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Saccadic eye movements and their influence on kinematics
of several body segments in the elderly while standing

LUCIA BIZOVSKA*, MILENA VAGAJA, DIANA MIHALOVA, MIROSLAV JANURA

Palacky University Olomouc, Faculty of Physical Culture, Olomouc, Czech Republic.

Purpose: It is well known that postural stability is influenced by visual stimuli. The influence of saccadic eye movement on postural
control has been described, however, a specific response of different body segments has not been studied yet. Therefore, the aim of this
study was to assess the effect of horizontal and vertical saccadic eye movements on postural stability with specific focus on upper trunk,
lower trunk and lower limbs movement variability and complexity. Methods: Eighteen elderly participants (aged 70.3 ± 7.7 years) stood in
bipedal stance in three visual conditions – horizontal saccades, vertical saccades and fixation. Accelerometers were attached to their
lower back, sternum and shanks. Movement variability of each body segment was described by root-mean-square and sample entropy of
acceleration. Results: The results of the present study revealed significant influence of saccadic eye movements on anterior-posterior and
vertical shanks, and vertical lower trunk movement variability described by root-mean-square. Conclusions: The correlations between
results of the observed segments showed segment-specific variability patterns but generalised complexity pattern.
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1. Introduction

Postural control depends on the integration of sen-
sory information, including information from visual
system. Importance of visual information in postural
control has been studied and proven for all age-groups
[8], moreover, it is well-known that the loss of visual
information has negative impact on postural control
[1], [14]. It has also been established that visual stim-
uli which cause eye movements can have positive or
negative effect on postural stability (e.g., Aguiar et al.
[2], Rodrigues et al. [17]).

With regards to eye movement, in addition to
fixation, two basic eye movements have been defined
– saccadic and smooth-pursuit eye movements [7].
The smooth-pursuit eye movements have mostly de-
stabilising effect in static bipedal stance [9], [22] and
dynamic situation when standing on the movable plat-
form [18], however, studies have been found in which

positive effect of smooth pursuit eye movements on
postural control was shown [17]. On the other hand,
saccadic eye movement have positive effect on postural
stability [2], [16], [17] with the exception of difficult
postural conditions – tandem stance – in which sac-
cades had destabilising effect [12]. It has also been
suggested that frequency of the saccades may influ-
ence the results because of the feedforward mecha-
nism of postural control and the decreasing time for
planning of the eye movement with increasing frequency
of saccades [2], however, the conclusions were con-
flicting [2], [17], [20].

The above-mentioned studies rarely aimed at move-
ment of different body segments. Head and trunk
movement was similarly influenced by saccades and
fixation in bipedal stance [2], [16], [21], however, no
direct comparison between head and trunk kinematics
was performed. It can be expected that, based on the
strategy employed for postural stabilisation, influence
of visual stimuli on various body segments, including
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lower limbs, would differ. Thus, the aim of this study
was to assess the influence of saccadic eye move-
ments on postural activity (body acceleration) with
specific focus on several body segments.

2. Methods

Participants

Eighteen elderly subjects participated in this study
(3 males, 15 females, age 70.3 ± 7.7 years, height
164.4 ± 6.0 cm, body mass 74.7 ± 9.5 kg). The sub-
jects were free of any musculoskeletal or neurological
disorders, were able to perform daily activities with-
out support or help and did not undertake any surger-
ies nor suffer any injuries of the musculoskeletal sys-
tem within the time interval of one year before testing.
Before the testing, the participants signed written in-
formed consent forms. The study was approved by the
institutional ethics committee.

