
Stringent Emission Control Policies Can Provide Large
Improvements in Air Quality and Public
Health in India
Luke Conibear1,2 , Edward W. Butt2, Christoph Knote3 , Stephen R. Arnold2 ,
and Dominick V. Spracklen2

1Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council Centre for Doctoral Training in Bioenergy, University of Leeds, Leeds,
UK, 2Institute for Climate and Atmospheric Science, School of Earth and Environment, University of Leeds, Leeds, UK,
3Meteorological Institute, LMU Munich, Munich, Germany

Abstract Exposure to high concentrations of ambient fine particulate matter (PM2.5) is a leading risk factor
for public health in India causing a large burden of disease. Business-as-usual economic and industrial
growth in India is predicted to increase emissions, worsen air quality, and increase the associated disease
burden in future decades. Here we use a high-resolution online-coupled model to estimate the impacts of
different air pollution control pathways on ambient PM2.5 concentrations and human health in India. We
find that with no change in emissions, the disease burden from exposure to ambient PM2.5 in 2050 will
increase by 75% relative to 2015, due to population aging and growth increasing the number of people
susceptible to air pollution. We estimate that the International Energy Agencies New Policy Scenario (NPS)
and Clean Air Scenario (CAS) in 2050 can reduce ambient PM2.5 concentrations below 2015 levels by 9% and
68%, respectively, offsetting 61,000 and 610,000 premature mortalities a year, which is 9% and 91% of the
projected increase in premature mortalities due to population growth and aging. Throughout India, the CAS
stands out as the most effective scenario to reduce ambient PM2.5 concentrations and the associated
disease burden, reducing the 2050 mortality rate per 100,000 below 2015 control levels by 15%. However,
even under such stringent emission control policies, population growth and aging results in premature
mortality estimates from exposure to particulate air pollution to increase by 7% compared to 2015,
highlighting the challenge facing efforts to improve public health in India.

1. Introduction

A recent India-specific Global Burden of Diseases, Injuries, and Risk Factors Study (GBD) identified air pollu-
tion as a leading risk factor for public health (India State-Level Disease Burden Initiative Collaborators,
2017; Indian Council of Medical Research et al., 2017). Exposure to ambient particle mass with aerodynamic
diameter less than 2.5 μm (particulate matter 2.5, PM2.5) causes 1 million premature mortalities per year in
India, where it is currently the second leading risk factor contributing to mortality (Cohen et al., 2017;
Conibear et al., 2018; GBD 2016 Risk Factors Collaborators, 2017). The Indian population is currently exposed
to very high ambient PM2.5 concentrations (Conibear et al., 2018; Ministry of Environment and Forests, 2018),
with annual mean concentrations of up to 150 μg/m3 in the Indo-Gangetic Plain (IGP) and episodic concen-
trations regularly reaching 800 μg/m3. These concentrations are 15 and 32 times larger than theWorld Health
Organization (WHO) Air Quality Guidelines (AQG) respectively (World Health Organization, 2006).

Future large growth in the Indian economy and energy consumption is projected to increase emissions sub-
stantially under a business-as-usual scenario relative to the present day (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018),
with PM2.5, sulfur dioxide (SO2), and nitrogen oxides (NOx) emissions approximately doubling by 2050 relative
to 2015 (International Energy Agency, 2016b; Sharma & Kumar, 2016), increasing PM2.5 concentrations by
67% (Pommier et al., 2018). Climate change is also predicted to alter ambient PM2.5 concentrations in
India; however, these changes are smaller relative to emission changes (Fang et al., 2013; Jacobson, 2008;
Kumar et al., 2018; Pommier et al., 2018; Silva et al., 2017). In addition to changing concentrations, the disease
burden from air pollution exposure is affected by population growth, population aging, and changes in base-
line mortality rates (Hughes et al., 2011; Lelieveld et al., 2015). These other drivers vary the number of people
susceptible to air pollution, and their effects can outweigh the impact from emission changes (Chowdhury
et al., 2018; GBD MAPS Working Group, 2016, 2018). The business-as-usual scenario in India is predicted to
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increase estimates of premature mortality from ambient PM2.5 exposure (Anenberg et al., 2012; GBD MAPS
Working Group, 2018; International Energy Agency, 2016a; Lelieveld et al., 2015).

Alternative air pollution control pathways (scenarios) for India have been developed and evaluated in pre-
vious studies (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018; International Energy Agency, 2016a, 2016b; Pommier et al.,
2018; Sharma & Kumar, 2016). The International Energy Agency (IEA) developed the New Policy Scenario
(NPS), which considers all relevant existing and planned policies as of 2016, and the Clean Air Scenario
(CAS), which represents aggressive policy action using proven energy policies and technologies tailored to
national circumstances (International Energy Agency, 2016a, 2016b). The NPS in 2040 was found to offset
most of the growth in emissions of SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 relative to 2015 bringing the mean total growth
per pollutant down to 9%, while under the CAS in 2040, emissions were reduced below 2015 levels by an
average of 65% (International Energy Agency, 2016a, 2016b). The associated disease burden due to this
change in ambient air pollution exposure varied by +53% and -5% for the NPS and the CAS scenarios, respec-
tively, where population growth and aging to 2040 substantially increased the number of people susceptible
to air pollution (International Energy Agency, 2016a). A recent study of Indian air quality and associated dis-
ease burden by the GBD MAPSWorking Group analyzed a business-as-usual reference scenario, an ambitious
scenario reflecting stringent emission standards, and an aspirational scenario, all through to 2050 (GBDMAPS
Working Group, 2018). The GBD MAPS Working Group study estimated population-weighted ambient PM2.5

concentrations across India in 2050 under the reference, ambitious, and aspirational scenarios will change by
+43%, +10%, and�35%, respectively, relative to the reference scenario in 2015. The corresponding change in
total annual premature mortality from ambient PM2.5 exposure in 2050 relative to 2015 will increase
under the reference, ambitious, and aspirational scenarios by 234%, 194%, and 125%, respectively,
highlighting the strong impact of the demographic transition in India. The ambitious and aspirational
scenarios reduced the 2050 reference population-weighted ambient PM2.5 concentrations by 23% and
54% in 2050, respectively, offsetting the increase in annual deaths by 0.34 and 1.2 million, respectively
(GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018). Methane (CH4) and black carbon mitigation measures have been
found to lower future PM2.5 concentrations in India, reducing the exposure-related associated disease
burden (Anenberg et al., 2012).

Previous studies that evaluated Indian scenarios (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018; International Energy
Agency, 2016a, 2016b; Pommier et al., 2018) used relatively coarse spatial resolution (0.5° × 0.5° or
0.5° × 0.67°) chemical transport models to estimate the impacts on PM2.5 concentrations per scenario, where
the GBD MAPS Working Group then applied the fractional impacts on higher resolution ambient PM2.5 con-
centrations to estimate the impacts on health. Model simulations using emissions at these resolutions have
been shown to have discrepancies relative to observations (Moorthy et al., 2013; Pan et al., 2015; Pommier
et al., 2018), while higher resolution models have been found to produce PM2.5 concentrations in closer
agreement to observations (Conibear et al., 2018; Kumar et al., 2015; Saikawa et al., 2017). Previous studies
analyzing the current contributions of different emission sources in India found residential energy use
(RES) emissions to dominate, with substantial contributions from power generation (ENE), industry (IND),
and land transport (TRA) Conibear et al., 2018; GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018; Lelieveld et al., 2015; Silva
et al., 2016). Ambient PM2.5-related premature mortality in India has been found to be responsive to reduc-
tions in SO2 emissions, with little sensitivity to NH3 emissions (Lee et al., 2015).

