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Abstract This paper employs Cournot’s (1838) model of complementary goods to
analyze the optimal emission taxation under joint and independent ownership with
pollution. When the marginal damage is small (large), an emission taxation is
unnecessary (necessary), because the quantity (environmental) distortion is more
serious than the environmental (quantity) distortion. This finding has never been
presented in the literature. In contrast to Cournot (1838), a striking result is that
independent ownership may be welfare superior to joint ownership when the
marginal damage of externality is large in the absence of governmental intervention.
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Introduction

One of the well-known imperfect competitive market models is Cournot’s (1838, Chapter

9) model of complementary goods, which has been given renewed attention in the
analysis of key issues such as product compatibility and networks in recent years (for
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example, Economides and Salop 1992; Carter and Wright 1994; Brueckner 2004).
Within this model, a homogenous final product (say brass) is produced by two
monopolized factors (say zinc and copper) and each factor firm buys another factor from
the rival firm in order to produce the final product and sells its product to a final goods
market." This market structure is defined as independent ownership (or independently-
owned monopolists). If these two factors are owned by a single monopolist, then the
market structure is defined as joint ownership (or integrated monopolist).

Cournot (1838) shows that the product price under joint ownership is lower than that
under independent ownership. This implies that joint ownership is welfare superior to
independent ownership. An interesting question naturally arises: Does this standard
result remain unchanged when the mutual relations of production generate some
pollution? This paper will answer this question by way of a partial equilibrium analysis.

In the fusion process of zinc and copper, some greenhouse gas (CO,) will be
produced.? To solve production externalities, one popular policy is to enact an
emission tax on the final goods production. Buchanan (1969) graphically demonstrates
that when externalities exist under imperfect competition, the emission tax may not be
appropriate to solve this problem. Baumol and Oates (1975), Baumol (1972), Barnett
(1980), Goel and Hsieh (1997), and Martin (1986) also discuss this issue.

There are two distortions under imperfect competition with externalities
(pollution). First, negative externality results in over-production when compared to
the social optimal level. Second, imperfect competition results in under-production.
An emission tax reduces the first distortion, while it enlarges the second one.
Therefore, one must be careful to use an emission tax under an imperfect market
structure to solve the problem of externalities.

To achieve the social optimal production, an emission taxation (subsidy) should be
different in those two ownership structures. Moreover, if the externality distortion is
high enough to offset the quantity distortion, then the welfare superiority of joint
ownership over independent ownership may not be valid under some situations. The rest
of'this paper is organized as follows. The second section presents the model, and the last
section offers the conclusion.

The Model
Joint Ownership (Integrated Monopolist)

Suppose that two factors of production (zinc and copper) are owned by a single
jointly-owned monopolist and that the linear inverse demand function® of the final
product (brass) is:

P:a_ﬂ% (1)

! The final product’s price is solely determined on the supply side. In fact, Cournot (1838) does not define
the final market types. In our viewpoint, he implies that there are many buyers for the final product and
thus all of them are price takers.

2 The casting of zinc actually produces some zinc oxide fumes which may cause serious diseases.

* Goel and Hsich (1997) show that convexity or concavity of the demand function may affect the welfare
effect of an emission tax when solving the externality problem. To achieve closed-form solutions and
without loss of generality, this paper assumes a linear inverse demand function.
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where « and (3 are constants. It is assumed that m; (0<m;<1) unit of zinc and 1-m;
unit of copper yield one unit of brass.* Following Cournot’s assumption, both factors
have no other use than that of being jointly fused together as an alloy. For simplicity,
the production cost of brass is assumed to be zero.

