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Abstract We examined the hypothesis that ecologically important phytochemical traits
differ predictably among various developmental zones of trees (i.e., mature and juvenile
zones of individual trees and juvenile ramets that sprout from roots) and that the slope of
this phytochemical gradient represents a “developmental trajectory.” We focused on
Populus fremontii (Fremont cottonwood), P. angustifolia (narrowleaf cottonwood), and
their natural hybrids. Two major patterns emerged. First, within narrowleaf and hybrids,
concentrations of important phytochemicals (condensed tannins and phenolic glycosides)
differ greatly and predictably between developmental zones. Second, developmental
trajectories differ greatly among these cottonwood species and their hybrids: Fremont
exhibits a flat trajectory, narrowleaf a steep trajectory, and hybrids an intermediate
trajectory, suggesting an additive genetic component and an ontogenetic basis to this
phytochemical variation. Because diverse herbivorous species respond to the phytochem-
istry of their host plants, we predict that the developmental trajectories of plants play a
major role in mediating ecological interactions and structuring communities, and that
biodiversity in a stand of trees is determined by both interplant genetic diversity and
intraplant ontogenetic diversity.
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Introduction

Plant chemistry affects the behavior, distribution, performance, and population dynamics of
herbivores (Frankel, 1959; Schultz, 1988; Bernays and Chapman, 1994; Seldal et al., 1994;
Karban and Baldwin, 1997; Larsson et al., 2000; Shelton, 2000). Variation in chemistry
among plants within a species results from genetic and environmental causes. Concen-
trations of many plant antiherbivore compounds, such as phenolic glycosides and
condensed tannins, are under genetic control (Orians et al., 1993; Hwang and Lindroth,
1997; Lindroth et al., 2002), but also respond to environmental factors such as resource
availability (Kinney et al., 1997; Lindroth et al., 1997; Orians et al., 2003).

Plant development can drive the distribution and/or performance of both pathogens and
herbivores (Zagory and Libby, 1985; Kearsley and Whitham, 1989; Kearsley and Whitham,
1998; Karban and Thaler, 1999; Brennan and Weinbaum, 2001; Swihart and Bryant, 2001;
Lawrence et al., 2003; Barrett and Agrawal, 2004) and can have community-level
consequences (Waltz and Whitham, 1997). Well-characterized major cellular, physiological,
and structural changes occur as plants develop (Cronk et al., 2002; Srivastava, 2002), but
much less is known about the effects of development on plant chemistry (Edwards, 1982;
Baldwin, 1999; Ohnmeiss and Baldwin, 2000). Some work has demonstrated higher levels
of chemical defenses in juvenile shoots or ramets of the Salicaceae (Tahvanainen et al.,
1985; Reichardt et al., 1990; Martinsen et al., 1998), but each of these studies was limited
to a single tree species. Most other studies of the interaction of plant development and
chemistry in trees have measured phytochemical concentrations in leaves of different ages
within small saplings (e.g., Bingaman and Hart, 1993; Kleiner et al., 2003), as opposed to
the variation that exists at any given time in mature, canopy-sized trees.

Here, we focus on plant development as a major source of phytochemical variation
within individual trees. Developmental processes in plants can be generalized into two
broad categories, ontogenetic and physiological or environmental (e.g., Lawson and
Poethig, 1995). Ontogenetic variation arises from changes in gene expression in plant
meristems (Poethig, 1990; Wiltshire et al., 1994, 1998; Jordan et al., 1999, 2000). It is
widespread and results in changes in vegetative structures across whole-plant gradients
(Jones, 1999). In contrast, environmental changes result from alteration of the local
meristem environment by factors such as shading, water, and nutrient relations. This
distinction is important, because only ontogenetically derived traits are heritable and subject
to natural selection. Few studies have actually quantified the ontogenetic component of
developmental traits that affects herbivores (but see Lawrence et al., 2003).

To assess developmentally based variation in plant chemistry, we studied the
phytochemical variation in a hybrid swarm composed of Fremont and narrowleaf
cottonwood (Populus fremontii and P. angustifolia, respectively), their F; hybrids, and
complex backcrosses to narrowleaf cottonwood. Collectively, these are referred to as “cross
types” (Wimp et al., 2004). Fremont cottonwood occurs at lower elevations, narrowleaf at
higher elevations. The two species hybridize naturally in zones where their distributions
overlap throughout the western United States (Eckenwalder, 1984), and they dominate
many riparian zones in the intermountain west. The results of previous community studies
performed in this hybrid system motivated several of the hypotheses of this study.
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First, based on the distribution and survival of common herbivores (Kearsley and
Whitham, 1989, 1998; Waltz and Whitham, 1997), we hypothesized that plant phyto-
chemistry varies predictably within a tree across three developmental zones (juvenile
ramets, juvenile zone, and mature zone). Because Waltz and Whitham (1997) showed that
the juvenile zone was intermediate in its arthropod community to the mature zone and
juvenile ramets, we hypothesized that it would also have intermediate phytochemistry.
Second, we hypothesized that this predictable within-tree variation, which we term
“developmental trajectory in phytochemistry,” has a genetic basis and would differ among
cross types. Third, because different cross types support different arthropod communities in
the wild and in a common garden (Wimp et al., 2005), we hypothesized that
phytochemistry differs predictably among cross types (Fremont, narrowleaf, and F; and
backcross hybrids). Last, because the leaf feeding beetle, Chrysomela confluens, sequesters
toxic phenolic glycosides and feeds preferentially on juvenile ramets, we predicted that
juvenile ramets would be highest in phenolic glycosides.

This work is unique in that we studied phytochemical variation on multiple scales
simultaneously: seasonal, within and among species, as well as within individuals, by using
mature, canopy-sized trees. We document developmentally based phytochemical differ-
ences within trees that exist at any given time, as opposed to only the differences that occur
as a result of aging of leaves at a given position in the tree through a growing season.
Ultimately, because plant development affects whole arthropod communities (Waltz and
Whitham, 1997), these findings could provide additional genetic and phytochemical mech-
anisms for understanding biodiversity, community structure, and ecosystem processes.

Methods and Materials
Common Garden Survey

To test the genetic basis of differences in phytochemistry among cross types, we sampled
trees in a common garden established in 1991 at the Ogden Nature Center, Ogden, UT,
USA. This study included 11 Fremont, 11 F; hybrid, 34 backcross hybrid, and 13
narrowleaf trees. The particular genotypes included were chosen as a representative sample
of each cross type. Only leaves from the juvenile zone were sampled. Collection dates as
well as sampling, chemical, and statistical methods were the same as for the field study,
described below.

Field Survey

We studied cottonwoods growing along the Weber River in the vicinity of Ogden, UT, USA,
where many population, community, and ecosystem-level studies have been conducted. We
sampled leaves from trees at seven sites in the 13-km-long hybrid zone as well as from the
pure species zones (one Fremont site, two narrowleaf sites) on three occasions: 21-24 May,
20-23 June, and 14-18 August 2001. At the seven sites in the hybrid/overlap zone, 2—4 of
the cross types co-occurred at each site. Based on restriction fragment length polymorphism
marker studies that genetically characterized the species or hybrid status of individual trees
(Keim et al., 1989; Martinsen et al., 2001), our collection consisted of 10 Fremont, 14 F,
hybrid, 13 backcross hybrid, and 13 narrowleaf trees. These were chosen based on their
genetic characterization and presence of all desired developmental zones. All trees were
reproductively mature in the upper crown, but juvenile at the base. Leaves were collected
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from the mature and juvenile zones of all trees. All cross types, except Fremont, reproduce
vegetatively by root suckering (Schweitzer et al., 2002), and leaves were also sampled from
these small (<1.5 m tall) juvenile saplings that we refer to as “juvenile ramets,” reflecting
their asexual origins. Thus, for the four cross types and three possible developmental zones,
eleven combinations exist. Sampling from the different developmental zones of the same
trees was carried out because one of our major aims was to test for and document
phytochemical differences among zones of the same trees in the field.

Leaves from the mature zone were sampled with a 6-m-long pole pruner, and the
reproductive status was verified by the presence of catkins and/or their scars. Each sample
consisted of 15-25 leaves taken from each zone of the tree, and these leaves were collected
from around the entire circumference of the canopy within that zone. Each leaf was
removed by cutting at the lamina—petiole junction, and was the fifth or middle leaf from the
current year’s growth to standardize leaf age. All leaf samples were frozen between blocks
of dry ice and kept under dry ice until storage at —20°C. Leaves were lyophilized and
ground to pass a 40-mesh screen on a Wiley Mill.

Nitrogen is often of critical importance to herbivores (Mattson, 1980; White, 1984),
whereas condensed tannins and phenolic glycosides are the major secondary metabolites in
the genus Populus (Palo, 1984; Lindroth et al., 1987). Nitrogen was measured by using an
elemental analyzer (LECO, St. Joseph, MI, USA). After an exhaustive extraction of leaf
tissue in 70% acetone with 1 mM ascorbate at 4°C, condensed tannins were determined
with the acid butanol assay (Porter et al., 1986) by using tannins prepared from narrowleaf
cottonwood as the standard (Hagerman and Butler, 1980; Waterman and Mole, 1994).
Phenolic glycoside concentrations were determined by HPLC as described by Lindroth et al.
(1993). The compounds salicortin and HCH-salicortin (hydroxy-cyclohexen-on-oyl-
salicortin) are the major phenolic glycosides in this system (Rehill et al., 2005), but only
Fremont cottonwood and F; hybrids contain detectable amounts of HCH-salicortin. Given
this distribution, all analyses and figures for HCH-salicortin are based on data from
Fremont and F; hybrids only. Both compounds were purified from cottonwood leaves by
liquid—liquid extraction (Lindroth et al., 1986), followed by medium-pressure, “flash”
chromatography (Still et al., 1978) and were used as standards. Salicortin has known
antiherbivore properties (Lindroth and Hwang, 1996), and based on its structure the same is
likely to be true of HCH-salicortin. Total phenolic glycosides were calculated as the sum of
salicortin and HCH-salicortin. This pooled value has frequently been shown to affect
herbivore preference and performance (e.g., Osier and Lindroth, 2001). All chemical
measures are reported on the basis of percentage dry weight (% DW).