In this study, we complement previous work by analyzing multiple air pollution control pathways (scenarios)
in India using a higher resolution (30 km, 0.3° horizontal) regional numerical weather prediction model
online-coupled with atmospheric chemistry, with the latest exposure-response functions (GBD2016) and
disease-specific baseline mortality rates for 2015 and 2050, to make the first high-resolution analysis of the
impacts of scenarios on ambient PM2.5 concentrations and resulting disease burden in India. We explore
the impact of both the NPS and CAS scenarios from the IEA (International Energy Agency, 2016a). To help
interpret the impacts of these scenarios, we conduct idealized simulations where we individually change
emissions for the four emission sectors that contribute most to ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India (RES,
ENE, IND, and TRA). For each sector we conduct simulations with small (�10% and +10%) emission changes
as well as a simulation where the emission sector has been completely removed. We assume that both cli-
mate and emissions from countries outside India remain unchanged, allowing us to isolate the impacts of
changing Indian emissions. We then perform further sensitivity studies to explore the impacts of the
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Indian demographic and epidemiologic transition through to 2050 on the public health burden associated
with air pollution exposure. By conducting a large ensemble of simulations across sectors and scenarios,
and estimating resulting ambient PM2.5 concentrations and human health impacts, we aim to produce a valu-
able resource to help inform environmental policy decisions at the state and national levels.

2. Methods
2.1. Model Description

This study uses the Weather Research and Forecasting model coupled with Chemistry (WRF-Chem) version
3.7.1 (NCAR et al., 2015) to simulate surface PM2.5 concentrations over India for the whole of the year 2014.
The model setup, emission inventories, and model evaluation were discussed in detail in previous work
(Conibear et al., 2018). WRF-Chem is a fully online-coupled, regional, numerical weather prediction model
(Grell et al., 2005). Gas phase chemistry is simulated using the Model for Ozone and Related Chemical
Tracers, version 4 (MOZART-4; Emmons et al., 2010) with several updates to aromatic photochemistry,
biogenic hydrocarbons, and other species relevant to regional air quality (Hodzic & Jimenez, 2011; Knote
et al., 2014). The Model for Simulating Aerosol Interactions and Chemistry (MOSAIC) scheme (Zaveri et al.,
2008) with a simplified description of organic aerosols (Hodzic & Jimenez, 2011) is used for aerosol physics
and chemistry with four sectional discrete size bins: 0.039–0.156 μm, 0.156–0.625 μm, 0.625–2.5 μm, and
2.5–10 μm (Hodzic & Knote, 2014). Anthropogenic emissions are from the Emission Database for Global
Atmospheric Research with Task Force on Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution (EDGAR-HTAP) version
2.2 (Janssens-Maenhout et al., 2015) at 0.1° × 0.1° horizontal resolution. Biomass burning emissions, including
agricultural fires, are from the Fire Inventory from National Center for Atmospheric Research (FINN) version
1.5 (Wiedinmyer et al., 2011). The Model of Emissions of Gases and Aerosol from Nature (MEGAN; Guenther
et al., 2006) was used to calculate biogenic emissions online. The Goddard Chemistry Aerosol Radiation
and Transport (GOCART) dust scheme with Air Force Weather Agency modifications (Chin et al., 2000) was
used to calculate online dust emissions. Details of model setup and parameterizations are shown in Table S1.

2.2. Air Pollution Control Pathways

We explore the sensitivity of ambient PM2.5 concentrations and the related disease burden to different
scenarios. All simulations are annual simulations using meteorology and boundary conditions for the year
2014. We perform simulations with NPS and CAS scenarios from the IEA (International Energy Agency,
2016a). The NPS considers all relevant existing and planned policies as of 2016, including India’s Intended
Nationally Defined Contribution to greenhouse gases under the United Nations Framework Convention on
Climate Change. In the NPS SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 emissions increase overall by 10%, 10%, and 7% in 2040 rela-
tive to 2015, respectively. SO2 emissions from the power sector are largely reduced by air quality policies such
as The New Environment Protection Amendment Rules (Ministry of Environment Forests and Climate
Change, 2015). Transport NOx emissions decrease due to the Bharat VI standards reducing emissions from
buses and trucks (Ministry of Road Transport and Highways, 2016). Residential PM2.5 emissions decrease
due to the expansion of liquefied petroleum gas (LPG) promotion policies such as the Pradhan Mantri
Ujjwala Yojana (PMUY; Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 2018a) and the direct benefit transfer of LPG
(DBTL) scheme Pratyaksh Hanstantrit Labh (PAHAL; Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas, 2018b).
Substantial industrial growth offsets these reductions, largely due to increases in iron and steel production
using coal with low emission standards, despite Indian coal and imported Indonesian coal having low
sulfur contents.

The CAS represents aggressive pollution abatement policies using proven energy policies and technologies.
In the CAS SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 emissions decrease overall by 69%, 50%, and 76% in 2040 relative to 2015,
respectively. SO2 and NOx emissions are lowered primarily due to industrial controls on iron, steel, and
cement production, and stricter standards for heavy duty vehicles. PM2.5 emission reductions benefit from
tight standards in iron and steel manufacturing, in addition to universal access to clean cooking facilities such
as modern fuels and clean cookstoves. Both the NPS and CAS suggest that the industrial sector will dominate
anthropogenic emissions of SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 in the future.

The NPS and CAS were applied to our anthropogenic emissions by scaling emissions by factors from the IEA
(International Energy Agency, 2016a), which are shown in Figure 1 and Table S2. Sector-specific SO2, NOx, and
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PM2.5 emissions are scaled by factors from the IEA (International Energy
Agency, 2016a). Sector-specific black carbon and organic carbon emis-
sions are scaled by the same factor as PM2.5, while carbon monoxide
and all volatile organic compounds are scaled by the mean of total
factors across all sectors (1.09 and 0.35 for the NPS and CAS, respec-
tively). We did not scale ammonia (NH3) emissions as per previous stu-
dies (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018), due to its low contribution to
ambient PM2.5 concentrations through the agricultural sector in India
(Conibear et al., 2018; Pozzer et al., 2017), the low mortality response
from NH3 changes in India (Lee et al., 2015; Pozzer et al., 2017), and that
the level of NH3 emissions are relatively stable with no control mea-
sures applied (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018). To help interpret the
results for the CAS and NPS simulations, we perform idealized simula-
tions where each of the leading four emission sources to ambient
PM2.5 concentrations (RES, ENE, IND, and TRA) previously identified
(Conibear et al., 2018) have emissions increased or decreased by 10%
in addition to a simulation where emissions from that sector were
completely removed.

2.3. Model Evaluation

The control simulation was extensively evaluated for air quality and
meteorology in previous work (Conibear et al., 2018). Simulations for

2014 were evaluated against surface measurements of hourly PM2.5 concentrations for 45 sites across India
in 2016 from the Central Pollution Control Board (Ministry of Environment and Forests, 2018) and found
the model to be unbiased against the observations and captured the annual mean PM2.5 abundances (nor-
malized mean bias =�0.10; Conibear et al., 2018). The model underestimated ambient PM2.5 concentrations
near the Thar Desert and in the central IGP, which was also found in previous simulations over India (Kumar
et al., 2014). Ambient PM2.5 concentrations were similar to those from GBD2015 (Shaddick et al., 2018), apart
from our model simulating lower estimates in the central and western IGP (Conibear et al., 2018). Further
model evaluation for aerosol optical depth against the aerosol robotic network surface measurements
showed similar close agreement (normalized mean bias = 0.09; Conibear et al., 2018).