Procedure

Participants were standing barefoot on the foam
pad (Airex Balance Pad, Airex AG, Sins, Switzer-
land). Four 3D accelerometers (Trigno wireless sys-
tem, Delsys Inc., Natick, MA, USA, sampling rate
148 Hz) were securely attached to the participants’
sternum, lower back at the level of the fifth lumbar
vertebra and on both shanks approximately 10 cm
above the lateral malleolus. The acceleration signal in
medial-lateral (ML), anterior-posterior (AP) and verti-
cal (V) direction was recorded in each trial. Each trial
lasted 30 seconds with trial starting after 2–3 seconds
after the participants were positioned into the final
comfortable position. The participants were asked to
stand with eyes open and arms alongside with the
instructions to stand as still as possible and follow the
prescribed visual pattern. No instruction on feet plac-
ing was provided. Three visual patterns were imple-
mented in the study: stationary target – fixation (a dot
in the middle of the visual field), horizontal saccades
(dot changing position in a horizontal direction with
the frequency of 1.1 Hz with the total distance be-
tween the right and left position comprising a visual
angle of 11° [2]), vertical saccades (dot changing posi-
tion in a vertical direction with the frequency of 1.1 Hz
with the total distance between the lower and upper
position comprising a visual angle of 11° [2]). The
projection screen was placed two meters ahead of
participants. Three repetitions of each visual pattern
were performed in randomised order.

Data analysis

After mean subtraction [13], the acceleration sig-
nals were filtered using the 4th order low-pass bidi-
rectional Butterworth filter with a cut-off frequency of
10 Hz. From acceleration signals, root-mean-square
(RMS) as a characteristic of variability was computed
in each direction. In addition, complexity expressed
by sample entropy (SampEnt) was computed from
each time series with the number of consecutive
points m set to 2 and radius r set to 0.15 [4]–[6], [10].
The computed variables from acceleration signals
from shanks were averaged for both lower limbs. The
resulting variables for body sway description were as
follows: shanks, lower back and sternum acceleration
SampEnt in V, ML and AP directions; shanks, lower
back and sternum acceleration RMS in V, ML and AP
directions. Data analysis was performed in the soft-
ware MatLab (R2017b, MathWorks, Inc., Natick, MA,
USA).

Statistical analysis

The resulting variables were averaged among three
repetitions. Shapiro–Wilk test did not confirm normal
distribution of all variables. Therefore, Friedman
Analysis of Variance was implemented for assessment
of the effect of visual conditions, followed by post-
hoc analysis by Wilcoxon test. The significance level
was set to 0.05 with Bonferroni adjustment for multi-
ple comparison resulting in the significance level of
0.05/3 = 0.017. Furthermore, correlation analysis by
Spearman correlation coefficients was performed in
each visual condition between acceleration character-
istics of different segments. Each direction was con-
sidered separately. The statistical analysis was per-
formed in software Statistica (v. 12, StatSoft, Inc.,
Tulsa, OK, USA).

3. Results

Statistically significant influence of visual condi-
tions was found for shanks RMS of AP acceleration
( p = 0.029) (Table 1) with the post-hoc results show-
ing significantly higher value in condition with fixa-
tion, compared to horizontal saccades ( p = 0.011).
Statistically significant effect of visual conditions was
also found for shanks RMS of V acceleration ( p =
0.002) with significantly lower RMS value while per-
forming horizontal saccades, compared to fixation
( p < 0.001). Furthermore, lower back RMS of V ac-
celeration ( p = 0.002) was significantly lower while
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performing horizontal saccades, compared to fixation
( p = 0.001) and significantly lower while performing
horizontal saccades, compared to vertical saccades
( p = 0.006). No statistical differences were found in
sample entropy values (Table 2).

Spearman correlation coefficients (Table 3) showed
statistically significant relationship between RMS of
different body segments in AP and V direction for

almost all combinations. In ML direction, only the
relationship between lower back and sternum was
statistically significant (r = 0.69 – 0.80). The signifi-
cant correlations of SampEnt were found for all seg-
ments and conditions except for AP lower back and
sternum relationship and shanks and lower back rela-
tionship in conditions with fixation and vertical sac-
cades.