Data were analyzed by using repeated-measures analysis of variance [PROC MIXED,
version 8, SAS (SAS Institute)] with an unstructured variance—covariance matrix and
individual trees treated as subjects. Despite our explicit hypothesis for phenolic glycosides,
we had no a priori assumptions about the trajectories of developmentally based variation
for all the measured phytochemicals among all cross types. Thus, developmental zones
were nested within cross type to prevent bias. Pairwise comparisons of least squares means
were made with a Tukey adjustment and were considered significant when o < 0.05.

Although some minor heteroscedasticity may have been present (e.g., compare Fremont
vs. narrowleaf tannin concentrations and associated standard errors), we did not use any data
transformations for several reasons. Valavanis (1959) indicates that for maximum likelihood
methods (as used by SAS PROC MIXED), heteroscedasticity will not bias parameter
estimates. Neter et al. (1996) and Montgomery (1997) both point out that as sample size
increases, F' tests approach permutation tests, which are distribution-free, and if total sample
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size is not small, F tests can be considered in this light. Our total sample size was 420
observations for each chemical measured, with 50 test subjects (trees). With a sample size
this large, we can invoke the Central Limit Theorem (Sokal and Rohlf, 1995), that the means
of samples drawn from a population of any distribution will approach a normal distribution
as sample size increases. Given the potential for somewhat ambiguous interpretation of
transformed vs. untransformed data, we erred on the side of clarity of interpretation.

We used regression to make comparisons between cross types of the phytochemical
shifts among developmental zones within trees. Because Fremont does not produce juvenile
ramets, we used only juvenile and mature zone measures of condensed tannins, salicortin,
and total phenolic glycosides in comparison among cross types. Each of these variables was
regressed against the two developmental zones to determine the slope of the change
(“developmental trajectory”), and slopes were compared. Thus, the slope indicates the
direction and magnitude of the average change in concentration between the juvenile and
mature zones of each cross type.

Results
Common Garden Survey of Phytochemical Variation

Condensed tannins, salicortin, and total phenolic glycosides in juvenile zone foliage
differed significantly among cross types. Levels of seasonal variation differed widely
among chemical measures and cross types.

Nitrogen concentrations were the same among cross types but did show significant
seasonal variation (Table 1; Fig. 1a). Condensed tannin concentrations increased between
the May and June collection dates and differed greatly among cross types (backcross =
narrowleaf > F; = Fremont). In contrast, concentrations of salicortin decreased throughout
the survey (Table 1; Fig. 1c), but also differed among cross types. These differences among
cross types changed during the survey, likely as a result of different seasonal changes in
each type (Fig. 1¢). Concentrations of HCH-salicortin decreased during the survey (Table 1;
Fig. 1d), but no consistent differences existed throughout the growing season between F,
hybrids and Fremont cottonwood. Total phenolic glycoside concentrations, driven mostly
by the concentrations of salicortin, decreased over the growing season (Table 1; Fig. le)
and differed among cross types. Also, cross types differed in the amount of seasonal
variation (see Fig. le).

Table 1 Type III tests of effects for the repeated measures anova of concentrations of nitrogen, condensed
tannins, salicortin, HCH-salicortin, and total phenolic glycosides in the common garden survey

Effect Nitrogen Condensed Salicortin HCH- Total phenolic
tannins salicortin glycosides
F P F P F P F P F P

Collection 126.45,65 <0.001 8.73,45  <0.001 29.99,4s <0.001 8.35,,5 0.002 43.43,65 <0.001
date

Cross type 0.023 65 0.997  20.92345 <0.001 298345 0.037 0.04,, 0.837 5.08345 0.003
Date x 0.376.65 0.894 1.1466s 0.351 536665 <0.001 3.27555 0.059 9.58 665 0.001
cross type
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Fig. 1 Nitrogen, condensed tan-
nin, salicortin, HCH-salicortin,
and total phenolic glycoside con-
centrations in the common garden
survey showing levels among
cross types among the collection
dates. HCH-salicortin was not
measured in narrowleaf and
backcross foliage. Each bar rep-
resents the least squares mean
plus one standard error of the
mean. Bars with different letters
represent least squares means that
are significantly different at o =
0.05 using a Tukey adjustment
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Field Survey: Chemistry

Statistical analysis of the effects of cross type, developmental zone, and collection date on
foliar chemistry showed major response patterns, and revealed numerous higher-order
interactions (e.g., cross type X zone for a particular date; see Table 2) that occasionally
varied from the dominant patterns. To facilitate clear communication of these results, we
emphasize the major patterns for each chemical variable.

Nitrogen levels decreased slightly over the course of the growing season (Table 2;
Fig. 2a). Concentrations of nitrogen did not differ consistently among cross types or
developmental zones within each cross type (Fig. 2b).

Concentrations of condensed tannins did not differ among collection dates, but did differ
among cross types and developmental zones, consistent with our hypotheses. Tannin levels
varied greatly (ca. 40-fold) among cross types (Table 2; Fig. 2¢). Backcross hybrid foliage
had the highest concentrations, narrowleaf had intermediate concentrations, and F; and
Fremont foliage both had very low concentrations (backcross > narrowleaf > F; = Fremont;
16.7%, 10.5%, 2.3%, and 0.4% DW, respectively).

Tannin levels differed significantly among developmental zones for backcross hybrids,
narrowleaf, and F; hybrids (Fig. 2d). These patterns among developmental zones within
cross types changed seasonally (Fig. 3). Thus, relative to our initial prediction, the juvenile
zone was frequently, but not always, intermediate in condensed tannin concentrations
relative to the mature zone and juvenile ramets.

Salicortin concentrations showed strong seasonal variation, but as hypothesized, the
levels also differed among cross types and within individual trees. Concentrations were
lowest in May, peaked in June, and decreased to an intermediate level in August (Table 2;
Figs. 2e and 4). Cross types separated into two groups: salicortin levels in both narrowleaf
and F; hybrids were greater than those in backcross hybrids and Fremont (Fig. 2e).

Within all cross types except Fremont, salicortin concentrations differed among
developmental zones, and the patterns were generally the opposite of those for condensed
tannins (Fig. 2f). For both narrowleaf and backcross hybrids, the ranks of salicortin levels
among developmental zones were the same (juvenile ramets > juvenile > mature). These
results correspond well with our predictions of juvenile zone intermediacy and higher

Table 2 Type III tests of effects for the repeated measures anova of concentrations of nitrogen, condensed
tannins, salicortin, HCH-salicortin, and total phenolic glycosides in the field survey

Effect Nitrogen Condensed Salicortin HCH- Total phenolic
tannins salicortin glycosides
F P F P F P F P F P

Collection date 77-032,48 <0.001 2.332.47 0.109 21-212,48 <0.001 5.742.33 0.007 15-392,48 <0.001
Cross type 1.36545 0.266 8331347 <0.001 11.08345 <0.001 3.71,,4 0.066 13.415,45 <0.001
Date x 3.08645 0.013 146647 0212 247645 0.037 4.25535 0.022 433645 0.001
cross type

Developmental 0.97;45 0.464  14.09747 <0.001 24.28;45 <0.001 6.63537 0.001 20.34; 45 <0.001
zone

(cross type)

Date x 2811445 0.004 7.461447 <0.001 4.22445 <0.001 129649 0.278 2.851445 0.004
developmental

zone

(cross type)
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<«Fig. 2 Nitrogen, condensed tannin, salicortin, HCH-salicortin, and total phenolic glycoside concentrations
of four cross types in the field survey. HCH-salicortin was not measured in narrowleaf and backcross foliage.
The left set of panels (a, c, e, g, i) highlight differences among cross types among the collection dates for all
developmental zones combined. The right set of panels (b, d, f, h, j) highlight differences among
developmental zones within cross types for all collection dates combined. Cross types are abbreviated as
follows: NL, narrowleaf; BC, backcross; F;, F; hybrid; and Fre, Fremont. Developmental zones are
abbreviated as follows: Mat, mature zone; Juv, juvenile zone; and JR, juvenile ramet. Each bar represents the
least squares mean plus one standard error of the mean. Bars with different letters represent least squares
means that are significantly different at v = 0.05 using a Tukey adjustment within the same panel only
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Fig. 3 Least squares means of condensed tannin concentrations for all developmental zones within cross
types at the three collection dates. Cross types are abbreviated as follows: NL, narrowleaf; BC, backcross; Fy,
F, hybrid; and Fre, Fremont. Data for both juvenile and mature zones of Fremont cottonwood are nearly
identical, hence the designation “Fre-Both” for the superimposed lines. Differences among developmental
zones for narrowleaf and both hybrid cross types account for much of the variation in the system
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Fig. 4 Least squares means of salicortin concentrations for all developmental zones within cross types at the
three collection dates. Cross types are abbreviated as in Fig. 3. As with condensed tannins, differences among
developmental zones for narrowleaf and both hybrid cross types account for much of the variation in the
system

phenolic glycoside concentrations in juvenile ramets. A similar but subtler pattern appeared
in F; hybrids (juvenile ramets = juvenile, juvenile = mature, but juvenile ramets > mature).
As with tannins, developmentally based differences varied among collection dates (see Fig. 4).

For salicortin concentrations, intraplant variation eclipsed interplant variation (Fig. 4).
Whereas the greatest interplant variation encompassed a two-fold range (Fremont vs. narrow-
leaf, 4.2% vs. 9.3% DW, respectively), within narrowleaf salicortin concentrations varied
over a four-fold range (3.6% vs. 13.7% DW, mature vs. juvenile ramet, respectively) and in
backcross over an eight-fold range (1.1% vs. 9.4%, mature vs. juvenile ramet, respectively).

