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Abstract: An experimental examination of the readability of a car-navigation system by elderly, 
middle-aged and young people was conducted. Subjects (127 people: 19-76 years of age) evaluated 
ease of reading of displayed characters. The experiment evaluated characters displayed on a liquid 
crystal display (LCD) similar to those used in car-navigation systems, and evaluated subjective 
evaluation of readability in 9 stages. Traffic terms were shown in 5 character sizes (2 mm, 4 mm, 6 mm, 
8 mm, and 10 mm height) and two languages (Japanese and English) in the experiment. The 
experiment was conducted with the LCD in two positions: frontal position of the subject and left 
diagonal position (about 30 degrees). The results showed that the frontal position was significantly 
more readable than the left diagonal position. The subjective evaluation of readability included both 
Japanese and English characters. This result shows that English characters were more readable than 
Japanese ones. The values from the self-rated evaluation of readability were examined using a two-way 
analysis of variance (ANOVA), and the results showed a significant difference in readability between 
character sizes. In addition, significant differences were seen between the age groups in the readability 
of characters in the left diagonal position. 
 
Keywords: Car-navigation system, Character size, LCD, Subjective evaluation of readability , Elderly 
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1. Introduction 

Use of liquid crystal displays (LCDs) in 
communication terminal equipment has spread rapidly. 
For example, LCD is used for screens such as the 
personal computer, the televisions, and mobile phones. 
LCDs are also used in car-navigation systems. There are 
two trends in the sizes of car-navigation systems, with 
some increasing while others are decreasing in size and 
weight to achieve power-saving features. 

There have been many studies on the readability or 
legibility of printed characters and characters on cathode 
ray tubes (CRTs) or liquid crystal displays (LCDs) for 
computers [1-6], and character size recommendations 
have been standardized for sign displays and video 
display terminal (VDT) work [7-10]. These standards 
can be used as a reference for the design of characters on 
car-navigation terminals. 

However, car-navigation systems have far smaller 
screens than desktop computers. Therefore, the standards 
for desk-top computers can not be directly applied to 

car-navigation systems. Few reports, however, have been 
made on the subjective evaluation of readability of 
characters displayed on car-navigation system screens in 
terms of the size of the character used or with a focus on 
elderly people. 

In this study, the appropriate size of characters used in 
car-navigation systems was examined in people at 3 
different age levels, including elderly subjects. 

2. Methods 

2.1 Subjects 

Subjects (127 people: range 19-76 years old) with 
normal vision or normal corrected vision were divided 
into 3 groups: 72 young people (range 19-44 years old), 
30 middle-aged people (range 45-64 years old), and 25 
elderly people (range 65-76 years old). The average 
vision at a distance of 70 cm was 1.2 for the young, 0.9 
for the middle-aged, and 0.7 for the elderly. 

Subjects who wear eyeglasses or contact lenses in 
daily life, for example, in the car or while walking in 
town, also wore eyeglasses or contact lenses in the 
experiment. 
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2.2 Experiment description 

This experiment was conducted indoors, with 
subjective evaluation of readability of characters 
displayed on an LCD screen. Performance evaluation is 
difficult for the elderly people. However, subjective 
evaluation can surely be measured. The subjective 
evaluation of readability of the character was an 
evaluation of whether it was felt that the characters could 
be read. A 9-point scale was used for the subjective 
evaluation of readability: very easy to read (9 points), 
easy to read (7), neutral (5), difficult to read (3), very 
difficult to read (1). Subjects were instructed to tell the 
experimenter when the characters were too small to read. 
Terms in the different character sizes were displayed 
simultaneously in the respective languages. 

 
Fig. 1. Experiment Scene (Photo). 

 

 
(Japanese Character) 

 
(English Character) 

Fig. 2. Displayed characters. 