2.4. Health Impact Estimation

Long-term exposure to PM2.5 has been found to be a cause of cardiovascular mortality andmorbidity, a cause
of cancer, and a likely cause of respiratory effects (Brook et al., 2010; Loomis et al., 2013; Newby et al., 2015;
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 2009). The disease burden associated with long-term ambient PM2.5

exposure was estimated using the nonlinear integrated exposure-response (IER) functions from the
GBD2016 (GBD 2016 Risk Factors Collaborators, 2017) for five causes: ischemic heart disease (IHD), cerebro-
vascular disease (CEV), chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), acute lower respiratory infections
(ALRI), and lung cancer (LC) (Figure S1). The IER functions from the GBD are used here as epidemiological stu-
dies of long-term exposure to ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India are underway but not yet completed
(Balakrishnan et al., 2015). The IER functions use age-specific modifiers for each disease to estimate relative
risk (RR) of mortality associated with ambient PM2.5 concentrations (equation (1)), where z is the ambient
PM2.5 concentrations and zcf is the theoretical minimum risk exposure level where no additional risk is
assumed for ambient PM2.5 concentrations below 2.5 μg/m3 (Cohen et al., 2017). The maximum risk is
1 + α, the ratio of the IER at low to high concentrations is β, and the power of the PM2.5 concentration is γ
(Cohen et al., 2017). Parameter distributions of α, β, and γ from the GBD2016 (GBD 2016 Risk Factors
Collaborators, 2017) were sampled for 1,000 simulations to derive the mean IER function with 95% uncer-
tainty intervals (Cohen et al., 2017).

RR zð Þ ¼ 1þ α� 1� exp β z � zcfð Þγf gð Þ (1)

Premature mortality (M) estimates were then calculated as a function of population (P), baseline mortality
rates (I), and the attributable fraction (AF) for a specific RR (equation (2)). Population density, population

Figure 1. Cumulative emissions per source within India in 2015 and projected
emissions in 2040 under the NPS and CAS (International Energy Agency, 2016a).
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age groupings, and baseline mortality rates for 2015 and 2050 are taken from the International Futures (IFs)
integrated modeling system as explained below in section 2.5. Estimates were split into 5-year age groupings
from 25 to 95 years and upward for all diseases, in addition to 0 to 25 years for ALRI.

M ¼ P�I�AF ¼ P�I� RR� 1ð Þ=RR (2)

Years of life lost (YLL) for each disease were estimated as a function of premature mortality and age-specific
life expectancy from the standard reference life table from the GBD2016 (Global Burden of Disease Study
2016, 2017b; equation (3)).

YLL ¼ M�LE (3)

Under the control scenario, we estimate total premature mortality due to exposure to ambient PM2.5 in India
in 2015 as 900,000 (95% uncertainty interval [95UI]: 683,000–1,252,000) per year, the mortality rate as 62
deaths per 100,000 populations and 21,528,000 (95UI: 15,997,000–30,268,000) YLL. This premature mortality
estimate total is 9% lower than reported in Conibear et al. (2018) primarily due to the slightly lower risk
estimates for cardiovascular diseases from the GBD2016 exposure-response function relative to the
GBD2015. Our mortality estimate is 13% lower than the estimate from the GBD2016 (GBD 2016 Risk
Factors Collaborators, 2017), where the difference results from a combination of slightly lower population
density from IFs over India, lower baseline mortality rates at higher ages for cardiovascular diseases, and
our slightly lower PM2.5 concentrations over the central and western IGP (Conibear et al., 2018; Shaddick
et al., 2018).

2.5. Future Demographics and Baseline Mortality Rates in India

The IFs integrated modeling system (Hughes et al., 2011) baseline scenario (Hughes et al., 2012) was used to
derive 2015 and 2050 population density, population age structure, and baseline mortality rates for COPD,
IHD, CEV, LC, and ALRI. Figure S2 shows the variation in baseline mortality, population age distribution,
and population density for India between 2015 and 2050. Baseline mortality rates for all diseases in India
show reductions in 2050 relative to 2015, especially for ALRI, CEV, and IHD where there are substantial
decreases. The population age distribution shifts toward older ages, and there is large population growth,
particularly across the IGP. Figure S3 shows the variation in baseline mortality, population age distribution,
and population density for India in 2015 between IFs (Hughes et al., 2011) and the GBD2016 (GBD 2016
Risk Factors Collaborators, 2017). IF population density for India in 2015 is very similar to the Gridded
Population of the World, Version 4 (GPWv4; Center for International Earth Science Information Network
and NASA Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center, 2016), and IF population age groupings for India
is similar to the population age structure used by the GBD2016 (Global Burden of Disease Study 2016,
2017a). Baseline mortality rates below 65 years of age are similar for all diseases between IFs and GBD2016
(Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation, 2018), while above 65 years of age IFs has larger values for
respiratory diseases (ALRI and COPD) and smaller for cardiovascular diseases (IHD and CEV) and LC relative
to the GBD2016. We found in previous work estimating long-term premature mortality from exposure to
ambient PM2.5 in India (Conibear et al., 2018) that estimates using state-specific baseline mortality rates
(Chowdhury & Dey, 2016) agreed within 3% of estimates using GBD2015 baseline mortality rates (Institute
for Health Metrics and Evaluation, 2018). Shapefiles were used to split disease burden estimates for India
at the country and state level (ICF International, 2017).

2.6. Uncertainties

Uncertainty intervals at the 95% level (95UI) were estimated through combining fractional errors in quadra-
ture (i.e., square root of the sum of squares) from 2 standard deviations of biweekly mean PM2.5 concentra-
tions per grid cell and derived uncertainty intervals for the IER function. Consistent with the GBD project, the
toxicity of PM2.5 is treated as homogenous regarding source, shape, and chemical composition due to lack of
composition-dependent exposure-response functions. Recent research studying the health impacts of
long-term ambient PM2.5 exposure in China found the IER function to underestimate the RR of premature
mortality over the exposure range experienced (Yin et al., 2017), highlighting the need for further
research of the exposure-response function at the high PM2.5 concentrations found in developing
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countries. This study did not consider the Indian disease burden due to exposure to household air pollution
from solid fuel use or ambient ozone exposure, which the GBD2016 (GBD 2016 Risk Factors Collaborators,
2017) estimates to be 782,906 (95UI: 652,172–941,484) and 90,253 (95UI: 35,556–145,570) annual
premature mortalities, respectively.

The scenario simulations in this study all use the samemeteorology inputs and parameterizations, and hence
do not include the impacts of climate changes on air quality, although these changes are likely smaller rela-
tive to those driven by emission changes (Fang et al., 2013; Jacobson, 2008; Kumar et al., 2018; Pommier et al.,
2018; Silva et al., 2017). Consequently, the validity of our results is limited to the impacts from projected emis-
sion changes in India and do not include impacts of future climate change or impacts of emission changes
outside India. Important areas of future research are to analyze the impacts of climate change and changes
to the inflow of emissions from outside India to air quality in India.

Emissions inventories for India have large uncertainties, especially for the IGP (Saikawa et al., 2017). We do not
consider emissions from waste burning, which are substantial in India (Kodros et al., 2016); changes in land
use; land cover, or biomass burning emissions; or the impact of Indian emissions on the disease burden in
other countries (Zhang et al., 2017).

3. Results
3.1. Impact of Scenarios on Ambient PM2.5 Concentrations in India

Figure 2 shows the impacts of the scenarios on annual mean PM2.5 concentrations across India. We find that
the NPS and CAS scenarios reduce population-weighted ambient PM2.5 concentrations by 9% and 68%,

Figure 2. The impact of scenarios on annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India. (a) Annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India in 2015 from the
control scenario. (b) National mean changes in 2015 population-weighted annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations for each scenario. (c–h) Difference in
annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations for IEA New Policy Scenario (NPS), IEA Clean Air Scenario (CAS), removal of power generation emissions (ENE 0%),
removal of industry emissions (IND 0%), removal of residential energy use emissions (RES 0%), and removal of land transport emissions (TRA 0%) scenarios.
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respectively, relative to the control scenario in 2015. In the CAS scenario, large reductions in ambient PM2.5

concentrations are simulated across the IGP, spatially matching the changes simulated by the scenario
removing residential energy use emissions (RES 0%). The reduction in ambient PM2.5 concentrations
achieved by the CAS scenario is greater than the reductions achieved in any of the simulations where
emissions from one sector are completely removed.

