphere electron density 
model. Journal of Atmospheric and Solar-Terrestrial Physics 70, 1856-1862, doi: 
10.1016/j.jastp.2008.01.015. 

Schaer, S. (1999). Mapping and Predicting the Earth’s Ionosphere Using the Global Positioning System. 
Ph.D. dissertation, University of Bern, Bern, Switzerland, 205 pp. 

Schüler, T., and O. A. Oladipo (2013). Single-frequency single-site VTEC retrieval using the NeQuick2 ray 
tracer for obliquity factor determination. GPS Solutions, doi: 10.1007/s10291-013-0315-y. 


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Geometric mapping functions vs. NeQuick ray-tracer
	Evaluation of mapping functions using coinciding IPPs
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


<<

  /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