Table 1. RMS of segmental acceleration

Fixation Horizontal saccades Vertical saccades

Median LQ UQ Median LQ UQ Median LQ UQ
Shanks 0.0067 0.0059 0.0092 0.0057 0.0049 0.0076 0.0063 0.0057 0.0078
Lower back 0.0084 0.0066 0.0101 0.0072 0.0061 0.0086 0.0075 0.0069 0.0099V
Sternum 0.0091 0.0077 0.0112 0.0089 0.0074 0.0095 0.0090 0.0080 0.0107
Shanks 0.0103 0.0088 0.0127 0.0090 0.0079 0.0105 0.0095 0.0086 0.0106
Lower back 0.0104 0.0083 0.0126 0.0093 0.0082 0.0117 0.0100 0.0082 0.0126AP
Sternum 0.0116 0.0109 0.0135 0.0114 0.0096 0.0140 0.0120 0.0102 0.0139
Shanks 0.0093 0.0086 0.0103 0.0085 0.0070 0.0099 0.0088 0.0077 0.0101
Lower back 0.0065 0.0051 0.0080 0.0066 0.0053 0.0075 0.0058 0.0050 0.0071ML
Sternum 0.0070 0.0056 0.0082 0.0067 0.0057 0.0074 0.0065 0.0051 0.0075

AP – anterior-posterior, LQ – lower quartile, ML – medial-lateral, UQ – upper quartile, V – vertical; p < 0.05 for effect of conditions; bold
values are significant.

Table 2. Sample entropy results for segmental acceleration

Fixation Horizontal saccades Vertical saccades

Median LQ UQ Median LQ UQ Median LQ UQ
Shanks 0.57 0.56 0.58 0.57 0.56 0.58 0.57 0.56 0.58
Lower back 0.55 0.53 0.58 0.56 0.54 0.58 0.55 0.52 0.57V
Sternum 0.53 0.48 0.55 0.50 0.45 0.56 0.50 0.46 0.56
Shanks 0.48 0.39 0.54 0.48 0.44 0.55 0.49 0.43 0.53
Lower back 0.27 0.23 0.37 0.31 0.24 0.34 0.28 0.26 0.36AP
Sternum 0.39 0.30 0.44 0.35 0.29 0.41 0.32 0.30 0.42
Shanks 0.43 0.38 0.52 0.45 0.39 0.50 0.43 0.41 0.52
Lower back 0.50 0.37 0.54 0.48 0.38 0.51 0.49 0.42 0.53ML
Sternum 0.42 0.36 0.47 0.41 0.34 0.50 0.43 0.37 0.47

AP – anterior-posterior, LQ – lower quartile, ML – medial-lateral, UQ – upper quartile, V – vertical.

Table 3. Spearman correlation coefficients between segmental body movement characteristics

RMS SampEnt

fixation horizontal
saccades

vertical
saccades fixation horizontal

saccades
vertical
saccades

V Shanks & lower back 0.85 0.78 0.72 0.79 0.70 0.84
Shanks & sternum 0.80 0.42 0.63 0.52 0.74 0.58
Lower back & sternum 0.79 0.62 0.77 0.65 0.63 0.61

AP Shanks & lower back 0.44 0.71 0.71 0.43 0.48 0.34
Shanks & sternum 0.27 0.39 0.47 0.68 0.60 0.59
Lower back & sternum 0.53 0.30 0.49 0.42 0.43 0.33

ML Shanks & lower back 0.15 0.22 0.30 0.78 0.83 0.71
Shanks & sternum 0.39 0.47 0.41 0.74 0.76 0.72
Lower back & sternum 0.80 0.69 0.77 0.85 0.72 0.74

AP – anterior-posterior, ML – medial-lateral, RMS – root mean square, SampEnt – sample entropy, V – vertical; p < 0.05;
bold values are significant.
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4. Discussion

As saccadic eye movements were proven to have
the influence on postural stability, but it was unclear if
the body movement was influenced in the same pat-
tern on different segments, the aim of this study was
to assess the influence of saccadic eye movement on
the variability and complexity of the movement of
upper trunk, lower trunk and lower limbs. We as-
sumed that saccadic eye movements could have dif-
ferent effect on the movement of different body seg-
ments based on the strategy implemented for postural
control.