Figure 3 shows the population exposed to annual mean PM2.5 concentrations above the WHO AQG of
10 μg/m3, the WHO interim-target 1 (IT-1) 35 μg/m3, and the Indian National Ambient Air Quality
Standards (NAAQS) of 40 μg/m3 released by the Government of India (Ministry of Environment and
Forests, 2009; World Health Organization, 2006). We find that in all scenarios with both 2015 and 2050 popu-
lations, more than 98% of the Indian population remains exposed to annual mean PM2.5 concentrations
exceeding the WHO AQG. The emission reduction scenarios have a greater impact in bringing population
exposure into line with the interim targets, where the percentage of the population in line with the WHO
IT-1 (35 μg/m3) is increased from 19% in the control scenario to 97% and 82% for the CAS and RES 0% sce-
narios, respectively. The increased adherence to these air quality metrics shows that improvements to air
quality through emission reductions can provide important public health benefits, which is in agreement
with the view from the WHO (World Health Organization, 2006).

3.2. Indian Disease Burden Under Air Pollution Control Pathways

The impacts of the scenarios on premature mortality estimates from ambient PM2.5 exposure across India are
shown in Figure 4. Total premature mortality across India is shown assuming population and underlying
health data appropriate for both 2015 and 2050 (Figure 4b). Reduced ambient PM2.5 concentrations for
the NPS and CAS reduce estimates of annual premature mortality for 2015 by 4% and 39%, respectively, rela-
tive to the control scenario of 900,000 (95UI: 683,000–1,252,000) annual premature mortalities. Assuming no
change in emissions, we estimate total annual premature mortality for the control scenario in 2050 to be
1,577,000 (95UI: 1,210,000–2,209,000). This estimate of premature mortality in 2050 is 75% greater than in
2015 due to population growth and aging, partly offset by reducing baseline mortality rates. Under the
NPS and CAS, total premature mortality in 2050 changes by +68% and +7%, respectively, relative to the

Figure 3. The impact of scenarios on air quality metrics in India. (a) Percentage of population and (b) absolute population in
2015 (first bar) and 2050 (second bar) exposed to annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations exceeding 10 μg/m3 (WHO
AQG), 35 μg/m3 (WHO IT-1), and 40 μg/m3 (NAAQS) in each scenario.
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control scenario estimate for 2015. The NPS and CAS can therefore potentially reduce the annual premature
mortality estimate in 2050 by 61,000 and 610,000 deaths relative to the 2015 control, equivalent to offsetting
9% and 91% of the increase in 2050 caused by population aging and growth. Despite the small national
increase in premature mortalities (7%), the disease burden is actually reduced in some states (Jammu and
Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, Uttaranchal, and Sikkim; Figure 4d).

Figure 5 shows the impacts of the scenarios on the mortality rate per 100,000 populations from exposure to
ambient PM2.5 across India. Under no change in emissions to 2050, the mortality rate increases by 39% to 86
deaths per 100,000 populations relative to 2015. The mortality rate is independent of population size, hence
removing the changes from population growth. In 2050, the NPS and CAS change the mortality rate per
100,000 populations by +31% and�15%, respectively. In summary, the CAS stands out as the most effective
scenario to reduce ambient PM2.5 concentrations across India, reducing the mortality rate per 100,000 popu-
lations in 2050 below 2015 control levels by 15%, while still increasing the total premature mortality estimate
in 2050 above 2015 control levels by 7%. This highlights the challenge facing efforts to improve air quality-
related public health in India.

In all states except Delhi, residential energy use is the dominant sectoral contributor to ambient PM2.5 con-
centrations in the 2015 control scenario. In simulations where emissions from RES, ENE, IND, and TRA sectors
are removed in 2050, the total premature mortality increases by 30%, 59%, 64%, and 68%, respectively,

Figure 4. The impact of scenarios on annual prematuremortality from exposure to ambient PM2.5 in India. (a) Annual premature mortality from exposure to ambient
PM2.5 in India in 2015 from the control scenario. (b) National mean changes in annual premature mortality estimates from ambient PM2.5 exposure per scenario,
for both emissions only changes in 2015 and overall changes in 2050. (c–h) Difference in the annual premature mortality from ambient PM2.5 exposure in 2050 for
IEA New Policy Scenario (NPS), IEA Clean Air Scenario (CAS), removal of power generation emissions (ENE 0%), removal of industry emissions (IND 0%), removal
of residential energy use emissions (RES 0%), and removal of land transport emissions (TRA 0%) scenarios relative to the control scenario in 2015.
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relative to the control scenario estimate for 2015 (Figure 4b). The increase in the total premature mortality
estimate in 2050 due to population aging and growth can be offset by 407,000 (60%), 142,000 (21%),
105,000 (16%), and 68,000 (10%) premature mortalities by removing RES, ENE, IND, and TRA, respectively.
The mean mortality rate per 100,000 populations across India in 2050 relative to 2015 increases by 3%,
24%, 29%, and 31% by removing RES, ENE, IND, and TRA, respectively (Figure 5b). In Delhi, multiple emission
sources contribute strongly to the very high annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations of 122 μg/m

3 in the
2015 control scenario, and although emissions from TRA dominate (36%), emissions from RES (27%), ENE
(26%), and IND (13%) also contribute substantially. In West Bengal, annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentra-
tions are also very high at 94 μg/m3; however, RES emissions heavily dominate the source contribution
(62%), and the scenario removing these is equivalent to 75% of the potential health benefits from the CAS.
In West Bengal, annual premature mortalities for the NPS and CAS in 2050 relative to the control scenario
for 2015 are increased in line with the national averages of 68% and 7%, respectively. While for Delhi, both
scenarios are less effective at reducing the disease burden where there is a 70% increase for the NPS and
22% increase for the CAS.

Figure 6 shows the impact of emission scaling from the idealized simulations (0%, �10%, and +10%) on
population-weighted annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations and the associated disease burden.
There is an approximately linear reduction in population-weighted ambient PM2.5 concentrations relative

Figure 5. The impact of scenarios on annual mortality rate per 100,000 populations from exposure to ambient PM2.5 in India. (a) Annual mortality rate per 100,000
populations from exposure to ambient PM2.5 in India in 2015 from the control scenario. (b) National mean changes in annual mortality rate per 100,000
population estimates from ambient PM2.5 exposure per scenario, for both emissions only changes in 2015 and overall changes in 2050. (c–h) Difference in the annual
mortality rate per 100,000 populations from ambient PM2.5 exposure in 2050 for IEA New Policy Scenario (NPS), IEA Clean Air Scenario (CAS), removal of power
generation emissions (ENE 0%), removal of industry emissions (IND 0%), removal of residential energy use emissions (RES 0%), and removal of land transport
emissions (TRA 0%) scenarios relative to the control scenario in 2015.
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to individual source emission changes. However, there is a nonlinear reduction in premature mortality from
the individual source change scenarios, due to the nonlinear exposure-response function. Reductions in
population-weighted ambient PM2.5 concentrations are relatively larger than reductions in the associated
disease burden.

3.3. Sensitivities to Demography and Baseline Mortality Rates

We performed sensitivity studies estimating the disease burden from emission only changes in 2015, and
then for 2050 individually using population density from 2015 (POP2015), population age groupings from
2015 (AGE2015), or baseline mortality rates from 2015 (BM2015) to explore the impact of each variable in
turn. Figure 7a shows the change in the national mean premature mortality rate per 100,000 populations
in India due to ambient PM2.5 exposure from each scenario. Figure 7b shows the disease breakdown of the
total premature mortality estimates per scenario. Figures 7a and 7b do not show results from the �10%
and +10% emission change scenarios as premature mortality estimates and mortality rates only change by
±2% for these scenarios. For emission-only changes in 2015, the NPS and CAS reduced premature mortality
estimates by 4% and 39%, respectively, while the individual removal of RES, ENE, IND, and TRA emissions
reduced premature mortality estimates by 26%, 9%, 7%, and 4%, respectively (Figure 7b). Emission reduc-
tions have a larger impact through reducing respiratory diseases (ALRI and COPD), which respond more
linearly, rather than the cardiovascular diseases (IHD and CEV), which have a more nonlinear response to
changes in PM2.5 concentrations. This non-linearity was also found in previous studies (Apte et al., 2015;
Conibear et al., 2018; Kodros et al., 2016). These scenarios in which only emissions are modified highlight
the need for stringent air quality management to reduce the disease burden in the highly polluted country
of India due to the nonlinear exposure-response function.