 
Five character sizes for traffic terms (character height: 

2 mm, 4 mm, 6 mm, 8 mm, and 10 mm) and two 
languages (Japanese and English) were used in the 
experiment (Fig. 2). The fonts used in this experiment 
were Japanese MS P Gothic font in boldface type (e.g. in 

Japanese 夜間交通止め  (Yakan Kotsu Dome)) and 
English Arial font (e.g. traffic jam: TRAFFIC JAM). The 
font types were selected so that they looked similar to the 
typefaces used on some car-navigation systems. 

2.3 Display device 
A desktop computer monitor (ADTEC TL700A) was 

used as an LCD with white characters on a black 
background (white color luminance: 15 cd/m2, black 
color luminance: 0.9 cd/m2). The illuminance was 404 lx 
in the vertical direction and 283 lx in the horizontal 
direction. 

To make the display area size similar to a 
car-navigation system’s screen, the LCD screen was 
covered with a black paper with an 8-cm height/14-cm 
width rectangular cutout. The characters displayed within 
the rectangular cutout were evaluated as if displayed on a 
car-navigation system’s screen. 

The LCD was set in two positions: frontal position of 
the subject and left diagonal position (about 30 degrees). 
In both positions the LCD was set at a distance of 70 cm 
from the subjects' eyes. In addition, the subjects were 
told to move their head only when they looked at the 
screen in the left diagonal position. 

3. Results 

The subjective evaluation of readability was evaluated 
for each language, LCD position, character height, and 
age group. Figure 1 shows the average values and 
standard deviations for subjective evaluation of 
readability of Japanese characters when the LCD was in 
the frontal position, for each font size and age group. 
Figure 2 shows the average values and standard 
deviations for subjective evaluation of readability of 
Japanese characters, with the LCD in the left diagonal 
position, for each font size and age group. Figure 3 
shows the average values and standard deviations for 
subjective evaluation of readability of English characters, 
with the LCD in the frontal position, for each font size 
and age group. Figure 4 shows the average values and 
standard deviations for subjective evaluation of 
readability of English characters, with the LCD in the 
left diagonal position, for each font size and age group. 

The results shown in the figures indicate that the 
subjective evaluation of readability of the character 
heights of 8 mm and 10 mm was high, and that of the 
character heights of 2 mm and 4 mm was low. 

The overall comparison in subjective evaluation of 
readability of Japanese characters was overall 
comparison with that of English characters (paired t-test). 
Significant differences were seen (p<0.001) and it was 
demonstrated that English characters were more readable 
than Japanese ones. Next, the frontal position and the left 
diagonal position of the LCD were compared (paired 
t-test) in terms of subjective evaluation of readability. 
Significant differences were seen (p<0.001) between the 
positions, and it was demonstrated that English 
characters were more readable than Japanese ones. 

Display 

Subject
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The overall comparison in subjective evaluation of 
readability between the frontal and the left diagonal 
positions of the LCD (paired t-test) seen significant 
differences (p<0.001) and it was demonstrated that 
subjective evaluation of readability is higher when the 
LCD is in the frontal position than in the left diagonal 
position. The subjective evaluation of readability was 
then evaluated according to character height (paired 
t-test), both in the frontal and the left diagonal position, 
in the two languages. Significant differences were seen 
(p<0.001) in both languages, and it was demonstrated 
that subjective evaluation of readability is higher in the 
frontal position than in the left diagonal position. 

As Figure 3 shows, Japanese characters displayed in 
front of the subjects were the most readable at the height 
of 10 mm and the least readable at the height of 2 mm in 
all age groups. In addition, 2 young, 3 middle-aged, and 
6 elderly subjects reported that Japanese characters in the 
frontal position at the height of 2 mm were too small to 
read. 

The values from the self-rated evaluation of 
readability of Japanese characters in the frontal position 
were examined using a two-way analysis of variance 
(ANOVA), and the results showed a significant 
difference in readability between character heights 
(p<0.001). The result of the follow-up of the character 
heights showed significant differences between all 
combinations of heights (p<0.001 in all). It showed 
subjective evaluation of readability increasing as 
character size increased. In the subjective evaluation of 

readability of characters in the frontal position, however, 
little difference was seen between the age groups. 