HCH-salicortin showed significant seasonal variation, which confounded differences in
concentration among cross types. HCH-salicortin levels were higher in F; hybrids than
Fremont in June only (Fig. 2g). Concentrations were the same between juvenile and mature
foliage of Fremont, but highest in the foliage of juvenile zone and juvenile ramets of F,
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hybrids, both of which differed from F; mature foliage (Fig. 2h). Whereas HCH-salicortin
concentrations among plants varied over a 1.5-fold range, and the difference was not
statistically significant (F; vs. Fremont, 4.5 vs. 3.1%, respectively), within F; hybrids
concentrations ranged over a 2.5-fold range, and the difference was statistically significant
(6.2% vs. 2.5%, juvenile ramet vs. mature zone, respectively). Overall, the patterns in
HCH-salicortin concentrations differed from those of condensed tannins and salicortin.

Composite concentrations of phenolic glycosides were lowest in May, peaked in June,
and decreased to an intermediate level in August (Table 2; Fig. 2i), and differed
significantly among cross types (Fig. 2j). Salicortin was the dominant or only phenolic
glycoside contained in most foliage (ca. 66% in Fremont, 60% in F; hybrids, and 100% in
narrowleaf and backcross hybrids). Thus, the patterns of differences among developmental
zones within cross types were similar to those of salicortin, as were the shifts in the patterns
among months. Narrowleaf and F; juvenile ramets had the greatest concentrations, whereas
backcross and narrowleaf mature foliage both had the lowest. Also, as with salicortin and
HCH-salicortin, intraplant variation driven by developmental trajectories exceeded
interplant variation (contrast Fig. 2i with Fig. 2j).

Field Survey: Developmental Trajectories

Consistent with our prediction, developmental trajectories differed among cross types for
condensed tannins and phenolic glycosides. Narrowleaf showed the greatest change in
condensed tannin concentrations between juvenile and mature zones, F; was intermediate,
and backcross and Fremont showed no change (respectively, N = 63, 65, 74, and 59; P <
0.05 for all pairwise differences between slopes). A slightly different pattern was found for
salicortin: narrowleaf showed the greatest change, backcross was intermediate, and F; and
Fremont showed no change. Changes in total phenolic glycoside concentrations between
juvenile and mature zones were greatest in narrowleaf, intermediate in hybrids, and least in
Fremont. Overall, as predicted, the phytochemical trajectories of both the F; and backcross
hybrids were intermediate to those of narrowleaf and Fremont cottonwood, supporting our
hypothesis of an ontogenetic basis for these patterns.

Discussion
Genetic and Ontogenetic Control of Phytochemistry

The data from the common garden survey argue that both condensed tannins and salicortin
(and so total phenolic glycosides) are under genetic control. Because HCH-salicortin is
present only in the foliage of Fremont and F; hybrids (Rehill et al., 2005), but not
narrowleaf or backcross hybrids, it, too, is under genetic control, at least at the level of
presence/absence (likelihood ratio test: G = 71.1, P < 0.001). Differences among cross
types in the common garden experiment (where only juvenile zone foliage was sampled)
were identical (HCH-salicortin and total phenolic glycosides) or similar (condensed tannins
and salicortin) to those of the juvenile zone in the field survey. It seems unlikely that field
conditions, along an altitudinal gradient of the Weber River, duplicate the conditions of the
common garden. The resemblance of common garden chemistry to the juvenile zone
chemistry in the field would be consistent with genetic control of these secondary plant
metabolites. Thus, in aggregate, the data indicate that the major defensive chemicals in this
hybrid system—condensed tannins and phenolic glycosides—vary predictably among cross
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types, establishing a genetic component to the phytochemical variation. The phenotypic
variation in phytochemistry found among cross types in the field survey is likely to be
genetically based.

The data do not constitute direct experimental evidence for genetic control of
phytochemistry in the mature zone of the canopy, because the common garden study was
carried out only with juvenile zone foliage. However, any uncertainty that this might
introduce to our conclusions should be considered in the following light. First, if chemistry
in the mature zone is under less genetic control than chemistry in the juvenile zone for all
cross types, we would have expected a less consistent pattern of changes between
developmental zones within cross types, given environmental heterogeneity in the field
survey. Second, most plant secondary metabolites appear to be under at least some level of
genetic control (Hamilton et al., 2001). Last, even if chemistry in the mature zone is more
phenotypically plastic than that in the juvenile zone, and the observed differences between
juvenile and mature zones occur as a result of microenvironmental variation, the increase in
phenotypic plasticity would still constitute an ontogenetic shift in the control of chemistry,
because phenotypic plasticity itself can be considered a trait under genetic control (Callahan
et al., 1997).

In the field survey, although the specific patterns differed among phytochemicals, the
overall pattern is of predictable changes both within an individual tree and among different
cross types. In total, these changes constitute evidence for ontogenetically based
developmental trajectories of phytochemistry in this Populus system. Several lines of
evidence support this conclusion. First, plant development affected phytochemistry as much
or more than other variables normally emphasized in phytochemical studies, such as
seasonal variation. Second, although some or all of the cross types co-occurred at most of
the field sites, different cross types exhibited major differences in both their phytochemistry
and the developmental trajectories of specific phytochemicals. These findings argue for a
genetic basis to both phytochemistry and developmental trajectory. Third, the magnitude of
change both within an individual tree and among cross types was great, e.g., up to 40-fold
differences in concentration. Fourth, condensed tannins, salicortin, and HCH-salicortin
show drastically different patterns of change among cross types, indicating that the changes
do not occur purely because of resource availability for secondary plant metabolites.
Finally, in both studies, nitrogen concentrations showed little variation, whereas the other
phytochemicals varied greatly. This argues against any changes in condensed tannins or
phenolic glycosides as a result of differences in available nitrogen, leading to potential
protein competition with phenolic metabolites (Jones and Hartley, 1999). Because these
phytochemicals are ecologically important, the developmental trajectories have the potential
to affect populations, communities, and ecosystems.

Plant Developmental Trajectory

We refer to predictable, developmentally based changes in plant traits (such as the
phytochemistry we measured) as a plant’s “developmental trajectory.” For the sake of
analysis, we concentrated on differences between the lower (juvenile) vs. upper (mature)
portions of the canopy, and used the slope of the difference between these zones of the tree
as a metric. The use of such a linear measure does not imply that all developmentally based
changes occur in a gradual, linear fashion, or that all the traits of a given plant species
change in the same manner or extent with development. Rather, this slope is intended only
as a readily comprehensible means of referring to the change between developmental zones
of the same cross type (if they occur), and of comparing the extent of change among cross
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types. Further, we acknowledge that many developmentally based changes occur outside
the scope of our measure (between juvenile and mature zones of a canopy sized tree).
However, we concentrated on these developmental zones as a result of the potential major
community and ecosystem consequences (most of a tree’s biomass is in these zones) and for
uniformity of comparison, because Fremont cottonwoods have no juvenile ramets.

We found striking differences in trajectories among cross types. Fremont cottonwood
exhibits no significant trajectory, whereas narrowleaf cottonwood exhibits the steepest
trajectory, and the hybrids are generally intermediate. The intermediate hybrid trajectories
suggest an additive genetic mechanism to the phytochemical variation and argue that it has
a genetic (i.e., ontogenetic) rather than environmental basis.

Developmental Trajectories and Community Structure

The findings suggest a potential phytochemical basis for the distribution of two herbivores in
this system with known community effects, Pemphigus betae, a galling aphid, and C.
confluens, a leaf-feeding beetle. For example, for C. confluens, which prefers to feed on
juvenile ramets (Kearsley and Whitham, 1989), tannin levels explain ca. 50% of the variation
in larval weight gain (Rehill et al., unpublished data), consistent with our finding of lower
tannin concentrations in juvenile ramets. Concurrently, the foliage of juvenile ramets is also
highest in phenolic glycosides, which larvae sequester and convert to their own defenses
(Martinsen et al., 1998).

Developmental variation in phytochemistry may be one mechanism that could cause
pronounced differences in arthropod communities associated with different developmental
zones of the same tree, and this leads to two predictions: First, the greater the chemical
differences among developmental zones, the greater the difference in the respective
communities among those zones; Second, because phytochemistry differs among
developmental zones, arthropod diversity in a stand of trees is a combination of the
interplant genetic diversity (Wimp et al., 2004) as well as the intraplant ontogenetic
diversity (see also Kearsley and Whitham, 1989, 1998; Waltz and Whitham, 1997;
Lawrence et al., 2003). At present, we know of no studies on the relationship between
developmental trajectories and herbivore communities. However, for both Quercus velutina
and Q. alba, condensed tannin concentrations are higher in leaves of the upper canopy vs.
those of the understory, and they explain ca. 25% of the variation in leaf-chewing insect
community composition (Forkner et al., 2004).

Developmental Impacts on Ecosystem Processes

The marked increase in condensed tannin concentrations in mature foliage of narrowleaf
and backcross trees, as well as the modest increase in F; hybrids, may have ecosystem
consequences. Condensed tannins influence decomposition in this (Driebe and Whitham,
2000) and many other systems (Hattenschwiler and Vitousek, 2000; Hattenschwiler et al.,
2003; Schweitzer et al., 2004). Increased tannin levels in the mature zone, which usually
represents the majority of foliar mass in mature trees, may represent a means of controlling
nitrogen cycling in the immediate environment of the tree (Northup et al., 1998; Van
Breemen and Finzi, 1998; Kraus et al,, 2003). Such control may be particularly
advantageous to clonally propagating cross types, such as narrowleaf and backcrosses, as
well as other clonal tree species (i.e., those that reproduce vegetatively), such as aspen
(Populus tremuloides). Because leaves from ramets within a clone are more likely to fall
and decompose under another member of the same clone (genotype) than nonclonal species
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(i.e., an area effect), we predict that clonal species will undergo more pronounced develop-
mental shifts in phytochemistry than will nonclonal species. Aspen has been found to have
similar developmentally based chemical shifts to narrowleaf (Donaldson et al., 2006).