Each sensitivity (POP2015, AGE2015, and BM2015) uses 2015 data for that specific variable with 2050 data for
the other variables. Each sensitivity therefore shows the influence of the other parameters in combination in
2050, compared with 2015. The difference between each sensitivity mortality estimate for 2050 and the con-
trol mortality estimate for 2015 is the impact of the temporal change (2050 minus 2015) in that specific vari-
able. For the control scenario, premature mortality estimates in 2050 for POP2015, AGE2015, and BM2015
changed by �22%, �60%, and +74%, respectively, relative to control scenario estimates for 2050 (Figure 7).
Consequently, population aging and growth together through to 2050 in India increase the number of people
susceptible to air pollution, while a decrease in baseline mortality rates offsets a large part of this increase. The
large sensitivity of prematuremortality estimates to population aging and baselinemortality rates illustrates the
importance of demographic and epidemiological transitions in the future disease burden from exposure to

Figure 6. (a) The impact of emission scaling on population-weighted annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations and
(b) total annual premature mortality from exposure to ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India.
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ambient PM2.5, which was also found in recent previous studies (Chowdhury et al., 2018; GBD MAPS Working
Group, 2018).

3.4. Comparison to Previous Studies

Figure 8 compares our simulated impacts of the different scenarios on ambient PM2.5 concentrations and the
associated disease burden in India with previous studies (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018; International
Energy Agency, 2016a). We estimate a larger percentage of the population exposed to ambient PM2.5 concen-
trations exceeding the WHO IT-1 compared to the IEA study (International Energy Agency, 2016a; Figure 8b).
The lower estimate in the IEA study could potentially be a reflection of lower spatial resolution used in the IEA
study underestimating the high ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India, in addition to the different modeling
choices where the IEA study used the Greenhouse gas – Air pollution Interactions and Synergies (GAINS)
model (Amann et al., 2011) driven by the European Monitoring and Evaluation Programme (EMEP) chemical
transportmodel (Simpson et al., 2012). The control scenario estimate of total prematuremortality in 2015 from
the IEA study was 34% smaller than our study (Figure 8c). The lower estimate is likely due to the combination
of lower ambient PM2.5 concentrations, older baseline mortality rates (2011 versus 2016 in our study) cor-
rected for risk but not cause of mortality, and the use of older exposure-response functions from the
GBD2013 (GBD 2013 Risk Factors Collaborators, 2015). The GBD2013 exposure-response functions have
weaker relationships between risk and ambient PM2.5 concentrations relative to the updated exposure-
response functions from the GBD2016 (Cohen et al., 2017; GBD 2016 Risk Factors Collaborators, 2017) as used
by our study and the GBD MAPS Working Group study. The IEA study estimated slightly smaller changes in
premature mortality of +53% and �5% for the NPS and CAS, respectively, relative to control scenario in
2015 compared to our estimates of +68% and +7%, primarily due to an earlier year of estimation (2040 versus
2050 in our study) reducing the impacts of population growth and aging.

The control scenario population-weighted annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations from the GBD MAPS
Working Group study (GBDMAPSWorking Group, 2018) were 24% larger than those in tour study (Figure 8a),

Figure 7. The impact of scenarios on the disease burden from exposure to ambient PM2.5 in India. (a) National mean
annual premature mortality rate per 100,000 populations due to ambient exposure to PM2.5 in India. (b) Disease break-
down of health burden from ambient PM2.5 exposure in India. For each panel the bars show estimates for 2015, 2050, and
2050 with population density from 2015 to 2050, with population age grouping from 2015, and 2050, and with baseline
mortality rates from 2015 (first to fifth bars per scenario). The vertical error bars show 95% uncertainty intervals (95UI)
calculated from combining fractional errors in quadrature (see section 2).
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potentially due to their use of higher resolution (0.1° × 0.1°) modeling and data assimilation within a Bayesian
hierarchical model in the control scenario. The fractional impacts of the scenarios on ambient PM2.5

concentrations were then derived using the South Asia nested version of the Goddard Earth Observing
System (GEOS)-Chem chemical transport model at coarser resolution (0.5° × 0.67°) to scale the higher resolution
ambient PM2.5 concentrations. The ambitious and aspirational scenarios analyzed in the GBD MAPS Working
Group study are different to the NPS and CAS scenarios analyzed in our study. Both the IEA NPS and GBD
MAPS Working Group ambitious scenarios are based on relevant existing and planned policies as of 2016
including India’s Intended Nationally Defined Contributions. However, the technology shifts and sectoral
growth rates vary between the different scenarios. In the NPS SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 emissions increase by
10%, 10%, and 7% in 2040 relative to 2015, respectively, while in the GBDMAPSWorking Group ambitious sce-
nario SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 emissions increase by 156%, 96%, and 26% in 2050 relative to 2015, respectively.
Similarly, while both the IEA CAS and the GBD MAPS Working Group aspirational scenario represent stringent
air quality management, the specific realizations of these scenarios vary between the studies. In the CAS SO2,
NOx, and PM2.5 emissions change by �69%, �50%, and �76% in 2040 relative to 2015 respectively, while in
the GBD MAPS Working Group aspirational scenario SO2, NOx, and PM2.5 emissions change by �6%, +13%,
and�67% in 2050 relative to 2015, respectively. The GBDMAPSWorking Group found larger resulting ambient
PM2.5 concentrations from their scenarios (Figure 8a) and consequent increases in premature mortality in 2050
(Figure 8c). Overall, our study, the GBD MAPS Working Group study, and the IEA study all find large potential
public health benefits from stringent air quality management relative to a business-as-usual scenario.

Figure 8. Comparison of the impacts of different scenarios on ambient PM2.5 concentrations and the associated disease burden in India from this study with
previous studies. (a) Comparison of population-weighted annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations. (b) Comparison of percentage of the population exposed
to various metrics of annual mean ambient PM2.5 concentrations in India. (c) Comparison of total premature mortality estimates due to exposure to ambient PM2.5
per year in India from different scenarios.
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Previous research has found the future impacts of climate change on PM2.5 concentrations and associated
mortality in India to be substantially smaller than the impacts from emission changes. Specifically, two recent
studies analyzed the combined impacts of climate change and emission scenarios on future air quality in
South Asia by 2050 (Kumar et al., 2018; Pommier et al., 2018). Pommier et al. (2018) found the large increase
in anthropogenic emissions in India by 2050 to have an order of magnitude larger impact on PM2.5 concen-
trations than the impacts of climate change. Kumar et al. (2018) used the same complex aerosol model
(MOSAIC) as our study and found South Asian PM2.5 concentrations to change by +13 and +1 μg/m3 by
2050 relative to 2015 under Representative Concentration Pathways (RCP) 8.5 and RCP6.0, respectively.
Kumar et al. (2018) then qualitatively related changes in meteorological variables with those in air quality
due the limited number of simulations conducted relative to the large ensemble of simulations required to
quantify the impacts from climate change. The health impacts of climate changes on PM2.5 concentrations
in India were estimated by Silva et al. (2017) to be 80,200 deaths per year by 2100. This is 3% of the increase
in PM2.5 exposure associated mortality in India by 2050 due to emission changes under a reference scenario
(GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018). Both previous studies estimating the future health impacts from air pollu-
tion in India under different scenarios also used fixed meteorology to focus on the impacts from different air
pollution control pathways (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018; International Energy Agency, 2016a).