As Figure 4 shows, Japanese characters displayed in 
the left diagonal position were the most readable at the 
height of 10 mm and the least readable at the height of 2 
mm in all age groups. In addition, 3 young, 4 
middle-aged, and 9 elderly subjects reported that 
Japanese characters in the left diagonal position at the 
height of 2 mm were too small to read. Moreover, 1 
middle-aged and 1 elderly subject reported that Japanese 
characters in the left diagonal position at the height of 4 
mm were too small to read. 

The values from the self-rated evaluation of 
readability of Japanese characters in the left diagonal 
position were examined using a two-way ANOVA, and 
the results showed a significant difference in readability 
between character heights (p<0.001) and age groups 
(p<0.01). The result of the follow-up on character height 
showed significant differences between all combinations 
of heights (p<0.001 in all), except for the combination of 
8 mm and 10 mm. It showed subjective evaluation of 
readability increasing as character size increased. In 
addition, the follow-up on age groups showed significant 
differences between the young and the elderly (p<0.05), 
with subjective evaluation of readability higher in the 
young than in the elderly. 

As Figure 5 shows, English characters displayed in 
front of the subjects were the most readable at the height 
of 8 mm for the young and at the height of 10 mm for the 
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 Fig 3. Subjective evaluation of readability of               Fig 4. Subjective evaluation of readability of 

Japanese characters (the frontal position).                Japanese characters (the left diagonal position).
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middle-aged and the elderly. English characters were the 
least readable at the height of 2 mm in all age groups. In 
addition, 3 young, 4 middle-aged, and 7 elderly 
subjects reported that in the frontal position 
English characters at the height of 2 mm were too 
small to read. 

The values from the self-rated evaluation of 
readability of English characters in the frontal position 
were examined using a two-way ANOVA, and the results 
showed a significant difference in readability between 
character heights (p<0.001). The result of the follow-up 
on character height showed significant differences 
between all combinations of heights (p<0.001 in all), 
except for the combination of 8 mm and 10 mm. It 
showed subjective evaluation of readability increasing as 
character size increased. In the subjective evaluation of 
readability of characters in the frontal position, however, 
little difference was seen between the age groups. 

As Figure 6 shows, English characters displayed in the 
left diagonal position were the most readable at the 
height of 8 mm for the young and at the height of 10 mm 
for the middle-aged and the elderly. English characters 
were the least readable at the height of 2 mm in all age 
groups. In addition, 5 young, 9 middle-aged, and 7 
elderly subjects reported that in the left diagonal position 
English characters at the height of 2 mm were too small 
to read. 

Finally, the values from the self-rated evaluation of 
readability of English characters in the left diagonal 

position were examined using a two-way ANOVA, and 
the results showed a significant difference in readability 
between character heights (p<0.001). The result of the 
follow-up on character height showed significant 
differences between all combinations of heights (p<0.001 
in all) except for the combination of 8 mm and 10 mm. It 
showed subjective evaluation of readability increasing as 
character size increased. In the subjective evaluation of 
readability of characters in the left diagonal position, 
however, little difference was seen between the age 
groups. 

4. Discussion 

The frontal position and the left diagonal position of 
the LCD were compared in terms of subjective 
evaluation of readability. Significant differences were 
observed between the positions. The LCD is not suitable 
for viewing at angles. Therefore, frontal position of the 
LCD is more readable than the left diagonal position. 

The subjective evaluation of readability of Japanese 
characters was overall comparison with that of English 
characters. Significant differences were observed and it 
was demonstrated that English characters are more 
readable than Japanese ones. However, this study's 
subjects were all Japanese people. Due to the basic 
differences of English and Japanese font structure, and it 
is thought that this influenced the result. Another reason 
may be that English characters are simpler than Japanese 
ones. 

