
Introduction

Windbreaks have long been used throughout the world
to control drifting sand and snow (Gandemer 1979).
Fences provide a kind of artificial windbreak that offers
a range of porosities (Guan et al. 2003). Windbreaks
created by vegetation usually offer more nearly ideal
erosion control because they have a width and internal
structure that is lacking in most fences, but fences
nonetheless have many practical applications because
their use does not depend on natural conditions such as
the availability of water and suitable soil (Lin et al. 1984;
Qu et al. 1996; Lee and Kim 1999). For this reason,
many studies have focused on the shelter effect provided
by fences (Hagen and Skidmore 1971a; Seginer 1975;
Raine and Stevenson 1977; Perera 1981; Hagen et al.
1981; Ranga raju et al. 1988; Richardson 1989; Papesch
1992; Lee and Kim 1999). Most previous studies have
emphasized the mean velocity deficit and flow charac-
teristics behind fences, and have especially examined the

basic physics of the wake flow because surface-mounted
vertical fences create complex flow patterns character-
ized by a high shear rate, a large pressure gradient, and
high turbulence intensity in the wake region.

Perera (1981) found that the porosity of a fence was
the design parameter that most strongly influenced the
wake characteristics behind the fence. Various attempts
have been made to define an optimum fence porosity for
abating wind erosion by analyzing the reduction in mean
velocity and in turbulent fluctuations behind fences
(Hagen and Skidmore 1971b; Lee and Kim 1999). It was
found that fences with porosities of 0.3–0.4 provide
good flow characteristics for reducing wind erosion (Lin
et al. 1984; Lee and Kim 1999). However, determination
of the shelter effect by direct measurement of sand
movement around fences has rarely been done. What is
more, previous studies paid little attention to the shelter
effect created upwind of the fence. For practical engi-
neering purposes, the overall shelter effect of a fence
should include both the upwind and downwind effects.
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Abstract Porous fence is a kind of
artificial windbreak that has many
practical applications. The threshold
wind velocities at different distances
downwind from porous fences were
measured and the corresponding
characteristics of particle movement
observed to assess their shelter effect.
It is found that the fence’s porosity is
the key factor that determines the
resulting shelter effect. The area near
a fence can be typically classified
into five regions, each with a differ-
ent mode of particle movement.
Dense fences, and especially solid
fences, favor the accumulation of

sand upwind of the fences. Fences
with porosities of 0.3–0.4 produce
the maximum threshold wind veloc-
ity; those with porosities of 0.3–0.6
(depending on the fence height)
provide the maximum effective shel-
ter distance. It is confirmed that the
fence porosities of 0.3–0.4 that have
been proposed for practical
application in previous research are
the most effective for abating wind
erosion.
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The threshold velocity (the minimum wind velocity
required to initiate wind erosion) is a key variable in
wind erosion (Bagnold 1941). All control measures re-
duce wind erosion by increasing the threshold wind
velocity (Shao 2000). Therefore, the magnitude of the
shelter effect provided by fences in terms of reducing
wind erosion can be directly defined by measuring the
effects of the fences on threshold velocity. It is for this
purpose that fences with different porosity values are
simulated in a wind tunnel: to measure the threshold
wind velocity for wind erosion, describe the particle
movement characteristics at the threshold, and estimate
the effective shelter distance provided by the fence, all as
a function of the characteristics (height and porosity) of
the fence. In the present study, this data is used to
propose an optimum fence porosity for controlling wind
erosion.

Materials and methods

The experiments were performed in a blowing-sand wind
tunnel at the Key Laboratory of Desert and Desertifi-
cation of the Chinese Academy of Sciences. The blow-
type non-circulating wind tunnel has a total length of
37.8 m, with a 16.2-m-long test section. The cross-sec-
tional area of the test section is 0.6·1 m2. The free-
stream wind velocity in the wind tunnel can be adjusted
from 1 to 40 m s)1. The thickness of the boundary layer
in the test section is 0.12 m.