Based on our results, positive effect of saccadic
eye movement was shown for variability of the shanks
movement in AP and V direction and for lower trunk
variability in V direction. In all cases, variability was
higher in the condition while fixating the target than
in the condition with horizontal saccades. Similar
results showing positive effect of saccadic eye move-
ment on postural stability had been shown before with
various wide of base of support in young and elderly
subjects [2], [16], [17]. Even though the results of the
present study are in line with the results of the above-
mentioned studies, it is important to highlight the
differences in postural task which was tested. While in
the above-mentioned studies the postural stability was
tested while standing on the hard surface, eyes open
and no vestibular stimulation indicating full postural
control, more challenging postural task was used in
the present study. It was shown that elderly subjects
rely mostly on somatosensory information when con-
trolling body posture [8]. Therefore, the task during
which somatosensory system was negatively influ-
enced would imply difficult postural conditions for
elderly during which mostly vestibular and visual
system would be used for body posture adjustments.
Although, to the best of our knowledge, the influence
of the saccadic eye movements during standing on the
foam surface have not been investigated yet, Hunter
and Hoffman [12] chose to investigate postural stabil-
ity during tandem standing with cognitive dual task
and simultaneously visual stimuli in terms of fixation
and saccades in various directions were performed.
Such combination can be considered challenging for
young adults. Based on their results, the effect of eye
movement was apparent only for medial-lateral centre
of pressure movement variability with increased vari-
ability while performing saccades compared to fixa-
tion. The results of their study in comparison with the
other studies conducted with less difficult postural
tasks [2], [16], [17] seem to indicate that with in-

creasing difficulty of postural task, induced saccadic
eye movements have rather negative effect on body
movement variability. The reason might be that with
increasing difficulty of the postural task, the tracking
of visual stimuli diverses the attention of participants
from postural task causing decline in their perform-
ance. It might be similar as when cognitive dual task
is employed during performance of the task (see
model of Yogev-Seligmann et al. [24]). However,
even though challenging postural task was performed
in our study, the results of [12] were not confirmed.

The direction of saccades also plays an important
role in evaluation. In the study [15], no differences in
postural sway while performing saccades of different
directions were found. The results of our study showed
similar conclusion with the exception of variability of
the lower trunk movement in vertical direction. In that
case, we found lower variability while performing
horizontal saccades, compared to saccades in vertical
direction. Overall, it can be seen that saccadic eye
movement in horizontal direction influences the vari-
ability of body movement the most.

During the stance on the foam surface, hip strategy
is usually used for body stabilisation [11], [23]. Based
on our results, upper trunk movement was not influ-
enced by visual stimuli, which is in line with the isola-
tion of upper and lower body while using hip strategy
for compensatory movements during postural stabilisa-
tion. Postural stabilisation in the AP direction is of
higher difficulty, compared to ML direction, due to
anatomical degree of freedom in sagittal plane, com-
pared to frontal plane [3]. The result of our study
showed the influence of visual stimuli precisely in the
movement of less control – anterior-posterior direction.
Due to the usage of foam pad, also variability in verti-
cal movement could be observed in shanks and lower
trunk. Absent differences in upper trunk movement in
vertical direction are also in agreement with the adop-
tion of hip strategy for postural stabilisation.