Evolutionary Pressures Leading to Genetic and Ontogenetic Differentiation

The reciprocal trajectories of phenolic glycosides (decreasing with maturity) and condensed
tannins (increasing with maturity) in narrowleaf, backcross, and F; hybrids could represent
a selective regime shaped by competing pressures (similar to aspen, Donaldson et al., 2006).
Intense herbivory in the early life and lower portion of a tree’s canopy may be balanced by
the need to control nutrient cycling. This ensures adequate resources once sexual
reproduction has begun. Such a pattern of competing selection pressures would be
consistent with the shift from higher to lower phenolic glycosides from juvenile to mature
foliage (better defended leaves in the lower canopy against herbivory) and the opposite trend
for condensed tannins (thus, altering rates of decomposition and nitrogen mineralization).

The difference in the developmental trajectories of two congeneric trees (narrowleaf and
Fremont cottonwoods) that have been in close proximity and/or had overlapping
distributions for at least 12 million years (Eckenwalder, 1984) emphasizes that patterns of
ontogenetic shifts in plant chemistry may be widespread. Phylogenetic constraints,
however, seem unlikely to explain the flat trajectory of Fremont cottonwood. Selection
pressures differ among environments for multiple reasons, such as the extent of herbivory,
the costs of producing different defenses, and the availability of required resources such as
minerals. Therefore, it seems likely that different selective regimes have led to different
developmental trajectories. Developmental trajectories can be under genetic control
(Wiltshire et al., 1998; Jordan et al., 1999), and variation in developmental trajectories
within species may be an adaptation to environmental heterogeneity (Jordan et al., 2000).

The findings prompt a methodological caveat. Some studies of heritability compare traits
of seedlings with those of mature trees. However, we have demonstrated major differences
in ecologically important traits among the developmental zones of mature trees. Based on
these data, if developmental trajectories of phytochemistry apply throughout the life of a
tree, then the foliar chemistry of seedlings, and, therefore, resistance to natural enemies,
may differ substantially from the mature zone of large trees. This may give an inaccurate
representation of the genetic component of the studied traits, as others have suggested
(Cornelissen et al., 2003).

Finally, given the established role of plant quality along with the potential for within-
plant variation to affect herbivores (Stockhoff, 1993; Suomela and Ayres, 1994; Shelton,
2000), it is clear that developmental trajectories of phytochemistry could be important in
regulating herbivore populations, structuring communities, and influencing ecosystems.
More mechanistic studies are required to evaluate the community- and ecosystem-level
importance of ontogenetically based chemical variation by linking the performance and
distribution of keystone herbivores to plant chemistry. Such studies are a focus of
continuing research with this hybrid system.

Acknowledgments We thank Jack Donaldson and Michael Stevens for stimulating discussions and the
Ogden Nature Center, Ogden, UT, for accommodating our common gardens and providing an opportunity to
educate the public on the conservation value of cottonwoods and riparian habitat. Shane Anderson, Matthias
Dahnert, Kate Larson, Amanda Thompson, and Gina Wimp assisted with leaf collection, and Lindsay
Wieczorek, Heidi Barnhill, and Kelly Crowner helped with chemical analyses. The comments of two
anonymous reviewers greatly improved the manuscript. This research was supported by NSF grants DEB-
0078280 and DEB-0425908.

@ Springer



J Chem Ecol (2006) 32: 22692285 2283

References

BALDWIN, 1. T. 1999. Inducible nicotine production in native Nicotiana as an example of adaptive
phenotypic plasticity. J. Chem. Ecol. 25:3-30.

BARRETT, R. D. H. and AGRAWAL, A. A. 2004. Interactive effects of genotype, environment, and ontogeny
on resistance of cucumber (Cucumis sativus) to the generalist herbivore, Spodoptera exigua. J. Chem.
Ecol. 30:37-51.

BERNAYS, E. A. and CHAPMAN, R. F. 1994. Host-Plant Selection by Phytophagous Insects. Chapman &
Hall, London.

BINGAMAN, B. R. and HART, E. R. 1993. Clonal and leaf age variation in Populus phenolic glycosides:
Implications for host selection by Chrysomela scripta (Coleoptera, Chrysomelidae). Environ. Entomol.
22:397-403.

BRENNAN, E. B. and WEINBAUM, S. A. 2001. Performance of adult psyllids in no-choice experiments on
juvenile and adult leaves of Eucalyptus globulus. Entomol. Exp. Appl. 100:179-185.

CALLAHAN, H. S., PIGLIUCCI, M., and SCHLICHTING, C. D. 1997. Developmental phenotypic plasticity:
where ecology and evolution meet molecular biology. BioEssays 19:519-525.

CORNELISSEN, J. H. C., CERABOLINI, B., CASTRO-DIEZ, P., VILLAR-SALVADOR, P., MONTSERRAT-MARTI, G.,
PUYRAVAUD, J. P., MAESTRO, M., WERGER, M. J. A., and AERTS, R. 2003. Functional traits of woody
plants: correspondence of species rankings between field adults and laboratory-grown seedlings? J. Veg.
Sci. 14:311-322.

CRONK, Q. C. B., BATEMAN, R. M., and HAWKINS, J. A. 2002. Developmental Genetics and Plant Evolution.
Taylor and Francis, London.

DONALDSON, J. R., STEVENS, M. T., BARNHILL, H. R., and LINDROTH, R. L. 2006 Age-related shifts in leaf
chemistry of clonal aspen (Populus tremuloides). J. Chem. Ecol 32:1415-1429.

DRIEBE, E. M. and WHITHAM, T. G. 2000. Cottonwood hybridization affects tannin and nitrogen content of
leaf litter and alters decomposition. Oecologia 123:99-107.

ECKENWALDER, J. E. 1984. Natural intersectional hybridization between North American species of Populus
(Salicaceae) in sections Adigeiros and Tacamahaca. 2. Taxonomy. Can. J. Bot. 62:325-335.

EDWARDS, P. B. 1982. Do waxes on juvenile Eucalyptus leaves provide protection from grazing insects?
Aust. J. Ecol. 7:347-352.

FORKNER, R. E., MARQUIS, R. J., and LILL, J. T. 2004. Feeny revisited: Condensed tannins as anti-herbivore
defences in leaf-chewing herbivore communities of Quercus. Ecol. Entomol. 29:174-187.

FRANKEL, G. S. 1959. The raison d’étre of plant secondary substances. Science 129:1466-1470.

HAGERMAN, A. E. and BUTLER, L. G. 1980. Condensed tannin purification and characterization of tannin-
associated proteins. J. Agric. Food Chem. 28:947-952.

HAMILTON, J. G., ZANGERL, A. R., DELUCIA, E. H., and BERENBAUM, M. R. 2001. The carbon-nutrient
balance hypothesis: its rise and fall. Ecol. Let. 4:86-95.

HATTENSCHWILER, S. and VITOUSEK, P. M. 2000. The role of polyphenols in terrestrial ecosystem nutrient
cycling. Trends Ecol. Evol. 15:238-243.

HATTENSCHWILER, S., HAGERMAN, A. E., and VITOUSEK, P. M. 2003. Polyphenols in litter from tropical
montane forests across a wide range in soil fertility. Biogeochemistry 64:129—148.

HWANG, S. Y. and LINDROTH, R. L. 1997. Clonal variation in foliar chemistry of aspen: Effects on gypsy
moths and forest tent caterpillars. Oecologia 111:99-108.

JONES, C. S. 1999. An essay on juvenility, phase change, and heteroblasty in seed plants. /nt. J. Plant Sci.
160:S105-S111.

JONES, C. G. and HARTLEY, S. E. 1999. A protein competition model of phenolic allocation. Oikos 86:27—
44.

JORDAN, G. J., POTTS, B. M., and WILTSHIRE, R. J. E. 1999. Strong, independent, quantitative genetic control
of the timing of vegetative phase change and first flowering in Eucalyptus globulus ssp. globulus
(Tasmanian Blue Gum). Heredity 83:179-187.

JORDAN, G. J., POTTS, B. M., CHALMERS, P., and WILTSHIRE, R. J. E. 2000. Quantitative genetic evidence
that the timing of vegetative phase change in Eucalyptus globulus ssp. globulus is an adaptive trait. Aust.
J. Bot. 48:561-567.

KARBAN, R. and BALDWIN, I. T. 1997. Induced Responses to Herbivory. University of Chicago Press,
Chicago, IL, USA.

KARBAN, R. and THALER, J. S. 1999. Plant phase change and resistance to herbivory. Ecology 80:510-517.

KEARSLEY, M. J. C. and WHITHAM, T. G. 1989. Developmental changes in resistance to herbivory:
Implications for individuals and populations. Ecology 79:422-434.

KEARSLEY, M. J. C. and WHITHAM, T. G. 1998. The developmental stream of cottonwoods affects ramet
growth and resistance to galling aphids. Ecology 79:178-191.

@ Springer



2284 J Chem Ecol (2006) 32: 22692285

KEIM, P., PAIGE, K. N., WHITHAM, T. G., and LARK, K. G. 1989. Genetic analysis of an interspecific hybrid
swarm of Populus: Occurrence of unidirectional introgression. Genetics 123:557-565.

KINNEY, K. K., LINDROTH, R. L., JUNG, S. M., and NORDHEIM, E. V. 1997. Effects of CO, and NO;
availability on deciduous trees: phytochemistry and insect performance. Ecology 78:215-230.

KLEINER, K. W., ELLIS, D. D., MCCOowN, B. H., and RAFFA, K. F. 2003. Leaf ontogeny influences leaf
phenolics and the efficacy of genetically expressed Bacillus thuringiensis Cryla(a) D-endotoxin in
hybrid poplar against gypsy moth. J. Chem. Ecol. 29:2585-2602.

KRrAUS, T. E. C., DAHLGREN, R. A., and ZASOSKI, R. J. 2003. Tannins in nutrient dynamics of forest
ecosystems: A review. Plant Soil 256:41-66.