Air quality is also impacted by transport of pollution from distant sources (TF HTAP, 2010). In 2007, PM2.5 pro-
duced inside India was associated with 75,000 premature deaths outside of India, while PM2.5 produced out-
side India was associated with 67,000 premature deaths inside India (Zhang et al., 2017). Aerosol transport
from Africa and the Middle East is associated with 83,000 and 77,000 premature mortalities in India, primarily
from dust (Liu et al., 2009). Regional transport of PM2.5 into South Asia contributes 7% of the total mortality
impact (Anenberg et al., 2014). The future contribution of regional transport to air pollution and associated
disease burden in India may change under different scenarios and is an important area of future research.

Our study, in agreement with previous studies (GBD MAPS Working Group, 2018; International Energy
Agency, 2016a), finds large increases in the future disease burden associated with ambient PM2.5 exposure
in India due to population growth and aging. New policies as of 2016 or small (�10%) changes in emissions
provide only small improvements in air quality and public health, where the impacts are heavily outweighed
by the demographic transition. Stringent air quality management, such as under the IEA CAS, removing resi-
dential energy use emissions, or the GBD MAPS Working Group aspirational scenario will be required to pro-
vide large improvements in air quality and important public health benefits. The removal of residential
energy use and land transport emissions might have further health benefits if exposures are studied at finer
scales due to the collocation of emissions with exposures. The changes in disease burden estimates from
ambient PM2.5 exposure do not consider that for some scenarios there is a large accompanying reduction
in the disease burden from reducing household air pollution from solid fuel use (e.g., the CAS and RES 0%).

4. Conclusion

Exposure to ambient particulate matter is a leading risk factor for public health in India. Business-as-usual
economic and industrial growth in India to 2050 is predicted to increase emissions and further worsen ambi-
ent PM2.5 concentrations. Previous studies of alternative air pollution control scenarios in India have used
relatively coarse spatial resolution models to estimate the impacts of the scenarios to ambient PM2.5 concen-
trations. In this study, we use a high-resolution online-coupled model and the latest exposure-response func-
tion to estimate the impacts of multiple Indian emission scenarios to ambient PM2.5 concentrations and
human health in India. We do not include impacts of climate change or the impacts of changing emissions
from outside India. We find that with no emissions growth in India, the disease burden from exposure to
ambient PM2.5 in 2050 will increase by 75% relative to 2015 due to population aging and growth increasing
the number of people susceptible to air pollution, partly offset by decreasing baselinemortality rates. We esti-
mate that the International Energy Agencies NPS and CAS in 2050 can reduce population-weighted ambient
PM2.5 concentrations below 2015 levels by 9% and 68%, respectively. These reductions in ambient PM2.5 con-
centrations reduce the annual premature mortality estimate by 61,000 and 610,000 deaths, which is 9% and
91% of the projected increase in premature mortalities due to population growth and aging. Throughout
India, the CAS stands out as themost effective scenario to reduce ambient PM2.5 concentrations and the asso-
ciated disease burden, reducing the 2050 mortality rate per 100,000 below 2015 control levels by 15%.
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However, even under the strong emission reductions of the CAS, population growth and agingmean that the
annual premature mortality in 2050 will be 7% greater than in 2015. Our results show that small emission
changes bring small improvements to air quality and human health, where the impacts are heavily out-
weighed by the demographic transition to 2050. Strict implementation of air quality management, such as
under the IEA CAS or removing residential energy use emissions from solid fuel use, can reduce the substan-
tial and increasing health impacts from air pollution exposure in India bringing important public
health benefits.

References
Amann, M., Bertok, I., Borken-Kleefeld, J., Cofala, J., Heyes, C., Höglund-Isaksson, L., et al. (2011). Cost-effective control of air quality and

greenhouse gases in Europe: Modeling and policy applications. Environmental Modelling and Software, 26(12), 1489–1501. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.envsoft.2011.07.012

Anenberg, S. C., Schwartz, J., Shindell, D., Amann, M., Faluvegi, G., Klimont, Z., et al. (2012). Global air quality and health co-benefits of
mitigation near-term climate change through methane and black carbon emission controls. Environmental Health Perspectives, 120(6),
831–839. https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1104301

Anenberg, S. C., West, J. J., Yu, H., Chin, M., Schulz, M., Bergmann, D., et al. (2014). Impacts of intercontinental transport of anthropogenic fine
particulate matter on human mortality. Air Quality, Atmosphere and Health, 7, 369–379. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-014-0248-9

Apte, J. S., Marshall, J. D., Cohen, A. J., & Brauer, M. (2015). Addressing global mortality from ambient PM2.5. Environmental Science &
Technology, 49(13), 8057–8066. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b01236

Balakrishnan, K., Sambandam, S., Ramaswamy, P., Ghosh, S., Venkatesan, V., Thangavel, G., et al. (2015). Establishing integrated rural-urban
cohorts to assess air pollution-related health effects in pregnant women, children and adults in Southern India: An overview of objectives,
design and methods in the Tamil Nadu Air Pollution and Health Effects (TAPHE). BMJ Open, 5(6), e008090. https://doi.org/10.1136/
bmjopen-2015-008090

Brook, R. D., Rajagopalan, S., Pope, C. A., Brook, J. R., Bhatnagar, A., Diez-Roux, A. V., et al. (2010). Particulate matter air pollution and
cardiovascular disease: An update to the scientific statement from the american heart association. Circulation, 121(21), 2331–2378. https://
doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0b013e3181dbece1

Center for International Earth Science Information Network, & NASA Socioeconomic Data and Applications Center (2016). Gridded
population of the world, Version 4 (GPWv4): Population Density. https://doi.org/10.7927/H4NP22DQ

Chin, M., Rood, R. B., Lin, S.-J., Müller, J.-F., & Thompson, A. M. (2000). Atmospheric sulfur cycle simulated in the global model GOCART: Model
description and global properties. Journal of Geophysical Research, 105(D20), 24,671–24,687. https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JD900384

Chowdhury, S., & Dey, S. (2016). Cause-specific premature death from ambient PM2.5 exposure in India: Estimate adjusted for baseline
mortality. Environment International, 91, 283–290. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2016.03.004

Chowdhury, S., Dey, S., & Smith, K. R. (2018). Ambient PM2.5 exposure and expected premature mortality to 2100 in India under climate
change scenarios. Nature Communications, 9(318), 1–10. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02755-y

Cohen, A. J., Brauer, M., Burnett, R., Anderson, H. R., Frostad, J., Estep, K., et al. (2017). Estimates and 25-year trends of the global burden of
disease attributable to ambient air pollution: An analysis of data from the Global burden of Diseases Study 2015. The Lancet, 389(10082),
1907–1918. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736 (17)30505-6

Conibear, L., Butt, E. W., Knote, C., Arnold, S. R., & Spracklen, D. V. (2018). Residential energy use emissions dominate health impacts from
exposure to ambient particulate matter in India. Nature Communications, 9(617), 9. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-02986-7

Emmons, L. K., Walters, S., Hess, P. G., Lamarque, J.-F., Pfister, G. G., Fillmore, D., et al. (2010). Description and evaluation of the Model for Ozone
and Related chemical Tracers, version 4 (MOZART-4). Geoscientific Model Development, 3, 43–67. https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-43-2010

Fang, Y., Mauzerall, D. L., Liu, J., Fiore, A. M., & Horowitz, L. W. (2013). Impacts of 21st century climate change on global air pollution-related
premature mortality. Climatic Change, 121(2), 239–253. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-013-0847-8

GBD 2013 Risk Factors Collaborators (2015). Global, regional, and national comparative risk assessment of 79 behavioural, environmental
and occupational, and metabolic risks or clusters of risks in 188 countries, 1990–2013: A systematic analysis for the Global Burden of
Disease Study 2013. The Lancet, 386(10010), 2287–2323. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)00128-2

GBD 2016 Risk Factors Collaborators (2017). Global, regional, and national comparative risk assessment of 84 behavioural, environmental
and occupational, and metabolic risks or clusters of risks, 1990–2016: A systematic analysis for the Global Burden of Disease Study 2016.
The Lancet, 390, 1345–1422. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32366-8

GBD MAPS Working Group (2016). Burden of disease attributable to coal-burning and other air pollution sources in China. Special Report 20.
Boston, MA: Health Effects Institute.