Fence models were constructed from rigid stainless-
metal wires 1.2 mm in diameter. Wires were cut into
straight segments of the required length (height). The
wire segments were then inserted in a row into a bed
made of talcum powder paste contained in a wooden
groove that was 1 m long (equal to the cross-sectional
width of the wind tunnel) by 50 mm wide to create the
fence (Fig. 1). The vertical wires were spaced at regular
intervals, and the porosities of the fences were adjusted
by changing the spacing between wire segments. A total
of 33 fence models were created, with 3 heights (20, 40,
and 80 mm) and 11 porosities (0.05, 0.10, 0.15, 0.20,
0.30, 0.40, 0.50, 0.60, 0.70, 0.80, and 0.90). These
porosity values were defined by subtracting the total
width of the wires from the 1-m width of the fence, and
expressing the result as a ratio of the width of fence. For

each height, a solid fence (zero porosity) was also tested
using a 1-m-long, 3-mm-thick piece of plywood. During
testing, the fence models were positioned 12 m down-
wind from the start of the test section of the wind tunnel.

Well-rounded artificial quartz sands 0.1–0.2 mm in
diameter were spread at different distances upwind or
downwind from the fence to determine the threshold
velocities at different locations. The wind tunnel floor
was covered with the same grain-sized (as the tested sand
sample) sandpaper to avoid accidental rolling of the
well-rounded sand grains on the glossy floor. The dis-
tance relative to the fence model was measured as a
multiple of fence height (Fig. 1).

The initiation of sand motion was determined visu-
ally because our experience has shown that under wind
tunnel conditions, visual observation is a relatively reli-
able method for this form of analysis, even though other
methods have been proposed (Dong et al. 2002). To
minimize any errors in visual observation, we obtained
three observations (by three persons) to obtain a mean
value. For each combination of fence height and
porosity, we adjusted the wind speed in the chamber
until it reached the threshold velocity. Particle move-
ment characteristics at the threshold condition were also
recorded, together with the threshold wind velocity. The
threshold wind velocity was measured at the centerline
height (0.3 m above the tunnel floor) at the entrance of
the test section using Pitot static tubes connected to a
digital data-acquisition system. The data-acquisition
rate was set at once per second. The final observed
threshold wind velocity represented the average over
30 s (i.e., 30 records).

Results and discussion

Particle movement characteristics at the threshold
velocity

The main effect of a fence results from its aerodynamic
influence on surface airflow, resulting in changes in the
mode and intensity of sand transport. Our observations
reveal that there are three main modes of particle
movement at the threshold velocity: forward movement
(movement in the direction of the open-field wind),
backward movement (movement in the opposite

5h 10h 15h 20h 25h 30h-5h-10h-15h-20h

Wind direction

Fence Observation points

Fig. 1 Fence models and the
layout of the measurement
points in the wind tunnel. (Dis-
tances are expressed as multi-
ples of h, the height of the fence
being tested.)
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direction to the open-field wind), and oscillating move-
ment (alternating forward and backward movements).
Figure 2 shows a typical pattern of particle movement in
these three modes around a fence. In general, the area
near a fence can be classified into five regions with dif-
ferent modes of particle movement. From upwind to
downwind, these are: the first forward-movement region
(A in Fig. 2), the first oscillating-movement region (B),
the backward-movement region (C), the second oscil-
lating -movement region (D), and the last forward-
movement region (E).

The complexity of particle movement decreases as
the fence porosity increases, and increases as the fence
height increases. The classification of the near-fence area
into different movement regions results from the
creation of reverse flows that result in backward
movement of particles. The oscillating region represents
the transitional zone between forward movement and
backward movement, and results from chaotic reversals
of wind flow. The first oscillating region is a region of
flow convergence that promotes sand accumulation, but
the second oscillating region is a region of flow diver-
gence that impedes sand accumulation. When the fence
porosity was greater than 0.3 (for the 20-mm-tall and
40-mm-tall fences) or 0.4 (for the 80-mm-tall fences), the
particle movement was relatively simple, with only a
single forward-movement region. Lee and Kim’s (1999)
wind tunnel visualization of 40-mm-tall fences showed
that there was no reverse flow behind the fence as a
result of the strong ‘‘bleed flow’’ that passes through the
gaps in the fence when the porosity was greater than 0.4.
The Reynolds shear stress and turbulent kinetic
energy were strong behind the fence when the porosity
was less than 0.3, whereas the bleed flow was strong
when the porosity was greater than 0.4. Their results
agree well with the modes of particle movement ob-
served in the present study. When the porosity was less
than 0.1 (for the 20-mm-tall and 40-mm-tall fences) or
0.15 (for the 80-mm-tall fences), the first forward-
movement region shrank to a zone upwind of the fence,
and the first oscillating-movement region and the
backward-movement region may shift upwind of the
fence. When the porosity became less than 0.05, another
backward-movement region develops just upwind of the

fence due to the creation of an ‘‘echo flow’’. This ex-
plains the observed phenomena that sand accumulation
often occurs upwind of dense fences, and especially
upwind of solid fences, but usually occurs downwind
(behind) the fence when the porosity is sufficiently high
(Lin et al. 1984). Sand accumulation upwind of the
fence will soon bury the fence and decrease its effec-
tiveness. For this reason, dense fences (and particularly
solid fences) are not used to control blowing sand. Lin
et al.’s (1984) field test on the southeastern edge of
China’s Tengger Desert suggested that porosities of 0.3–
0.4 should be used for fences 0.8 to 1.0 m tall to avoid
sand accumulation upwind of the fence.