The (brass) producing process results in some pollution to the environment. The
marginal damage (MD, in terms of money) of pollution, although it is ignored by the
producer, is defined as follows.

where k>0 is a constant.’ The total revenue (7R) and marginal revenue (MR) of the
integrated monopolist are defined as follows, respectively,

TR = (a — Bq)q, MR = a — 2fq. 3)

Suppose the government enacts an emission tax #; on per unit brass production for
the integrated monopolists, where the subscript J represents joint ownership. Solving
for MR = MC = t; yields:

o—1

q; = 28 (4)

The equilibrium market price and joint profit are respectively:

a+ty (@—1t))°
— — , 5
pJ 5 15 (5)

The consumer surplus (CS) is:

q’ a—1)
CSJ:/ qu—PJ'QJZ(g—J) (6)
0 B
The social welfare is then:
£ —1t)(3 B — k kt
Wy =Sy +ty-qr— | MDdg =2 J)(ﬁazﬁjﬁ atky) g
0

4 As Fisher (1898, p.128) points out, “His [Cournot’s] study here, unlike the rest of his work, is confined to a
special case; namely, that where the component articles enter in perfectly definite proportions into the joint
article”. However, the essence of Cournot’s model is “mutual relations of producers” and the striking result is
that these two firms share profit equally as long as the proportion is 0<m;<1. The economic intuition behind
the mutual relations of producers is that both firms are indispensable for each other, instead of the fixed
proportion of production. In reality, brass is produced with fixed proportion of zinc and copper. The more
zinc, the more yellow color and the more hardness for the alloy. For example, it is called red brass when
containing 15% of zinc and is called yellow brass when containing 35% of zinc. This is similar to the fact
that the 18k gold contains a fixed proportion (75%) of gold. The key point of Cournot’s model is that both
firms not only compete with each other, but also must cooperate together. In this sense, the fixed proportion
in production may be considered as a normal case, instead of a special case.

> The total damage is thus quadratic to the quantity produced.
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0 a* q

Fig. 1 Joint ownership market equilibrium and optimal emission tax

Solving dW;/dt; = 0 yields an optimal taxation rate:°

s olk—p)
S B4k

There are two effects of the emission tax: The first effect is a social gain in that
the firm produces less externalities (the area Aacd in Fig. 1), and the second one is a
social loss (excess burden) resulting from the taxation (the area Aabc in Fig. 1).
Since these two effects are in opposite directions, the sign of the total effect depends
on the relative strength of marginal damage and excess burden.®

(8)

Independent Ownership (Independently-owned Monopolists)

If both factors (zinc and copper) are independently owned by two firms (the zinc firm
and the copper firm), then each firm must buy a necessary factor from the rival firm.
The game structure is that both firms play Nash against each other to set up the factor
price. The brass price is determined by the summation of zinc price and copper price.
Since there is only one brass market, Eqs. 1 and 2 are thus applied. Once the brass
price is determined, the equilibrium quantity and damage are automatically
determined. The profits and welfares are also determined simultaneously. In other
words, summing up the zinc and copper prices with their relative proportions yields
pr = mipn + (1 —my)pr, where subscript I represents independent ownership on

© Note that there are two industries (the polluted industry and the damaged industry) in Buchanan’s (1969)
model. Therefore, even though the polluted industry has been optimally taxed, the damaged industry will
still be polluted and thus only the second-best goal can be reached. However our model is a partial
equilibrium analy51s under one industry with one pohcy mstrument Thus ; 5 1ndeed reaches the first-best
solutlon Plugging tj into p, g5, CSy, and W, yields p, = p° = ?, qJ q° = /Hk, CS =Cso =1 ﬁ/}fk)
and WJ =W’ = z(p ‘7> Where the superscript “o” represents “optimum”.

7 Note that the socral foss is due to the further reduction in output that would result in an already output
constrained monopoly market. We owe this point to the Referee.

8 An emission tax can be charged on output or emissions (see Carlton and Loury 1986 and Kohn 1986). In
this paper the emission is monotonic to output quantity (MD = kgq), and it is thus not necessary to clarify
whether the pollution is charged on output or emissions.
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the production of brass under independent ownership of inputs, and subscript 1
represent zinc, and 2 for copper. Substituting p = p; into (1) thus yields equilibrium
quantity of brass q; = (¢ — mip;1 — pra + mipn) /B

If the government now enacts an emission tax #;, then the profit functions of these
two raw material firms are:

an =mi(pn —t) -qr,mp = (1 —m)(prn —t) - q1. )
Solving for 771 /Op;1 = 0 and Oy /Opp; = 0 yields:

_a—t1+3m1t1 _a—|—2t1—3m1t1 (10)
L P T gy
The equilibrium market price and quantity are then:
2 1 o—1
— — —1 , = 11
pr 30!+ A 3B (11)

Note that p; and ¢; are independent to the factor proportion (m;, 1—m,) of the final
product.” This is because the Leontief production type makes them share profit
equally. The equilibrium profits are:

2
o—1
Ty =72 :(9—ﬁl), (12)
The consumer surplus is:
qr (o — 11)2
CS=/ pidq —p;-qp =———. 13
1 A 1 1 g1 133 (13)
The social welfare is:
@ —1)(5 — ko + ki
Wy =CS;+rn +mp + tigr — MDdq = (o= ) e 1_;,;12[3 at k) . (14)
0
Solving OW; /0t = 0 yields:
t, = 15
R 1)
Subtracting (8) from (15) yields:
o aop
t, —t; = — 0. 16
1 J (ﬁ 4 k) ( )

This result is due to the fact that the quantity distortion (under-production) is
more serious under independent ownership. Therefore, the environmental correction
policy should be milder.

° Note also p; > p, is without taxation. This is because the independent firms ignore the price markup
externality to each other, while the integrated monopolist internalizes this externality (See Economides and
Salop (1992), page 106).
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Comparison of Optimal Environmental Policies Between Joint
and Independent Ownerships

With t;, the market price should be p° and market quantity should be ¢°."
Therefore, CS; = CS° and W; = W°. The results of t; and t; can be stated as the
following proposition.

Proposition One A4 governments optimal externality control policy must satisfy the
following rules: (A) When k < (3, then there is a subsidy under both joint and
independent ownerships, (B) When (3<k<20, then there is taxation (subsidy) under
Jjoint (independent) ownership; (C) When k> 23, then there is a taxation under both
joint and independent ownerships, (D) When k = (3, there is no intervention
(subsidy) under joint (independent) ownership; (E) When k=20, there is no
intervention (taxation) under independent (joint) ownership.

Figure 2 is depicted to illuminate the graphical presentation of Proposition One.
To provide more economic intuition for Proposition One, we see that the proposition
hinges on the relative sizes of & (the marginal damage of the externality) and /3 and
273 (the slopes of demand curve and marginal revenue curve, respectively). The
former represents environmental distortion, while the latter monopoly distortion.

The most important fact is that when & = 3 (k=2[) in the joint (independent) case,
the government needs not do anything, because the monopoly distortion and
environmental distortion cancel out each other. More specifically, when these two
opposite distortions are the same at £k = ( under joint ownership case, their effects
cancel out each other and thus no intervention is necessary. Under the independent
ownership case, the monopoly distortion is reinforced due to the double margin-
alization and thus the case of the cancelation happens at k=20.

Further note that the price under independent ownership is higher than that under
joint ownership (p; > p;), while the quantity under independent ownership is smaller
than under joint ownership (¢q; < ¢g,). The lower quantity also means less damage to
the environment. When the marginal damage (k) is relatively small, the monopoly
distortion is more serious. In order to encourage more production, the government
must use a subsidy to achieve this goal. On the other hand, when £ is large, then one
should go back to the traditional externality literature whereby a tax is necessary.
The policy implication is that the government may investigate the value of all
parameters and market structures before enacting an emission tax.

Without governmental intervention, the above results reduce to Cournot’s (1838)
findings with externalities. To see this, plugging #,=0 and #=0 into (7) and (14)
yields:

o? (1B — 5k)

W, — W, =
S 728

< (2)0,ifk > (<)

wl =

B. (17)

9 Note that the demand function and marginal damage function are identical for both joint and
independent ownerships. Thus, the social optimal quantity and price should be identical in both types of
ownerships. Therefore, the optimal tax rate may not equal the marginal damage. At g, the marginal
damage is ak/(B + k), which is obviously greater than #, and ¢,.
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Regions for an optimal pollution control policy
A : Subsidy under joint and independent ownerships
B : Taxation (subsidy) under joint (independent) ownership
C' : Taxation under joint and independent ownership
k = B : No intervention (subsidy) under joint (independent) ownership

k = 2 : No intervention (taxation) under independent (joint) ownership

Fig. 2 Optimal environmental policies with joint and independent ownerships

Cournot (1838, Chapter 9) implicitly shows that joint ownership is welfare
superior to independent ownership without externalities.!' Equation 17 indicates that
Cournot’s claim will be overturned when k%ﬁ, leading to the following proposition.