GBDMAPSWorking Group (2018). Burden of disease attributable to major air pollution sources in India. Special Report 21. Boston, MA:Health
Effects Institute.

Global Burden of Disease Study 2016. (2017a). Global Burden of Disease Study 2016 (GBD 2016) population estimates 1950-2016. Retrieved
from http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/global-burden-disease-study-2016-gbd-2016-population-estimates-1950-2016

Global Burden of Disease Study 2016. (2017b). Global Burden of Disease Study 2016 (GBD 2016) reference life table. Retrieved from http://
ghdx.healthdata.org/record/global-burden-disease-study-2016-gbd-2016-reference-life-table

Grell, G. A., Peckham, S. E., Schmitz, R., McKeen, S. A., Frost, G., Skamarock, W. C., & Eder, B. (2005). Fully coupled “online” chemistry within the
WRF model. Atmospheric Environment, 39(37), 6957–6975. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2005.04.027

Guenther, A., Karl, T., Harley, P., Wiedinmyer, C., Palmer, P. I., & Geron, C. (2006). Estimates of global terrestrial isoprene emissions using
MEGAN (Model of Emissions of Gases and Aerosols from Nature). Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 6(11), 3181–3210. https://doi.org/
10.5194/acpd-6-107-2006

Hodzic, A., & Jimenez, J. L. (2011). Modeling anthropogenically controlled secondary organic aerosols in a megacity: A simplified framework
for global and climate models. Geoscientific Model Development, 4(4), 901–917. https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-901-2011

Hodzic, A., & Knote, C. (2014). WRF-Chem 3.6.1: MOZART gas-phase chemistry with MOSAIC aerosols. Atmospheric Chemistry Division (ACD),
National Center for Atmospheric Research (NCAR), 7.

Hughes, B. B., Irfan, M. T., Moyer, J. D., Rothman, D. S., & Solórzano, J. R. (2012). Exploring future impacts of environmental constraints on
human development. Sustainability, 4(5), 958–994. https://doi.org/10.3390/su4050958

10.1029/2018GH000139GeoHealth

CONIBEAR ET AL. 209

Acknowledgments
We acknowledge the support from the
EPSRC CDT in Bioenergy (grant
EP/L014912/1). We acknowledge the
use of the facilities of N8 High-
Performance Computing Centre of
Excellence, provided and funded by the
N8 consortium and EPSRC (grant
EP/K000225/1). The center is coordi-
nated by the Universities of Leeds and
Manchester. We acknowledge the use
of WRF-Chem preprocessor tools
mozbc, fire_emiss, anthro_emiss, and
bio_emiss provided by the Atmospheric
Chemistry Observations and Modeling
(ACOM) Laboratory of National Center
for Atmospheric Research (NCAR). We
acknowledge use of MOZART-4 global
model output available at http://www.
acom.ucar.edu/wrf-chem/mozart.shtml.
We acknowledge use of the postpro-
cessing script “wrfout_to_cf.ncl” created
by Mark Seefeldt at the University of
Colorado at Boulder (http://foehn.color-
ado.edu/wrfout_to_cf/). We acknowl-
edge the use of the IEA scenario data
from the Energy and Air Pollution,
World Energy Outlook Special Report
(International Energy Agency, 2016a).
The Supporting information contains
additional methods. Supporting data
contain all results per Indian state per
scenario. We declare no competing
financial interests.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2011.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envsoft.2011.07.012
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1104301
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11869-014-0248-9
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b01236
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-008090
https://doi.org/10.1136/bmjopen-2015-008090
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0b013e3181dbece1
https://doi.org/10.1161/CIR.0b013e3181dbece1
https://doi.org/10.7927/H4NP22DQ
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JD900384
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2016.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-017-02755-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736%20(17)30505-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-018-02986-7
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-43-2010
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-013-0847-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(15)00128-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32366-8
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/global-burden-disease-study-2016-gbd-2016-population-estimates-1950-2016
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/global-burden-disease-study-2016-gbd-2016-reference-life-table
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/record/global-burden-disease-study-2016-gbd-2016-reference-life-table
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2005.04.027
https://doi.org/10.5194/acpd-6-107-2006
https://doi.org/10.5194/acpd-6-107-2006
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-901-2011
https://doi.org/10.3390/su4050958
http://www.acom.ucar.edu/wrf-chem/mozart.shtml
http://www.acom.ucar.edu/wrf-chem/mozart.shtml
http://foehn.colorado.edu/wrfout_to_cf/
http://foehn.colorado.edu/wrfout_to_cf/


Hughes, B. B., Kuhn, R., Peterson, C. M., Rothman, D. S., Solórzano, J. R., Mathers, C. D., & Dickson, J. R. (2011). Projections of global health
outcomes from 2005 to 2060 using the International Futures integrated forecasting model. Bulletin of the World Health Organization, 89(7),
478–486. https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.10.083766

ICF International. (2017). Spatial data repository: The demographic and health surveys Program. Retrieved September 27, 2017, from
spatialdata.dhsprogram.com

India State-Level Disease Burden Initiative Collaborators (2017). Nations within a nation: variations in epidemiological transition across
the states of India, 1990–2016 in the Global Burden of Disease Study. The Lancet, 390, 2437–2460. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S0140-6736(17)32804-0

Indian Council of Medical Research, Public Health Foundation of India, & Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (2017). India: Health of
the nation’s states. The India state-level disease burden initiative. Disease Burden Trends in the States of India 1990 to 2016 (Vol. New
Delhi).

Institute for Health Metrics and Evaluation (2018). GBD compare data visualization. Retrieved February 13, 2018, from vizhub.healthdata.org/
gbd-compare

International Energy Agency (2016a). Energy and air pollution. World energy outlook special report. Paris, France.
International Energy Agency (2016b). World energy outlook 2016. Paris, France.
Jacobson, M. Z. (2008). On the causal link between carbon dioxide and air pollution mortality. Geophysical Research Letters, 35, L03809.

https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GL031101
Janssens-Maenhout, G., Crippa, M., Guizzardi, D., Dentener, F., Muntean, M., Pouliot, G., et al. (2015). HTAP-v2.2: A mosaic of regional and

global emission grid maps for 2008 and 2010 to study hemispheric transport of air pollution. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 15(19),
11,411–11,432. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-11411-2015

Knote, C., Hodzic, A., Jimenez, J. L., Volkamer, R., Orlando, J. J., Baidar, S., et al. (2014). Simulation of semi-explicit mechanisms of SOA
formation from glyoxal in aerosol in a 3-D model. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 14(12), 6213–6239. https://doi.org/10.5194/
acp-14-6213-2014

Kodros, J. K., Wiedinmyer, C., Ford, B., Cucinotta, R., Gan, R., Magzamen, S., & Pierce, J. R. (2016). Global burden of mortalities due to chronic
exposure to ambient PM2.5 from open combustion of domestic waste. Environmental Research Letters, 11(124022), 1–9. https://doi.org/
10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124022

Kumar, R., Barth, M. C., Pfister, G. G., Monache, L. D., Lamarque, J. F., Archer-Nicholls, S., et al. (2018). How will air quality change in South Asia
by 2050? Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres, 123, 1–25. https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD027357

Kumar, R., Barth, M. C., Pfister, G. G., Nair, V. S., Ghude, S. D., & Ojha, N. (2015). What controls the seasonal cycle of black carbon aerosols in
India? Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres, 120, 7788–7812. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023298

Kumar, R., Barth, M. C., Pfister, G. G., Naja, M., & Brasseur, G. P. (2014). WRF-Chem simulations of a typical pre-monsoon dust storm in northern
India: Influences on aerosol optical properties and radiation budget. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 14(5), 2431–2446. https://doi.org/
10.5194/acp-14-2431-2014

Lee, C. J., Martin, R. V., Henze, D. K., Brauer, M., Cohen, A., & Van Donkelaar, A. (2015). Response of global particulate-matter-related
mortality to changes in local precursor emissions. Environmental Science and Technology, 49(7), 4335–4344. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.
est.5b00873

Lelieveld, J., Evans, J. S., Fnais, M., Giannadaki, D., & Pozzer, A. (2015). The contribution of outdoor air pollution sources to premature mortality
on a global scale. Nature, 525(7569), 367–371. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature15371

Liu, J., Mauzerall, D. L., & Horowitz, L. W. (2009). Evaluating inter-continental transport of fine aerosols:(2) Global health impact. Atmospheric
Environment, 43, 4339–4347. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2009.05.032

Loomis, D., Grosse, Y., Lauby-Secretan, B., El Ghissassi, F., Bouvard, V., Benbrahim-Tallaa, L., et al. (2013). The carcinogenicity of outdoor air
pollution. The Lancet Oncology, 14, 1262–1263.