The character height with the best subjective 
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Fig 5. Subjective evaluation of readability of               Fig 6. Subjective evaluation of readability of 

English characters (the frontal position).                  English characters (the left diagonal position).
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evaluation of readability was mostly 10 mm for all 
conditions. The subjective evaluation of readability of 8 
mm character height was similar to that of 10 mm 
character height. The subjective evaluation of readability 
of 6 mm character height was lower than the 8 and 10 
mm character heights, but the differences were minor. 
The character heights of 2 mm and 4 mm had 
considerably poorer subjective evaluation of readability 
for all conditions. Therefore, character height of 4 mm or 
less cannot be recommended for use in car-navigation 
systems. 

Moreover, since Japanese characters displayed in the 
left diagonal position were less readable than those in the 
frontal position, smaller Japanese characters in the left 
diagonal position were less readable for the elderly. 

As VDT work criteria, the ISO 9241-3 (1992) 
recommends that the minimum alphabetical or numerical 
character height should be 16 minutes of the arc, with 
character heights of 20 to 22 minutes of the arc preferred 
[8]. The visual angle of 20-22 minutes of the arc 
corresponds to an assumed character height of 4.1-4.5 
mm at a viewing distance of 70 cm in VDT work. 
Character heights used in this experiment were from 2 to 
10 mm. The three larger character heights of 6 mm, 8 
mm and 10 mm exceeded the recommended character 
height. Thus, the results of this experiment differed from 
the recommended character size. Reasons for this may be 
that, first, the present experiment used a subjective 
evaluation of readability, whereas ISO 9241-3 (1992) is 
aimed the minimum criteria or optimum minimum 
criteria [8]. Second, the display was set below the eye 
level of the subjects. Moreover, the positional condition 
of the LCD, was the left diagonal position, and it seems 
that the LCDs were not easy to read in that position. 
Since drivers have to maintain a constrained posture in 
the car, they cannot move to a position where the display 
is more legible. However, LCDs are not suitable for 
viewing from angles. 

For readability of characters, the ISO proposes 
methods using performance results and subjective rating 
[7][8]. Some studies on readability of characters shown 
on the LCD displays of mobile phones have indicated 
that performance results and subjective evaluations 
follow the same trends [11]-[13]. Thus, subjective 
evaluations may be practical in investigations of 
readability. 

Previous studies have suggested that character height 
has a marked influence on the readability of 
English/numerical characters [14]. On both VDTs and 
printed material, the character size required for 
readability of Japanese writing including Chinese 
characters is larger than that for alphanumerical 
characters [9][10]. Miyao et al. (1989) indicated the need 
for greater character height on CRTs with low resolution 
[2]. Character readability differs between CRTs and 
LCDs [3] [15]. Even using characters of the same size, 
readability may differ according to the specifications of 
the LCD or the typeface and form of characters. In 

addition, viewing distance probably increases in aged 
groups because near vision acuity decreases due to the 
influence of presbyopia in many subjects, but these 
influences differ markedly among individuals [11] [14]. 
Universal designs allow the transmission of information 
to all people including the elderly. 

In recent years, there have also been some studies on 
the readability of characters on mobile terminals 
[15]-[18], but research remains inadequate for 
standardization or the proposal of guiding principles. The 
use of character information on mobile terminals has 
expanded applications not only for personal 
correspondence but also to obtain social information, 
daily living information, disaster information [19], and 
other types of information. 

In this study, subjects (127 people: 19-76 years of age) 
evaluated the ease of reading of displayed characters. 
Five character sizes for traffic terms (2 mm, 4 mm, 6 mm, 
8 mm, and 10 mm) and two languages (Japanese and 
English) were used in the experiment. The experiment 
was conducted with the LCD in two positions: directly in 
front of the subject and the left diagonal position. The 
results showed that the directly frontal position was 
significantly more readable than the left diagonal 
position. The subjective evaluation of readability was 
done for both Japanese and English characters. The 
results showed that English characters were more 
readable than Japanese. 

Also, the results show that readability increased as 
character height increased. These results suggest that a 
small character size should not be used for car-navigation 
system displays. They also show a significant difference 
between the young and the elderly, with readability 
higher in the young than in the elderly. 