Proposition Two When the externality effect is very strong (k>%,B), independent
ownership is welfare superior to joint ownership in the absence of governmental
intervention.

This result is obviously in sharp contrast to the standard one without externalities.

Conclusion

This paper analyzes the optimal emission taxation under both joint and independent
ownerships of factors with production externalities. Since the quantity distortion and
environmental distortion are in opposite directions, the government may let the
market be free from intervention under some damage and demand situations. When
the marginal damage is small, an emission subsidy is necessary, because the quantity
distortion (under-production) is more serious. When the marginal damage is large,
the optimal intervention is to enact an emission tax, because the environmental
distortion (over-production) is more serious. This finding has never been presented
in the literature.

Without any externalities, Cournot (1838) implicitly shows that joint ownership is
welfare superior to independent ownership. Nevertheless, the current paper shows
that the welfare superiority of joint ownership will be reversed when a serious

"' fact, one can plug £=0 into (17) to have W, ~W;>0.
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externality (large marginal damage) is taken into consideration. Using a partial
equilibrium analysis, this paper ignores the (emission) tax collection or subsidy
distribution. If the model is based on a general equilibrium analysis, then the optimal
taxation or subsidy may be different from the current framework. Under negative
externalities which are directly linked to the quantity produced, any scenario where
integration among firms creates a higher quantity produced than that without
integration'? is also expected to have the same welfare implication as in this paper.
These extensions will be left for future research.

References

Barnett, A. (1980). The Pigouvian tax rule under monopoly. American Economic Review, 70, 1037-1041.

Baumol, W. (1972). On taxation and the control of externalities. American Economic Review, 62, 307-322.

Baumol, W., & Oates, W. (1975). The theory of environmental policy. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall.

Brueckner, J. (2004). Network structure and airline scheduling. Journal of Industrial Economics, 52, 291-314.

Buchanan, J. (1969). External diseconomies, correction taxes, and market structures. American Economic
Review, 59, 174-1717.

Carlton, D., & Loury, G. (1986). The limitations of Pigouvian taxes as a long-run remedy for externalities:
an extension of results. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 101(3), 631-634.

Carter, M., & Wright, J. (1994). Symbiotic production: the case of telecommunication pricing. Review of
Industrial Organization, 9, 365-378.

Cournot, A., “Of the competition of producers,” Chapter 7 in Researches into the Mathematical Principles
of the Theory of Wealth, 1838, translated by Nathanial T. Bacon, Macmillan, New York, 1897;
reprinted with notes by Irving Fisher, Macmillan, New York, 1927; reprinted, Augustus M. Kelley,
New York, 1960; originally published as “Recherches sur les principles mathématiques de la théorie
des richesses,” L. Hachette, Paris, 1838.

Economides, N., & Salop, S. (1992). Competition and integration among complements, and network
market structure. Journal of Industrial Economics, 40(1), 105-123.

Fisher, 1. (1898). Cournot and mathematical economics. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 12(2), 119-138.

Goel, R., & Hsieh, E. (1997). Market structure, Pigouvian taxation, and welfare. Atlantic Economic
Journal, 25(2), 128—-138.

Kohn, R. (1986). The limitations of Pigouvian taxes as a long-run remedy for externalities: comment.
Quarterly Journal of Economics, 101(3), 625-630.

Martin, R. (1986). Externality regulation and the monopoly firm. Journal of Public Economics, 29, 347-362.

12 For example, a vertical integration in successive monopolies will produce a higher quantity of the final
product due to the elimination of double marginalization.

@ Springer



	Pollution, Factor Ownerships, and Emission Taxes
	Abstract
	Introduction
	The Model
	Joint Ownership (Integrated Monopolist)
	Independent Ownership (Independently-owned Monopolists)
	Comparison of Optimal Environmental Policies Between Joint and Independent Ownerships

	Conclusion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. 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 best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /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 /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