Furthermore, the results of the present study show
no influence of visual stimuli on sample entropy.
Since sample entropy is a measure of automaticity of
the movement, it can be suggested that the degree
of automaticity was the same for all of the performed
task, even though differences in variability were ob-
served. For complexity, the correlations between body
segments results showed at least mild relationship
between every body segment in all directions and for all
visual stimuli. Based on these relationships, it can be
assumed that complexity of the movement is a variable
that describes body movement in general patterns. As
already shown in the literature, the complexity of the
movement shows different behavioural characteristics
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and concepts, compared to simple variability of the
movement with the focus on the evolvement of motor
behaviour in time [19]. On the other hand, when
looking at the results of variability, poor to strong
correlations could be found. These results suggest the
need of position-specific evaluation when assessing
variability of the movement, but, on the other hand,
add more proving evidence of more specific approach
which complexity of the movement provides.

5. Conclusions

In conclusions, the results of the present study re-
vealed significant influence of saccadic eye movements
on vertical lower trunk, and anterior-posterior and ver-
tical shanks movement variability described by root-
mean-square. Horizontal saccades seem to have posi-
tive effect on shanks and lower trunk movement vari-
ability while standing, compared to fixation. Upper
trunk variability was not influenced by visual stimuli,
nor was the complexity of the movement influenced.
The correlations between results of different body seg-
ments showed significant relationship between every
observed segment in terms of complexity. These results
add another proof of motor behaviour control to the
existing field of literature suggesting segment-specific
variability of the movement during bipedal stance but
general complexity pattern of behaviour.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by Internal Grant Agency of Palacky
University Olomouc (No. IGA_FTK_2018_013).

References

[1] ABRAHAMOVA D., HLAVACKA F., Age-related changes of human
balance during quiet stance, Physiol. Res., 2008, 57 (6),
957–964.

[2] AGUIAR S.A., POLASTRI P.F., GODOI D., MORAES R., BARELA J.A.,
RODRIGUES S.T., Effects of saccadic eye movements on pos-
tural control in older adults, Psychology and Neuroscience,
2015, 8 (1), 19–27, DOI: 10.1037/h0100352.

[3] COLLINS J.J., DE LUCA C.J., Open-loop and closed-loop con-
trol of posture: a random-walk analysis of center-of-pressure
trajectories, Exp. Brain Res., 1993, 95 (2), 308–318.

[4] COSTA M., GOLDBERGER A.L., PENG C.K., Multiscale entropy
analysis of complex physiologic time series, Phys. Rev. Lett.,
2002, 89 (6), 068102, DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevLett.89.068102.

[5] COSTA M., GOLDBERGER A.L., PENG C.K., Multiscale entropy
analysis of biological signals, Phys. Rev. E, 2005, 71 (2),
021906, DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevE.71.021906.

[6] COSTA M., PENG C.K., GOLDBERGER A.L., HAUSDORFF J.M.,
Multiscale entropy analysis of human gait dynamics, Physica A,
2003, 330 (1–2), 53–60, DOI: 10.1016/j.physa.2003.08.022.

[7] DODGE R., Five types of eye movements in the horizontal
meridian plane of the field of regard, Am. J. Physiol., 1903,
8, 307–329.

[8] FARALDO-GARCÍA A., SANTOS-PÉREZ S., CRUJEIRAS-CASAIS R.,
LABELLA-CABALLERO T., SOTO-VARELA A., Influence of age
and gender in the sensory analysis of balance control,
Eur. Arch. Otorhinolaryngol., 2012, 269 (2), 673–677, DOI:
10.1007/s00405-011-1707-7.

[9] GLASAUER S., SCHNEIDER E., JAHN K., STRUPP M., BRANDT T.,
How the eyes move the body, Neurology, 2005, 65 (8), 1291–
1293, DOI: 10.1212/01.wnl.0000175132.01370.fc.

[10] GOLDBERGER A.L., AMARAL L.A., GLASS L., HAUSDORFF J.M.,
IVANOV P.C., MARK R.G., MIETUS J.E., MOODY G.B.,
PENG C.K., STANLEY H.E., PhysioBank, PhysioToolkit, and
PhysioNet: components of a new research resource for complex
physiologic signals, Circulation, 2000, 101 (23), E215–E220,
DOI: 10.1161/01.CIR.101.23.e215.