LARSSON, S., EKBOM, B., and BJORKMAN, C. 2000. Influence of plant quality on pine sawfly population
dynamics. Oikos 89:440-450.

LAWRENCE, R., POTTS, B. M., and WHITHAM, T. G. 2003. Relative importance of plant ontogeny, host
genetic variation, and leaf age for a common herbivore. Ecology 84:1171-1178.

LAWSON, E. J. R. and POETHIG, R. S. 1995. Shoot development in plants: Time for a change. Trends Gen.
11:263-268.

LINDROTH, R. L. and HWANG, S. Y. 1996. Diversity, redundancy, and multiplicity in chemical defense of
aspen. Recent Adv. Phytochem. 30:25-56.

LINDROTH, R. L., HSIA, M. T. S., and SCRIBER, J. M. 1987. Seasonal patterns in the phytochemistry of 3
Populus species. Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 15:681-686.

LINDROTH, R. L., SCRIBER, J. M., and Hsia, M. T. S. 1986. Differential responses of tiger swallowtail
subspecies to secondary metabolites from tulip tree and quaking aspen. Oecologia 70:13-19.

LINDROTH, R. L., KINNEY, K. K., and PLATZ, C. L. 1993. Responses of deciduous trees to elevated
atmospheric CO,: Productivity, phytochemistry, and insect performance. Ecology 74:763-777.

LINDROTH, R. L., KLEIN, K. A., HEMMING, J. D. C., and FEUKER, A. M. 1997. Variation in temperature and
dietary nitrogen affect performance of the gypsy moth (Lymantria dispar L). Physiol. Entomol. 22:55-64.

LINDROTH, R. L., OSIER, T. L., BARNHILL, H. R. H., and WOOD, S. A. 2002. Effects of genotype and nutrient
availability on phytochemistry of trembling aspen (Populus tremuloides Michx.) during leaf senescence.
Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 30:297-307.

MARTINSEN, G. D., DRIEBE, E. M., and WHITHAM, T. G. 1998. Indirect interactions mediated by changing
plant chemistry: Beaver browsing benefits beetles. Ecology 79:192-200.

MARTINSEN, G. D., WHITHAM, T. G., TUREK, R. J., and KEIM, P. 2001. Hybrid populations selectively filter
gene introgression between species. Evolution 55:1325-1335.

MATTSON, W. J. 1980. Herbivory in relation to plant nitrogen content. Annu. Rev. Ecol. Syst. 11:119-161.

MONTGOMERY, D. C. 1997. Design and Analysis of Experiments. John Wiley & Sons, New York.

NETER, J., KUTNER, M. H., NACHTSHEIM, C. J., and WASSERMAN, W. 1996. Applied Linear Statistical
Models. Irwin, Chicago, IL, USA.

NORTHUP, R. R., DAHLGREN, R. A., and MCCOLL, J. G. 1998. Polyphenols as regulators of plant-litter—soil
interactions in Northern California’s pygmy forest: A positive feedback? Biogeochemistry 42:189-220.

OHNMEISS, T. E. and BALDWIN, L. T. 2000. Optimal defense theory predicts the ontogeny of an induced
nicotine defense. Ecology 81:1765-1783.

ORIANS, C. M., FRrITZ, R. S., and CLAUSEN, T. P. 1993. The genetic basis for variation in the concentration of
phenolic glycosides in Salix sericea: Clonal variation and sex-based differences. Biochem. Syst. Ecol.
21:535-542.

ORIANS, C. M., LOWER, S., FRITZ, R. S., and ROCHE, B. M. 2003. The effects of plant genetic variation and
soil nutrients on secondary chemistry and growth in a shrubby willow, Salix sericea: Patterns and
constraints on the evolution of resistance traits. Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 31:233-247.

OSIER, T. L. and LINDROTH, R. L. 2001. Effects of genotype, nutrient availability, and defoliation on aspen
phytochemistry and insect performance. J. Chem. Ecol. 27:1289-1313.

PALO, R. T. 1984. Distribution of birch (Betula spp.), willow (Salix spp.), and poplar (Populus spp.)
secondary metabolites and their potential role as chemical defense against herbivores. J. Chem. Ecol.
10:499-520.

POETHIG, R. S. 1990. Phase change and the regulation of shoot morphogenesis in plants. Science 250:923-930.

PORTER, L. J., HRSTICH, L. N., and CHAN, B. G. 1986. The conversion of procyanidins and prodelphinidins
to cyanidin and delphinidin. Phytochemistry 25:223-230.

REHILL, B. R., CLAUSS, A., WIECZOREK, L., WHITHAM, T., and LINDROTH, R. 2005. Foliar phenolic glyco-
sides from Populus fremontii, Populus angustifolia, and their hybrids. Biochem. Syst. Ecol. 33:125-131.

REICHARDT, P. B., BRYANT, J. P., MATTES, B. R., CLAUSEN, T. P., CHAPIN, F. S., and MEYER, M. 1990.
Winter chemical defense of Alaskan balsam poplar against snowshoe hares. J. Chem. Ecol. 16:1941—
1959.

ScHULTZ, J. C. 1988. Plant responses induced by herbivores. Trends Ecol. Evol. 3:45-49.

@ Springer



J Chem Ecol (2006) 32: 22692285 2285

SCHWEITZER, J. A., MARTINSEN, G. D., and WHITHAM, T. G. 2002. Cottonwood hybrids gain fitness traits of
both parents: A mechanism for their long-term persistence? Am. J. Bot. 89:981-990.

SCHWEITZER, J. A., BAILEY, J. K., REHILL, B. J., MARTINSEN, G. D., HART, S. C., LINDROTH, R. L., KEIM,
P., and WHITHAM, T. G. 2004. Genetically based trait in a dominant tree affects ecosystem processes.
Ecol. Let. 7:127-134.

SELDAL, T., ANDERSEN, K. J., and HOGSTEDT, G. 1994. Grazing-induced proteinase inhibitors: a possible
cause for lemming population cycles. Oikos 70:3—11.

SHELTON, A. L. 2000. Variable chemical defences in plants and their effects on herbivore behaviour. Evol.
Ecol. Res. 2:231-249.

SOKAL, R. R. and ROHLE, F. J. 1995. Biometry. W.H. Freeman and Co., New York.

SRIVASTAVA, L. M. 2002. Plant Development: Hormones and Environment. Academic Press, Boston, MA,
USA.

STILL, W. C., KAHN, M., and MITRA, A. 1978. Rapid chromatographic technique for preparative separations
with moderate resolution. J. Org. Chem. 43:2923-2925.

STOCKHOFF, B. A. 1993. Diet heterogeneity: Implications for growth of a generalist herbivore, the gypsy
moth. Ecology 74:1939-1949.

SUOMELA, J. and AYRES, M. P. 1994. Within-tree and among-tree variation in leaf characteristics of mountain
birch and its implications for herbivory. Oikos 70:212-222.

SWIHART, R. K. and BRYANT, J. P. 2001. Importance of biogeography and ontogeny of woody plants in
winter herbivory by mammals. J. Mammal. 82:1-21.

TAHVANAINEN, J., HELLE, E., JULKUNEN-TITTO, R., and LAVOLA, A. 1985. Phenolic compounds of willow
bark as deterrents against feeding by mountain hare. Oecologia 65:319-323.

VALAVANIS, S. 1959. Econometrics: An Introduction to Maximum Likelihood Methods. McGraw-Hill, New
York.

VAN BREEMEN, N. and FINzI, A. C. 1998. Plant-soil interactions: Ecological aspects and evolutionary
implications. Biogeochemistry 42:1-19.

WALTZ, A. M. and WHITHAM, T. G. 1997. Plant development affects arthropod communities: opposing
impacts of species removal. Ecology 78:2133-2144.

WATERMAN, P. G. and MOLE, S. 1994. Analysis of Phenolic Plant Metabolites. Blackwell Scientific, Boston,
MA, USA.

WHITE, T. C. R. 1984. The abundance of invertebrate herbivores in relation to the availability of nitrogen in
stressed food plants. Oecologia 63:90-105.

WILTSHIRE, R. J. E., MURFET, L. C., and REID, J. B. 1994. The genetic control of heterochrony: Evidence
from developmental mutants of Pisum sativum L. J. Evol. Biol. 7:447-465.

WILTSHIRE, R. J. E., POTTS, B. M., and REID, J. B. 1998. Genetic control of reproductive and vegetative
phase change in the Eucalyptus risdonii—E. tenuiramis complex. Aust. J. Bot. 46:45-63.

WiMP, G. M., YOUNG, W. P., WOOLBRIGHT, S. A., MARTINSEN, G. D., KEIM, P., and WHITHAM, T. G. 2004.
Conserving plant genetic diversity for dependent animal communities. Ecol. Let. 7:776-780.

WIMP, G. M., MARTINSEN, G. D., FLOATE, K. D., BANGERT, R. K., and WHITHAM, T. G. 2005. Plant genetic
determinants of arthropod community structure and diversity. Evolution 59:61-69.

ZAGORY, D. and LiBBY, W. J. 1985. Maturation-related rust resistance of Pinus radiata to western gall rust.
Phytopathology 75:1443-1447.