The relative threshold wind velocity

To compare the influence of fences on the threshold
wind velocity, the measured threshold wind velocities
were normalized to the dimensionless relative threshold
wind velocity using the following equation:

Utr ¼
Utf

Ut0
ð1Þ

where, Utr is the dimensionless relative threshold wind
velocity, Utf is the threshold wind velocity as influenced
by the fences, and Ut0 is the threshold open-field wind
velocity, which equaled 5.5 m s)1 for the tested sand
sample.

Figure 3 shows the typical variation in the relative
threshold wind velocity as a function of the distance
from the fence, with negative distances representing
locations upwind of the fence. The curves show similar
trends for various values of fence porosity, with a peak
value downwind from (behind) the fence. The peaks shift
downwind as porosity increases, in agreement with
Hagen and Skidmore’s (1971b) field measurements,
which showed that the position of the minimum wind
speed moved increasingly downwind as windbreak
porosity increased. Both the position of the minimum
wind speed in Hagen and Skidmore’s field measurements
and that of the peak relative threshold wind velocity in
the present study reveal the location of the best-sheltered
point. Another peak with a much smaller value occurs

Fig. 2 Diagram of typical
modes of particle movement
near a fence. A The first for-
ward-movement region, B The
first oscillating-movement
region, C The backward-move-
ment region, D The second
oscillating-movement region,
E The last-forward movement
region
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upwind of the fence when the porosity is less than 0.15.
This is attributable to the upwind shift of the oscillating-
movement region discussed in the previous section.

Except for the solid fences, the relative threshold
wind velocity increases with increasing fence porosity
until it reaches the maximum value at 0.3 (for the 20-
mm-tall and 40-mm-tall fences) or 0.4 (for the 80-mm-
tall fences), then decreases as porosity increases. In
terms of the relative threshold wind velocity, the fences
with a porosity of 0.3 or 0.4 provided the best shelter
effect against wind erosion, which is in good agreement
with the conclusions of previous research (Lin et al.
1984; Lee and Kim 1999).

Effective shelter distance

Assessment of the shelter effect of fences should consider
not only the absolute reduction in wind velocity or in-
crease in threshold wind velocity, but also the area or
distance that is sheltered. Here, we introduce the concept
of an ‘‘effective’’ shelter distance, which is defined as the
distance within which the threshold wind velocity is
greater than the open-field threshold wind velocity (i.e.,
the relative threshold wind velocity is greater than 1).
However, due to the turbulent properties of airflow
around a fence, the measured relative threshold wind
velocities will fluctuate around a constant value. To
provide a conservative estimate, we chose a relative
threshold wind velocity of 1.1 to define the effective
shelter distance.

Figure 4 shows the variation in the effective shelter
distance as a function of fence porosity and height (h).
The maximum effective shelter distance ranged between
26 and 33 h. Because the effective shelter distance is
expressed in terms of fence height, the actual effective
shelter distance increases with increasing fence height.
For the three fence heights in our study, the relationship
between effective shelter distance and porosity was
similar: the effective shelter distance increases with
increasing porosity until it reaches its maximum value,
then decreases thereafter with increasing porosity. The
maximum occurred at a porosity of 0.3 for the 20-mm-
tall fence, between 0.3 and 0.5 for the 40-mm-tall fence,
and between 0.4 and 0.6 for the 80-mm-tall fence. This
conclusion is similar to that in Hagen and Skidmore’s
(1971b) field measurements: the windbreak with a
porosity of 0.4 produced the lowest wind speed over the
largest downwind area. From the viewpoint of effective
shelter distance, fences with a porosity of 0.3–0.6 can
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provide the best shelter against wind erosion. These
findings also suggest that the higher the fence, the
greater the porosity required to provide the best shelter
effect. The pattern of change in the effective shelter
distance and relative threshold wind velocity as a func-
tion of porosity is clearly relevant. The greater the rel-
ative threshold wind velocity, the greater the effective
shelter distance.