[11] HORAK F.B., NASHNER L.M., Central programming of pos-
tural movements: adaptation to altered support-surface con-
figurations, J. Neurophysiol., 1986, 55 (6), 1369–1381.

[12] HUNTER M.C., HOFFMAN M.A., Postural control: Visual and
cognitive manipulations, Gait Posture, 2001, 13 (1), 41–48,
DOI: 10.1016/S0966-6362(00)00089-8.

[13] MARTINEZ-MENDEZ R., SEKINE M., TAMURA T., Postural
sway parameters using a triaxial accelerometer: comparing
elderly and young healthy adults, Comput. Methods Biomech.
Biomed. Engin., 2012, 15 (9), 899–910, DOI: 10.1080/
10255842.2011.565753.

[14] PRIETO T.E., MYKLEBUST J.B., HOFFMANN R.G., LOVETT E.G.,
MYKLEBUST B.M., Measures of postural steadiness: Differences
between healthy young and elderly adults, IEEE Trans. Biomed.
Eng., 1996, 43 (9), 956–966, DOI: 10.1109/10.532130.

[15] REY F., LÊ T.T., BERTIN R., KAPOULA Z., Saccades horizon-
tal or vertical at near or at far do not deteriorate postural
control, Auris Nasus Larynx, 2008, 35 (2), 185–191.

[16] RODRIGUES S.T., AGUIAR S.A., POLASTRI P.F., GODOI D.,
MORAES R., BARELA J.A., Effects of saccadic eye move-
ments on postural control stabilization, Motriz. Revista de
Educacao Fisica, 2013, 19 (3), 614–619, DOI: 10.1590/
S1980-65742013000300012.

[17] RODRIGUES S.T., POLASTRI P.F., CARVALHO J.C., BARELA J.A.,
MORAES R., BARBIERI F.A., Saccadic and smooth pursuit eye
movements attenuate postural sway similarly, Neurosci. Lett.,
2015, 584, 292–295, DOI: 10.1016/j.neulet.2014.10.045.

[18] SCHULMANN D.L., GODFREY B., FISHER A.G., Effect of eye
movements on dynamic equilibrium, Phys. Ther., 1987, 67 (7),
1054–1057, DOI: 10.1093/ptj/67.7.1054.

[19] STERGIOU N., DECKER L.M., Human movement variability,
nonlinear dynamics, and pathology: Is there a connection? ,
Hum. Mov. Sci., 2011, 30 (5), 869–888, DOI: 10.1016/
j.humov.2011.06.002.

[20] STOFFREGEN T.A., BARDY B.G., BONNET C.T., HOVE P.,
OULLIER O., Postural sway and the frequency of horizontal
eye movements, Motor Control, 2007, 11 (1), 86–102.

[21] STOFFREGEN T.A., BARDY B.G., BONNET C.T., PAGULAYAN R.J.,
Postural stabilization of visually guided eye movements,
Ecol. Psychol., 2006, 18 (3), 191–222, DOI: 10.1207/
s15326969eco1803_3.

[22] THOMAS N.M., BAMPOURAS T.M., DONOVAN T., DEWHURST S.,
Eye movements affect postural control in young and older



L. BIZOVSKA et al.126

females, Front. Aging Neurosci., 2016, 8, 216, DOI: 10.3389/
fnagi.2016.00216.

[23] WINTER D.A., Human balance and posture control during
standing and walking, Gait Posture, 1995, 3 (4), 193–214,
DOI: 10.1016/0966-6362(96)82849-9.

[24] YOGEV-SELIGMANN G., HAUSDORFF J.M., GILADI N., Do we
always prioritize balance when walking? Towards an inte-
grated model of task prioritization, Movement disorders: offi-
cial journal of the Movement Disorder Society, 2012, 27 (6),
765–770, DOI: doi:10.1002/mds.24963.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