5. Conclusions 

Using a self-rated evaluation, display positions and 
character font sizes used in car-navigation system were 
subjectively evaluated for readability by people at 3 
different age levels, including the elderly. 

The character height with the best subjective 
evaluation of readability was 10 mm or 8 mm for the 
present experimental conditions. The subjective 
evaluation of readability of the 6 mm character height 
was slightly lower than the 8 to 10 mm character heights. 
The character heights of 2 mm and 4 mm had 
considerably poorer subjective evaluation of readability 
for all conditions. In the present experiment, 6 mm 
character height seems to be the minimal limit for 
readable car-navigation systems. 

It was found that subjective evaluation of readability 
decreased as the font size decreased in all age groups, 
and in both frontal and the left diagonal position s. In the 
subjective evaluation of readability of Japanese 
characters, significant differences were found between 
the age groups when the display was in the left diagonal 
position but not in the frontal position. Moreover, since 
Japanese characters displayed in the left diagonal 
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position were less readable than those in the frontal 
position, smaller Japanese characters in the left diagonal 
position were less readable for the elderly. On the other 
hand, English characters were more readable than 
Japanese ones, one reason for which may be that English 
characters are simpler than Japanese ones. 

Acknowledgment 
This work was supported by a Grant-in-Aid for 21st 

century COE “Frontiers of Computational Science”. 

References 

[1] Grandjean, E (ed).: Ergonomics in Computerized 
Offices, Taylor & Francis, London (1987) 

[2] Miyao, M., Hacisalihzade, S. S., Allen, J. S. and Stark, L. 
W.: Effect of VDT resolution on visual fatigue and 
readability: an eye movement approach, Ergonomics, 32, 
pp. 603-614 (1989) 

[3] Miyao, M., Ishihara, S., Furuta, M., Kondo, T., 
Sakakibara, H., Kashiwamata, M. and Yamada, S.: 
Comparison of readability between liquid crystal 
displays and cathode-ray tubes, Japanese Journal of 
Hygiene, 48, pp. 746-751 (1993) 

[4] Kroemer, K. H. E. and Grandjean, E (ed).: Fitting the 
Task to the Human, A Textbook of Occupational 
Ergonomics. 5th ed, Taylor & Francis, London (1997) 

[5] Scharff, L. F. V. and Ahumada, A. J.: Predicting the 
readability of transparent text, Journal of Vision, 2, pp. 
653-666 (2002) 

[6] Garland, K. J. and Noyes, J. M.: CRT monitors: Do they 
interfere with learning?, Behaviour & Information 
Technology, 23, pp. 43-52 (2004) 

[7] ISO 13406-2: Ergonomic requirements for work with 
visual displays based on flat panels –Part 2: Ergonomic 
requirements for flat panel displays, International 
Standard (2001) 

[8] ISO 9241-3: Ergonomic requirements for office work 
with visual display terminals (VDTs) –Part 3: Visual 
display requirements, International Standard (1992) 

[9] JIS S 0032: Guidelines for the elderly and people with 
disabilities - Visual signs and displays - Estimation of 
minimum legible size for a Japanese single character. 
Japanese Industrial Standards Committee (2003) 

[10] JIS Z 8513: Ergonomics - Office work with visual 
display terminals (VDTs) - Visual display requirements, 
Japanese Industrial Standards Committee (1994) 

[11] Hasegawa, S., Matunuma, S., Omori, M. and Miyao, 
M.: Aging effects on the visibility of graphic text on 
mobile phones, Gerontechnology, 4, pp. 200-208 (2006) 

[12] Hasegawa, S., Fujikake, K., Omori. M. and Miyao, M.: 
Visual Functions and Readability of Characters on 
Mobile Phone Liquid Crystal Displays, Proc. WWCS 
2007 (2007) 

[13] Hasegawa, S., Omori. M., Fujikake, K. and Miyao, M.: 
Readability of Characters on Liquid Crystal Displays in 
Mobile Phones, Proc. HCII 2007, pp. 510-517 (2007) 