@ Springer



	Developmental Trajectories in Cottonwood Phytochemistry
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods and Materials
	Common Garden Survey
	Field Survey

	Results
	Common Garden Survey of Phytochemical Variation
	Field Survey: Chemistry
	Field Survey: Developmental Trajectories

	Discussion
	Genetic and Ontogenetic Control of Phytochemistry
	Plant Developmental Trajectory
	Developmental Trajectories and Community Structure
	Developmental Impacts on Ecosystem Processes
	Evolutionary Pressures Leading to Genetic and Ontogenetic Differentiation

	References




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /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
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AardvarkPSMT
    /AceBinghamSH
    /AddisonLibbySH
    /AGaramond-Italic
    /AGaramond-Regular
    /AkbarPlain
    /Albertus-Bold
    /AlbertusExtraBold-Regular
    /AlbertusMedium-Italic
    /AlbertusMedium-Regular
    /AlfonsoWhiteheadSH
    /Algerian
    /AllegroBT-Regular
    /AmarilloUSAF
    /AmazoneBT-Regular
    /AmeliaBT-Regular
    /AmerigoBT-BoldA
    /AmerTypewriterITCbyBT-Medium
    /AndaleMono
    /AndyMacarthurSH
    /Animals
    /AnneBoleynSH
    /Annifont
    /AntiqueOlive-Bold
    /AntiqueOliveCompact-Regular
    /AntiqueOlive-Italic
    /AntiqueOlive-Regular
    /AntonioMountbattenSH
    /ArabiaPSMT
    /AradLevelVI
    /ArchitecturePlain
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialMTBlack-Regular
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialRoundedMTBold
    /ArialUnicodeLight
    /ArialUnicodeLight-Bold
    /ArialUnicodeLight-BoldItalic
    /ArialUnicodeLight-Italic
    /ArrowsAPlentySH
    /ArrusBT-Bold
    /ArrusBT-BoldItalic
    /ArrusBT-Italic
    /ArrusBT-Roman
    /Asiana
    /AssadSadatSH
    /AvalonPSMT
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Book
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-BookOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Demi
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-DemiOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Medium
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-MediumOblique
    /BankGothicBT-Light
    /BankGothicBT-Medium
    /Baskerville-Bold
    /Baskerville-Normal
    /Baskerville-Normal-Italic
    /BaskOldFace
    /Bauhaus93
    /Bavand
    /BazookaRegular
    /BeauTerrySH
    /BECROSS
    /BedrockPlain
    /BeeskneesITC
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BenguiatITCbyBT-Bold
    /BenguiatITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /BenguiatITCbyBT-Book
    /BenguiatITCbyBT-BookItalic
    /BennieGoetheSH
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BernhardBoldCondensedBT-Regular
    /BernhardFashionBT-Regular
    /BernhardModernBT-Bold
    /BernhardModernBT-BoldItalic
    /BernhardModernBT-Italic
    /BernhardModernBT-Roman
    /Bethel
    /BibiGodivaSH
    /BibiNehruSH
    /BKenwood-Regular
    /BlackadderITC-Regular
    /BlondieBurtonSH
    /BodoniBlack-Regular
    /Bodoni-Bold
    /Bodoni-BoldItalic
    /BodoniBT-Bold
    /BodoniBT-BoldItalic
    /BodoniBT-Italic
    /BodoniBT-Roman
    /Bodoni-Italic
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /Bodoni-Regular
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolFive
    /BookshelfSymbolFour
    /BookshelfSymbolOne-Regular
    /BookshelfSymbolThree-Regular
    /BookshelfSymbolTwo-Regular
    /BookwomanDemiItalicSH
    /BookwomanDemiSH
    /BookwomanExptLightSH
    /BookwomanLightItalicSH
    /BookwomanLightSH
    /BookwomanMonoLightSH
    /BookwomanSwashDemiSH
    /BookwomanSwashLightSH
    /BoulderRegular
    /BradleyHandITC
    /Braggadocio
    /BrailleSH
    /BRectangular
    /BremenBT-Bold
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadview
    /Broadway
    /BroadwayBT-Regular
    /BRubber
    /Brush445BT-Regular
    /BrushScriptMT
    /BSorbonna
    /BStranger
    /BTriumph
    /BuckyMerlinSH
    /BusoramaITCbyBT-Medium
    /Caesar
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /CalisMTBol
    /CalistoMT
    /CalistoMT-Italic
    /CalligrapherRegular
    /CameronStendahlSH
    /Candy
    /CandyCaneUnregistered
    /CankerSore
    /CarlTellerSH
    /CarrieCattSH
    /CaslonOpenfaceBT-Regular
    /CassTaylorSH
    /CDOT
    /Centaur
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturyOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Cezanne
    /CGOmega-Bold
    /CGOmega-BoldItalic
    /CGOmega-Italic
    /CGOmega-Regular
    /CGTimes-Bold
    /CGTimes-BoldItalic
    /CGTimes-Italic
    /CGTimes-Regular
    /Charting
    /ChartreuseParsonsSH
    /ChaseCallasSH
    /ChasThirdSH
    /ChaucerRegular
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-Bold
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-Book
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-BookItalic
    /ChildBonaparteSH
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ChuckWarrenChiselSH
    /ChuckWarrenDesignSH
    /CityBlueprint
    /Clarendon-Bold
    /Clarendon-Book
    /ClarendonCondensedBold
    /ClarendonCondensed-Bold
    /ClarendonExtended-Bold
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-Bold
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-BoldItalic
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-Italic
    /ClassicalGaramondBT-Roman
    /ClaudeCaesarSH
    /CLI
    /Clocks
    /ClosetoMe
    /CluKennedySH
    /CMBX10
    /CMBX5
    /CMBX7
    /CMEX10
    /CMMI10
    /CMMI5
    /CMMI7
    /CMMIB10
    /CMR10
    /CMR5
    /CMR7
    /CMSL10
    /CMSY10
    /CMSY5
    /CMSY7
    /CMTI10
    /CMTT10
    /CoffeeCamusInitialsSH
    /ColetteColeridgeSH
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CommercialPiBT-Regular
    /CommercialScriptBT-Regular
    /Complex
    /CooperBlack
    /CooperBT-BlackHeadline
    /CooperBT-BlackItalic
    /CooperBT-Bold
    /CooperBT-BoldItalic
    /CooperBT-Medium
    /CooperBT-MediumItalic
    /CooperPlanck2LightSH
    /CooperPlanck4SH
    /CooperPlanck6BoldSH
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Bold
    /CopperplateGothicBT-Roman
    /CopperplateGothicBT-RomanCond
    /CopticLS
    /Cornerstone
    /Coronet
    /CoronetItalic
    /Cotillion
    /CountryBlueprint
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /CSSubscript
    /CSSubscriptBold
    /CSSubscriptItalic
    /CSSuperscript
    /CSSuperscriptBold
    /Cuckoo
    /CurlzMT
    /CybilListzSH
    /CzarBold
    /CzarBoldItalic
    /CzarItalic
    /CzarNormal
    /DauphinPlain
    /DawnCastleBold
    /DawnCastlePlain
    /Dekker
    /DellaRobbiaBT-Bold
    /DellaRobbiaBT-Roman
    /Denmark
    /Desdemona
    /Diploma
    /DizzyDomingoSH
    /DizzyFeiningerSH
    /DocTermanBoldSH
    /DodgenburnA
    /DodoCasalsSH
    /DodoDiogenesSH
    /DomCasualBT-Regular
    /Durian-Republik
    /Dutch801BT-Bold
    /Dutch801BT-BoldItalic
    /Dutch801BT-ExtraBold
    /Dutch801BT-Italic
    /Dutch801BT-Roman
    /EBT's-cmbx10
    /EBT's-cmex10
    /EBT's-cmmi10
    /EBT's-cmmi5
    /EBT's-cmmi7
    /EBT's-cmr10
    /EBT's-cmr5
    /EBT's-cmr7
    /EBT's-cmsy10
    /EBT's-cmsy5
    /EBT's-cmsy7
    /EdithDaySH
    /Elephant-Italic
    /Elephant-Regular
    /EmGravesSH
    /EngelEinsteinSH
    /English111VivaceBT-Regular
    /English157BT-Regular
    /EngraversGothicBT-Regular
    /EngraversOldEnglishBT-Bold
    /EngraversOldEnglishBT-Regular
    /EngraversRomanBT-Bold
    /EngraversRomanBT-Regular
    /EnviroD
    /ErasITC-Bold
    /ErasITC-Demi
    /ErasITC-Light
    /ErasITC-Medium
    /ErasITC-Ultra
    /ErnestBlochSH
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /Euclid
    /Euclid-Bold
    /Euclid-BoldItalic
    /EuclidExtra
    /EuclidExtra-Bold
    /EuclidFraktur
    /EuclidFraktur-Bold
    /Euclid-Italic
    /EuclidMathOne
    /EuclidMathOne-Bold
    /EuclidMathTwo
    /EuclidMathTwo-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol
    /EuclidSymbol-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol-BoldItalic
    /EuclidSymbol-Italic
    /EuroRoman
    /EuroRomanOblique
    /ExxPresleySH
    /FencesPlain
    /Fences-Regular
    /FifthAvenue
    /FigurineCrrCB
    /FigurineCrrCBBold
    /FigurineCrrCBBoldItalic
    /FigurineCrrCBItalic
    /FigurineTmsCB
    /FigurineTmsCBBold
    /FigurineTmsCBBoldItalic
    /FigurineTmsCBItalic
    /FillmoreRegular
    /Fitzgerald
    /Flareserif821BT-Roman
    /FleurFordSH
    /Fontdinerdotcom
    /FontdinerdotcomSparkly
    /FootlightMTLight
    /ForefrontBookObliqueSH
    /ForefrontBookSH
    /ForefrontDemiObliqueSH
    /ForefrontDemiSH
    /Fortress
    /FractionsAPlentySH