Conclusions

Fences with 3 heights and 11 porosities were simulated
in a wind tunnel and the threshold wind velocity and
movement characteristics of sand under threshold con-
ditions were measured to assess the shelter effect pro-
vided by the fences.

As a result of reverse-flow phenomena, the area near
a fence can be classified into several regions with dif-
ferent modes of particle movement under threshold

conditions. The complexity of particle movement de-
creases as the fence porosity increases. Dense fences, and
especially solid fences, promote sand accumulation up-
wind of the fence and are thus not suitable for control-
ling blowing sand.

Fences with porosities of 0.3–0.6 (depending on fence
height) have the maximum threshold wind velocity and
effective shelter distance, and are thus most suitable for
controlling wind erosion. The shorter the fence, the
lower the required porosity to provide the best shelter
effect. These conclusions confirm the results of previous
studies of the dependence of a fence’s shelter effect on its
porosity, and thus provide strong guidance for opera-
tional control of wind erosion.

Acknowledgments We gratefully acknowledge funding from the
Knowledge Innovation Project of the Chinese Academy of Sciences
(KZCX3-SW-341) and the National Science Fund for Distin-
guished Young Scholars of the Natural Science Foundation of
China (40225003).

References

Bagnold RA (1941) The physics of blown
sand and desert dunes. Methuen & Co.,
London

Dong Z, Liu X, Wang X (2002) Wind ini-
tiation threshold of the moistened sand.
Geophys Res Lett 29(12):1585, doi:
10.1029/2001GL013128

Gandemer J (1979) Wind shelters. J Wind
Eng Ind Aerodynam 4:371–389

Guan D, Zhang Y, Zhu T (2003) A wind
tunnel study of windbreak drag. Agric
For Meteorol 118:75–84

Hagen LJ, Skidmore EL (1971a) Wind-
break drag as influenced by porosity.
Trans ASAE 14:464–465

Hagen LJ, Skidmore EL (1971b) Turbulent
velocity fluctuations and vertical flow as
affected by windbreak porosity. Trans
ASAE 14(4):634–637

Hagen LJ, Skidmore EL, Miller PL, Kipp
JE (1981) Simulation of effect of wind
barrier on airflow. Trans ASAE
24:1002–1008

Lee SJ, Kim HB (1999) Laboratory mea-
surement of velocity and turbulence
field behind porous fences. J Wind Eng
Ind Aerodynam 80:311–326

Lin Y, Jin J, Zou B, Cong Z, Wen X, Tu X,
Ye J (1984) Effect of fence techniques in
leveling sand accumulation around
sand-breaks. J Desert Res 4(3):16–25

Papesch AJG (1992) Wind tunnel tests to
optimize barrier spacing and porosity to
reduce wind damage in horticulture
shelter systems. J Wind Eng Ind Aero-
dynam 44:2631–2642

Perera MDES (1981) Shelter behind two
dimensional solid and porous fences. J
Wind Eng Ind Aerodynam 8:93–104

Qu J, Zhang W, Peng Q, Lin Y (1996) A
discussion on some problems of winds
and sands at Mogao Grottoes in Dun-
huang. Acta Geogr Sin 51:418–425

Raine JK, Stevenson DC (1977) Wind
protection by model fences in a simu-
lated atmospheric boundary layer.
J Wind Eng Ind Aerodynam 2:159–180

Ranga raju KG, Garde RJ, Singh SK,
Singh N (1988) Experimental study
on characteristics of flow past porous
fences. J Wind Eng Ind Aerodynam
29:155–163

Richardson GM (1989) A permeable
windbreak: its effect on the structure of
natural wind. J Wind Eng Ind Aerody-
nam 32:101–110

Seginer I (1975) Atmospheric stability effect
on windbreak shelter and drag. Bound
Layer Meteorol 8:383–400

Shao Y (2000) Physics and modelling of
wind erosion. Kluwer, Dordrecht

475


	Threshold velocity for wind erosion: �the effects of porous fences
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Results and discussion
	Particle movement characteristics at the threshold velocity
	Fig1
	The relative threshold wind velocity
	Fig2
	Effective shelter distance
	Fig3
	Fig4
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References
	CR1
	CR2
	CR3
	CR4
	CR5
	CR6
	CR7
	CR8
	CR9
	CR10
	CR11
	CR12
	CR13
	CR14
	CR15
	CR16
	CR17


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /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
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /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 0.76
    /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 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /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 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /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 <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