Ministry of Environment and Forests (2009). National Ambient Air Quality Standards. Gazette. New Delhi, India. Government of India.
Ministry of Environment and Forests (2018). Continuous Ambient Air Quality Monitoring (CAAQM). Central Pollution Control Board (CPCB).

Government of India. Retrieved from http://www.cpcb.gov.in/CAAQM/
Ministry of Environment Forests and Climate Change (2015). Environment (Protection) Amendment Rules. Gazette. New Delhi, India.

Government of India.
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas (2018a). Pradhan Mantri Ujjwala Yojana (PMUY). Government of India. Retrieved from http://www.

pmujjwalayojana.com/
Ministry of Petroleum and Natural Gas (2018b). Pratyaksh Hanstantrit Labh (PAHAL)—Direct Benefits Transfer for LPG (DBTL) Consumers

Scheme. Government of India. Retrieved from http://petroleum.nic.in/dbt/index.php
Ministry of Road Transport and Highways (2016). Central motor vehicles (amendment) rules. Gazette. New Delhi, India. Government of India.
Moorthy, K. K., Beegum, S. N., Srivastava, N., Satheesh, S. K., Chin, M., Blond, N., et al. (2013). Performance evaluation of chemistry transport

models over India. Atmospheric Environment, 71, 210–225. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2013.01.056
NCAR, UCAR, NOAA, U.S. Department of Commerce, The Max Plank Institute, The University of Chile, & Centro de Previsão de Tempo e

Estudos Climáticos (2015). WRF-Chem Version 3.7 User Guide, 75. https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324.004
Newby, D. E., Mannucci, P. M., Tell, G. S., Baccarelli, A. A., Brook, R. D., Donaldson, K., et al. (2015). Expert position paper on air pollution and

cardiovascular disease. European Heart Journal, 36(2), 83–93. https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehu458
Pan, X., Chin, M., Gautam, R., Bian, H., Kim, D., Colarco, P. R., et al. (2015). A multi-model evaluation of aerosols over South Asia:

Common problems and possible causes. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 15(10), 5903–5928. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-
5903-2015

Pommier, M., Fagerli, H., Gauss, M., Simpson, D., Sharma, S., Sinha, V., et al. (2018). Impact of regional climate change and future emission
scenarios on surface O3 and PM2.5 over India. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 18, 103–127. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-2017-519

Pozzer, A., Tsimpidi, A. P., Karydis, V. A., De Meij, A., & Lelieveld, J. (2017). Impact of agricultural emission reductions on fine-particulate matter
and public health. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 17, 12,813–12,826. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-12813-2017

Saikawa, E., Trail, M., Zhong, M., Wu, Q., Young, C. L., Janssens-Maenhout, G., et al. (2017). Uncertainties in emissions estimates of greenhouse
gases and air pollutants in India and their impacts on regional air quality. Environmental Research Letters, 12, 65002. https://doi.org/
10.1088/1748-9326/aa6cb4

Shaddick, G., Thomas, M. L., Green, A., Brauer, M., Van Donkelaar, A., Burnett, R., et al. (2018). Data integration model for air quality: A
hierarchical approach to the global estimation of exposures to ambient air pollution. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society, Applied
Statistics, Series C, 67(Part 1), 231–253. https://doi.org/10.1111/rssc.12227

Sharma, S., & Kumar, A. (2016). Air pollutant emissions scenario for India - Version 1. New Delhi, India: The Energy and Resources Institute.

10.1029/2018GH000139GeoHealth

CONIBEAR ET AL. 210

https://doi.org/10.2471/BLT.10.083766
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32804-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(17)32804-0
http://vizhub.healthdata.org
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007GL031101
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-11411-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-6213-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-6213-2014
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124022
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD027357
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023298
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-2431-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-2431-2014
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b00873
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b00873
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature15371
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2009.05.032
http://www.cpcb.gov.in/CAAQM/
http://www.pmujjwalayojana.com/
http://www.pmujjwalayojana.com/
http://petroleum.nic.in/dbt/index.php
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2013.01.056
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9781107415324.004
https://doi.org/10.1093/eurheartj/ehu458
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-5903-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-5903-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-2017-519
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-12813-2017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa6cb4
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/aa6cb4
https://doi.org/10.1111/rssc.12227


Silva, R. A., Adelman, Z., Fry, M. M., & West, J. J. (2016). The impact of individual anthropogenic emission sectors on the global burden of
human mortality due to ambient air pollution. Environmental Health Perspectives, 124, 1776–1784. https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP177

Silva, R. A., West, J. J., Lamarque, J.-F., Shindell, D. T., Collins, W. J., Faluvegi, G., et al. (2017). Future global mortality from changes in air
pollution attributable to climate change. Nature Climate Change, 1–6. https://doi.org/10.1038/NCLIMATE3354

Simpson, D., Benedictow, A., Berge, H., Bergström, R., Emberson, L. D., Fagerli, H., et al. (2012). The EMEP MSC-W chemical transport model—
Technical description. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 12(16), 7825–7865. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-7825-2012

Task Force on Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution (TF HTAP) (2010). Hemispheric transport of air pollution 2010. Part A: Ozone and
particulate matter. Air Pollution Studies No. 17. United Nations Economic Commission for Europe, (17).

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (2009). Integrated science assessment for particulate matter. https://doi.org/EPA/600/R-08/139F
Wiedinmyer, C., Akagi, S. K., Yokelson, R. J., Emmons, L. K., Al-Saadi, J. A., Orlando, J. J., & Soja, A. J. (2011). The Fire INventory from NCAR (FINN)

—A high resolution global model to estimate the emissions from open burning. Geoscientific Model Development, 4, 624–641. https://doi.
org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011

World Health Organization (2006). Air quality guidelines for particulate matter, Ozone, Nitrogen Dioxide and Sulfur Dioxide: Global Update
2005., 22.

Yin, P., Brauer, M., Cohen, A., Burnett, R. T., Liu, J., Liu, Y., et al. (2017). Long-term fine particulate matter exposure and nonaccidental and
cause-specific mortality in a large national cohort of Chinese men. Environmental Health Perspectives, 1–11. https://doi.org/10.1289/
EHP1673

Zaveri, R. A., Easter, R. C., Fast, J. D., & Peters, L. K. (2008). Model for simulating Aerosol Interactions and Chemistry (MOSAIC). Journal of
Geophysical Research, 113, D13204. https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD008782

Zhang, Q., Jiang, X., Tong, D., Davis, S. J., Zhao, H., Geng, G., et al. (2017). Transboundary health impacts of transported global air pollution and
international trade. Nature, 543, 705–709. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21712

10.1029/2018GH000139GeoHealth

CONIBEAR ET AL. 211

https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP177
https://doi.org/10.1038/NCLIMATE3354
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-7825-2012
https://doi.org/EPA/600/R-08/139F
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011
https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP1673
https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP1673
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD008782
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21712


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /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 false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /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 false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