    /FrakturPlain
    /Franciscan
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /FranklinUnic
    /FredFlahertySH
    /Freehand575BT-RegularB
    /Freehand591BT-RegularA
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Frutiger-Roman
    /FTPMultinational
    /FTPMultinational-Bold
    /FujiyamaPSMT
    /FuturaBlackBT-Regular
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-BoldCondensed
    /FuturaBT-BoldItalic
    /FuturaBT-Book
    /FuturaBT-BookItalic
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlack
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackCondensed
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackCondItalic
    /FuturaBT-ExtraBlackItalic
    /FuturaBT-Light
    /FuturaBT-LightItalic
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /FuturaBT-MediumCondensed
    /FuturaBT-MediumItalic
    /GabbyGauguinSH
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Bold
    /GalliardITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Italic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Roman
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Antiqua
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Halbfett
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Garamond-Kursiv
    /Garamond-KursivHalbfett
    /Garcia
    /GarryMondrian3LightItalicSH
    /GarryMondrian3LightSH
    /GarryMondrian4BookItalicSH
    /GarryMondrian4BookSH
    /GarryMondrian5SBldItalicSH
    /GarryMondrian5SBldSH
    /GarryMondrian6BoldItalicSH
    /GarryMondrian6BoldSH
    /GarryMondrian7ExtraBoldSH
    /GarryMondrian8UltraSH
    /GarryMondrianCond3LightSH
    /GarryMondrianCond4BookSH
    /GarryMondrianCond5SBldSH
    /GarryMondrianCond6BoldSH
    /GarryMondrianCond7ExtraBoldSH
    /GarryMondrianCond8UltraSH
    /GarryMondrianExpt3LightSH
    /GarryMondrianExpt4BookSH
    /GarryMondrianExpt5SBldSH
    /GarryMondrianExpt6BoldSH
    /GarryMondrianSwashSH
    /Gaslight
    /GatineauPSMT
    /Gautami
    /GDT
    /Geometric231BT-BoldC
    /Geometric231BT-LightC
    /Geometric231BT-RomanC
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Bold
    /GeometricSlab703BT-BoldCond
    /GeometricSlab703BT-BoldItalic
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Light
    /GeometricSlab703BT-LightItalic
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Medium
    /GeometricSlab703BT-MediumCond
    /GeometricSlab703BT-MediumItalic
    /GeometricSlab703BT-XtraBold
    /GeorgeMelvilleSH
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Gigi-Regular
    /GillSansBC
    /GillSans-Bold
    /GillSans-BoldItalic
    /GillSansCondensed-Bold
    /GillSansCondensed-Regular
    /GillSansExtraBold-Regular
    /GillSans-Italic
    /GillSansLight-Italic
    /GillSansLight-Regular
    /GillSans-Regular
    /GoldMinePlain
    /Gonzo
    /GothicE
    /GothicG
    /GothicI
    /GoudyHandtooledBT-Regular
    /GoudyOldStyle-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Roman
    /GoudyOldStyleExtrabold-Regular
    /GoudyOldStyle-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyle-Regular
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-Bold
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-Medium
    /GoudySansITCbyBT-MediumItalic
    /GraceAdonisSH
    /Graeca
    /Graeca-Bold
    /Graeca-BoldItalic
    /Graeca-Italic
    /Graphos-Bold
    /Graphos-BoldItalic
    /Graphos-Italic
    /Graphos-Regular
    /GreekC
    /GreekS
    /GreekSans
    /GreekSans-Bold
    /GreekSans-BoldOblique
    /GreekSans-Oblique
    /Griffin
    /GrungeUpdate
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HankKhrushchevSH
    /HarlowSolid
    /HarpoonPlain
    /Harrington
    /HeatherRegular
    /Hebraica
    /HeleneHissBlackSH
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Bold
    /Helvetica-Narrow-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HenryPatrickSH
    /Herald
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /HogBold-HMK
    /HogBook-HMK
    /HomePlanning
    /HomePlanning2
    /HomewardBoundPSMT
    /Humanist521BT-Bold
    /Humanist521BT-BoldCondensed
    /Humanist521BT-BoldItalic
    /Humanist521BT-Italic
    /Humanist521BT-Light
    /Humanist521BT-LightItalic
    /Humanist521BT-Roman
    /Humanist521BT-RomanCondensed
    /IBMPCDOS
    /IceAgeD
    /Impact
    /Incised901BT-Bold
    /Incised901BT-Light
    /Incised901BT-Roman
    /Industrial736BT-Italic
    /Informal011BT-Roman
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Intrepid
    /IntrepidBold
    /IntrepidOblique
    /Invitation
    /IPAExtras
    /IPAExtras-Bold
    /IPAHighLow
    /IPAHighLow-Bold
    /IPAKiel
    /IPAKiel-Bold
    /IPAKielSeven
    /IPAKielSeven-Bold
    /IPAsans
    /ISOCP
    /ISOCP2
    /ISOCP3
    /ISOCT
    /ISOCT2
    /ISOCT3
    /Italic
    /ItalicC
    /ItalicT
    /JesterRegular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JotMedium-HMK
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /JupiterPSMT
    /KabelITCbyBT-Book
    /KabelITCbyBT-Ultra
    /KarlaJohnson5CursiveSH
    /KarlaJohnson5RegularSH
    /KarlaJohnson6BoldCursiveSH
    /KarlaJohnson6BoldSH
    /KarlaJohnson7ExtraBoldCursiveSH
    /KarlaJohnson7ExtraBoldSH
    /KarlKhayyamSH
    /Karnack
    /Kartika
    /Kashmir
    /KaufmannBT-Bold
    /KaufmannBT-Regular
    /KeplerStd-Black
    /KeplerStd-BlackIt
    /KeplerStd-Bold
    /KeplerStd-BoldIt
    /KeplerStd-Italic
    /KeplerStd-Light
    /KeplerStd-LightIt
    /KeplerStd-Medium
    /KeplerStd-MediumIt
    /KeplerStd-Regular
    /KeplerStd-Semibold
    /KeplerStd-SemiboldIt
    /KeystrokeNormal
    /Kidnap
    /KidsPlain
    /Kindergarten
    /KinoMT
    /KissMeKissMeKissMe
    /KoalaPSMT
    /KorinnaITCbyBT-Bold
    /KorinnaITCbyBT-KursivBold
    /KorinnaITCbyBT-KursivRegular
    /KorinnaITCbyBT-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /Kristin
    /KunstlerScript
    /KyotoSong
    /LainieDaySH
    /LandscapePlanning
    /Lapidary333BT-Bold
    /Lapidary333BT-BoldItalic
    /Lapidary333BT-Italic
    /Lapidary333BT-Roman
    /Latha
    /LatinoPal3LightItalicSH
    /LatinoPal3LightSH
    /LatinoPal4ItalicSH
    /LatinoPal4RomanSH
    /LatinoPal5DemiItalicSH
    /LatinoPal5DemiSH
    /LatinoPal6BoldItalicSH
    /LatinoPal6BoldSH
    /LatinoPal7ExtraBoldSH
    /LatinoPal8BlackSH
    /LatinoPalCond4RomanSH
    /LatinoPalCond5DemiSH
    /LatinoPalCond6BoldSH
    /LatinoPalExptRomanSH
    /LatinoPalSwashSH
    /LatinWidD
    /LatinWide
    /LeeToscanini3LightSH
    /LeeToscanini5RegularSH
    /LeeToscanini7BoldSH
    /LeeToscanini9BlackSH
    /LeeToscaniniInlineSH
    /LetterGothic12PitchBT-Bold
    /LetterGothic12PitchBT-BoldItal
    /LetterGothic12PitchBT-Italic
    /LetterGothic12PitchBT-Roman
    /LetterGothic-Bold
    /LetterGothic-BoldItalic
    /LetterGothic-Italic
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LetterGothic-Regular
    /LibrarianRegular
    /LinusPSMT
    /Lithograph-Bold
    /LithographLight
    /LongIsland
    /LubalinGraphMdITCTT
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /LydianCursiveBT-Regular
    /Magneto-Bold
    /Mangal-Regular
    /Map-Symbols
    /MarcusHobbesSH
    /Mariah
    /Marigold
    /MaritaMedium-HMK
    /MaritaScript-HMK
    /Market
    /MartinMaxxieSH
    /MathTypeMed
    /MatisseITC-Regular
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MaudeMeadSH
    /MemorandumPSMT
    /Metro
    /Metrostyle-Bold
    /MetrostyleExtended-Bold
    /MetrostyleExtended-Regular
    /Metrostyle-Regular
    /MicrogrammaD-BoldExte
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MikePicassoSH
    /MiniPicsLilEdibles
    /MiniPicsLilFolks
    /MiniPicsLilStuff
    /MischstabPopanz
    /MisterEarlBT-Regular
    /Mistral
    /ModerneDemi
    /ModerneDemiOblique
    /ModerneOblique
    /ModerneRegular
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonaLisaRecutITC-Normal
    /Monospace821BT-Bold
    /Monospace821BT-BoldItalic
    /Monospace821BT-Italic
    /Monospace821BT-Roman
    /Monotxt
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MonotypeSorts
    /MorrisonMedium
    /MorseCode
    /MotorPSMT
    /MSAM10
    /MSLineDrawPSMT
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSOutlook
    /MSReference1
    /MSReference2
    /MTEX
    /MTEXB
    /MTEXH
    /MT-Extra
    /MTGU
    /MTGUB
    /MTLS
    /MTLSB
    /MTMI
    /MTMIB
    /MTMIH
    /MTMS
    /MTMSB
    /MTMUB
    /MTMUH
    /MTSY
    /MTSYB
    /MTSYH
    /MT-Symbol
    /MTSYN
    /Music
    /MVBoli
    /MysticalPSMT
    /NagHammadiLS
    /NealCurieRuledSH
    /NealCurieSH
    /NebraskaPSMT
    /Neuropol-Medium
    /NevisonCasD