[14] Omori, M., Watanabe, T. and Miyao, M.: Visibility of 
mobile phones -Display characteristics and visual 
function-, Proc. IEA 2003, pp. 560-563 (2003) 

[15] Isihara, S., Miyao, M., Kashiwamata, M., Furuta, M., 
Kondo, T., Sakakibara, H. and Yamada, S.: Do liquid 
crystal displays assure better readability than 
cathode-ray tubes?, Japanese Journal of Hygiene, 48, pp. 
752-756 (1993) 

[16] Omori, M., Watanabe, T., Takai, J., Takada, H. and 
Miyao, M.: Visibility and characteristics of the mobile 
phones for elderly people, Behaviour & Information 
Technology, 21, pp. 313-316 (2002) 

[17] Kubota, S.: Picture quality and readability of LCDs for 
mobile telephones, The Journal of the Institute of Image 
Information and Television Engineers, 57, pp. 989-994 
(2003) (in Japanese) 

[18] Fujikake, K., Mukai, M., Kansaku, H., Miyoshi, M., 
Omori, M. and Miyao, M.: Readability for PDAs and 
LCD monitors among elderly people, The Japanese 
Journal of Ergonomics, 40, pp. 218-227 (2004) (in 
Japanese) 

[19] Hasegawa, S., Sato, K., Matunuma, S., Miyao, M. and 
Okamoto, K.: Multilingual disaster information system: 
Information delivery using graphic text for mobile 
phones. AI & Society, 19, pp. 265-278 (2005) 

 
Author's note 

FUJIKAKE, Kazuhiro, (Member) 
Ph.D. in Information Science, 2008. 
Graduate School of Information 
Science, Nagoya University. 
Currently, he is a research department 
researcher at the Institute for Science of 
Labour. 
Areas of interest: Ergonomics, Human 
interface 
He is a member of the Japan 
Ergonomics Society and the Japan 
Association of Applied Psychology 
 
HASEGAWA, Satoshi, (Member) 
Ph.D. in Information Science, 2007. 
Graduate School of Information 
Science, Nagoya University. Currently, 
he is a professor at the Department of 
Information Culture, Nagoya Bunri 
University, where he studies and 
develops mobile information systems. 
He is a member of the Information 
Processing Society of Japan, Japan 
Ergonomics Society, and other 
associations. 
 

 

 



 モバイル学会  

モバイル学会誌 2011, vol. 1(1); pp. 3- 9  9 

OMORI, Masako, (Member) 
Affiliation: Faculty of Home 
Economics, Kobe Women's University. 
Assistant Professor 
Areas of interest: Ergonomics, Human 
interface, Color 
She is a member of the Japan 
Ergonomics Society, the Color Science 
Association of Japan, and 
Gerontechnology. 
 
Hiroki, Takada, (Non-member) 
PhD in Science, 2005, Dept. of 
Mathematics, Meijo University.  
Studied in Graduate School of 
Mathematics, Nagoya University. 
Currently an associate professor at Gifu 
University of Medical Science. His 
field of specialty is applied mathematics 
and non-linear analysis of biological 
signals. He is a member of the Physical 
Society of Japan, the Japanese Society 
for Hygiene. 

 
MIYAO, Masaru, (Member) 
Ph.D. in Medical Science, 1985, 
Graduate School of Medicine, Nagoya 
Univ., B.M.S., 1977, School of Med. 
Nagoya Univ., M.D., 1977.  
Currently a professor at the Information 
Technology Center, Nagoya Univ. 
His field of specialty is ergonomics and 
industrial health, and his current 
research focuses on the human interface 
of mobile phones and car-navigation 
systems. 

 
 
 
 

 

 



<<
  /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 /Warning
  /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
    /Cambria
    /Cambria-Bold
    /Cambria-BoldItalic
    /Cambria-Italic
    /CambriaMath
    /CourierStd
  ]
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /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.)
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
  >>
  /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