    /NewMilleniumSchlbkBoldItalicSH
    /NewMilleniumSchlbkBoldSH
    /NewMilleniumSchlbkExptSH
    /NewMilleniumSchlbkItalicSH
    /NewMilleniumSchlbkRomanSH
    /News702BT-Bold
    /News702BT-Italic
    /News702BT-Roman
    /Newton
    /NewZuricaBold
    /NewZuricaItalic
    /NewZuricaRegular
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NigelSadeSH
    /Nirvana
    /NuptialBT-Regular
    /OCRAbyBT-Regular
    /OfficePlanning
    /OldCentury
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /OnyxBT-Regular
    /OpenSymbol
    /OttawaPSMT
    /OttoMasonSH
    /OzHandicraftBT-Roman
    /OzzieBlack-Italic
    /OzzieBlack-Regular
    /PalatiaBold
    /PalatiaItalic
    /PalatiaRegular
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /PalmSpringsPSMT
    /Pamela
    /PanRoman
    /ParadisePSMT
    /ParagonPSMT
    /ParamountBold
    /ParamountItalic
    /ParamountRegular
    /Parchment-Regular
    /ParisianBT-Regular
    /ParkAvenueBT-Regular
    /Patrick
    /Patriot
    /PaulPutnamSH
    /PcEncodingLowerSH
    /PcEncodingSH
    /Pegasus
    /PenguinLightPSMT
    /PennSilvaSH
    /Percival
    /PerfectRegular
    /Pfn2BlackItalic
    /Phantom
    /PhilSimmonsSH
    /Pickwick
    /PipelinePlain
    /Playbill
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Poster
    /PosterBodoniBT-Italic
    /PosterBodoniBT-Roman
    /Pristina-Regular
    /Proxy1
    /Proxy2
    /Proxy3
    /Proxy4
    /Proxy5
    /Proxy6
    /Proxy7
    /Proxy8
    /Proxy9
    /Prx1
    /Prx2
    /Prx3
    /Prx4
    /Prx5
    /Prx6
    /Prx7
    /Prx8
    /Prx9
    /Pythagoras
    /Raavi
    /Ranegund
    /Ravie
    /Ribbon131BT-Bold
    /RMTMI
    /RMTMIB
    /RMTMIH
    /RMTMUB
    /RMTMUH
    /RobWebsterExtraBoldSH
    /Rockwell
    /Rockwell-Bold
    /Rockwell-ExtraBold
    /Rockwell-Italic
    /RomanC
    /RomanD
    /RomanS
    /RomanT
    /Romantic
    /RomanticBold
    /RomanticItalic
    /Sahara
    /SalTintorettoSH
    /SamBarberInitialsSH
    /SamPlimsollSH
    /SansSerif
    /SansSerifBold
    /SansSerifBoldOblique
    /SansSerifOblique
    /Sceptre
    /ScribbleRegular
    /ScriptC
    /ScriptHebrew
    /ScriptS
    /Semaphore
    /SerifaBT-Black
    /SerifaBT-Bold
    /SerifaBT-Italic
    /SerifaBT-Roman
    /SerifaBT-Thin
    /Sfn2Bold
    /Sfn3Italic
    /ShelleyAllegroBT-Regular
    /ShelleyVolanteBT-Regular
    /ShellyMarisSH
    /SherwoodRegular
    /ShlomoAleichemSH
    /ShotgunBT-Regular
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /Shruti
    /SignatureRegular
    /Signboard
    /SignetRoundhandATT-Italic
    /SignetRoundhand-Italic
    /SignLanguage
    /Signs
    /Simplex
    /SissyRomeoSH
    /SlimStravinskySH
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /SnellBT-Bold
    /Socket
    /Sonate
    /SouvenirITCbyBT-Demi
    /SouvenirITCbyBT-DemiItalic
    /SouvenirITCbyBT-Light
    /SouvenirITCbyBT-LightItalic
    /SpruceByingtonSH
    /SPSFont1Medium
    /SPSFont2Medium
    /SPSFont3Medium
    /SpsFont4Medium
    /SPSFont4Medium
    /SPSFont5Normal
    /SPSScript
    /SRegular
    /Staccato222BT-Regular
    /StageCoachRegular
    /StandoutRegular
    /StarTrekNextBT-ExtraBold
    /StarTrekNextPiBT-Regular
    /SteamerRegular
    /Stencil
    /StencilBT-Regular
    /Stewardson
    /Stonehenge
    /StopD
    /Storybook
    /Strict
    /Strider-Regular
    /StuyvesantBT-Regular
    /StylusBT
    /StylusRegular
    /SubwayRegular
    /SueVermeer4LightItalicSH
    /SueVermeer4LightSH
    /SueVermeer5MedItalicSH
    /SueVermeer5MediumSH
    /SueVermeer6DemiItalicSH
    /SueVermeer6DemiSH
    /SueVermeer7BoldItalicSH
    /SueVermeer7BoldSH
    /SunYatsenSH
    /SuperFrench
    /SuzanneQuillSH
    /Swiss721-BlackObliqueSWA
    /Swiss721-BlackSWA
    /Swiss721BT-Black
    /Swiss721BT-BlackCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-BlackCondensedItalic
    /Swiss721BT-BlackExtended
    /Swiss721BT-BlackItalic
    /Swiss721BT-BlackOutline
    /Swiss721BT-Bold
    /Swiss721BT-BoldCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Swiss721BT-BoldCondensedOutline
    /Swiss721BT-BoldExtended
    /Swiss721BT-BoldItalic
    /Swiss721BT-BoldOutline
    /Swiss721BT-Italic
    /Swiss721BT-ItalicCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-Light
    /Swiss721BT-LightCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-LightCondensedItalic
    /Swiss721BT-LightExtended
    /Swiss721BT-LightItalic
    /Swiss721BT-Roman
    /Swiss721BT-RomanCondensed
    /Swiss721BT-RomanExtended
    /Swiss721BT-Thin
    /Swiss721-LightObliqueSWA
    /Swiss721-LightSWA
    /Swiss911BT-ExtraCompressed
    /Swiss921BT-RegularA
    /Syastro
    /Sylfaen
    /Symap
    /Symath
    /SymbolGreek
    /SymbolGreek-Bold
    /SymbolGreek-BoldItalic
    /SymbolGreek-Italic
    /SymbolGreekP
    /SymbolGreekP-Bold
    /SymbolGreekP-BoldItalic
    /SymbolGreekP-Italic
    /SymbolGreekPMono
    /SymbolMT
    /SymbolProportionalBT-Regular
    /SymbolsAPlentySH
    /Symeteo
    /Symusic
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TahomaItalic
    /TamFlanahanSH
    /Technic
    /TechnicalItalic
    /TechnicalPlain
    /TechnicBold
    /TechnicLite
    /Tekton-Bold
    /Teletype
    /TempsExptBoldSH
    /TempsExptItalicSH
    /TempsExptRomanSH
    /TempsSwashSH
    /TempusSansITC
    /TessHoustonSH
    /TexCatlinObliqueSH
    /TexCatlinSH
    /Thrust
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-BoldOblique
    /Times-ExtraBold
    /Times-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Oblique
    /Times-Roman
    /Times-Semibold
    /Times-SemiboldItalic
    /TimesUnic-Bold
    /TimesUnic-BoldItalic
    /TimesUnic-Italic
    /TimesUnic-Regular
    /TonyWhiteSH
    /TransCyrillic
    /TransCyrillic-Bold
    /TransCyrillic-BoldItalic
    /TransCyrillic-Italic
    /Transistor
    /Transitional521BT-BoldA
    /Transitional521BT-CursiveA
    /Transitional521BT-RomanA
    /TranslitLS
    /TranslitLS-Bold
    /TranslitLS-BoldItalic
    /TranslitLS-Italic
    /TransRoman
    /TransRoman-Bold
    /TransRoman-BoldItalic
    /TransRoman-Italic
    /TransSlavic
    /TransSlavic-Bold
    /TransSlavic-BoldItalic
    /TransSlavic-Italic
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /TribuneBold
    /TribuneItalic
    /TribuneRegular
    /Tristan
    /TrotsLight-HMK
    /TrotsMedium-HMK
    /TubularRegular
    /Tunga-Regular
    /Txt
    /TypoUprightBT-Regular
    /UmbraBT-Regular
    /UmbrellaPSMT
    /UncialLS
    /Unicorn
    /UnicornPSMT
    /Univers
    /UniversalMath1BT-Regular
    /Univers-Bold
    /Univers-BoldItalic
    /UniversCondensed
    /UniversCondensed-Bold
    /UniversCondensed-BoldItalic
    /UniversCondensed-Italic
    /UniversCondensed-Medium
    /UniversCondensed-MediumItalic
    /Univers-CondensedOblique
    /UniversExtended-Bold
    /UniversExtended-BoldItalic
    /UniversExtended-Medium
    /UniversExtended-MediumItalic
    /Univers-Italic
    /UniversityRomanBT-Regular
    /UniversLightCondensed-Italic
    /UniversLightCondensed-Regular
    /Univers-Medium
    /Univers-MediumItalic
    /URWWoodTypD
    /USABlackPSMT
    /USALightPSMT
    /Vagabond
    /Venetian301BT-Demi
    /Venetian301BT-DemiItalic
    /Venetian301BT-Italic
    /Venetian301BT-Roman
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /VinetaBT-Regular
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /VoguePSMT
    /Vrinda
    /WaldoIconsNormalA
    /WaltHarringtonSH
    /Webdings
    /Weiland
    /WesHollidaySH
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /WP-HebrewDavid
    /XavierPlatoSH
    /YuriKaySH
    /ZapfChanceryITCbyBT-Bold
    /ZapfChanceryITCbyBT-Medium
    /ZapfDingbatsITCbyBT-Regular
    /ZapfElliptical711BT-Bold
    /ZapfElliptical711BT-BoldItalic
    /ZapfElliptical711BT-Italic
    /ZapfElliptical711BT-Roman
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Bold
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-BoldItalic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Italic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Roman
    /ZappedChancellorMedItalicSH
    /ZurichBT-BlackExtended
    /ZurichBT-Bold
    /ZurichBT-BoldCondensed
    /ZurichBT-BoldCondensedItalic
    /ZurichBT-BoldItalic
    /ZurichBT-ExtraCondensed
    /ZurichBT-Italic
    /ZurichBT-ItalicCondensed
    /ZurichBT-Light
    /ZurichBT-LightCondensed
    /ZurichBT-Roman
    /ZurichBT-RomanCondensed
    /ZurichBT-RomanExtended
    /ZurichBT-UltraBlackExtended
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /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
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [2834.646 2834.646]
>> setpagedevice


