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Abstract

Aim: To perform quality control studies on testicular volume measurements for a multi-center epidemiological study
of male reproductive function. Methods: We constructed a data matrix with a balanced assignment for 2 consecutive
days by ten investigators (andrological career: 4-21 years) from five institutions and 12 male volunteers aged 20-26
years. Testicular volume was measured by Prader’s orchidometer. A skilled technician also performed an ultrasound
estimate of testicular volume. Results: A statistically significant inter-investigator variation was found for both testes
(P < 0.05). Inaddition, there was a statistically significant investigator-by-volunteer interaction in testicular volume
measurement (P < 0.01). However, there was no statistically significant difference in the two measurements performed
on consecutive days for either testis. The testicular volumes for both the right and left testes as estimated by ultrasonog-
raphy were smaller than results using the orchidometer. However, there was no statistical significance (P > 0.05). The
difference in experiences of the investigators did not significantly correlate with accuracy of measurements in either
testis. Conclusion: The present study revealed significant differences in the results of estimation of testicular volume
among the ten investigators, but intra-investigator variation was not considerable. Improved training and proper
standardization of the measurement will be necessary before starting a multi-center study based on an andrological
examination. (A4sian J Androl 2006 May; 8: 373-378)
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Quality control in physical examination

correlates with sperm count [3]. Therefore, accurate
measurement of testicular size in male infertility clinics
is important. Generally, testicular size has been calcu-
lated by measuring length, width and/or depth diameter
of the testes using calipers or has been measured using
an orchidometer [4]. Takihara et al. [5] developed
punched-out elliptical rings with the volume of the ellip-
soids indicated on each ring; correlation with actual tes-
ticular size determined by water displacement of testes
after castration was better than data obtained using
calipers. Although ultrasound measurement is generally
believed to provide a reliable estimatian of testicular size
[6-8], measurement by Prader’s orchidometer [4] has
been one of the most frequently-used conventional me-
thods in andrologic clinics. However, few studies have
compared intra/inter-investigator measurements as well
as inter-institutional values. We participated in an inter-
national epidemiological study of male reproductive func-
tion that was organized by Skakkebeak at Copenhagen
University [9]. As a part of this study, we determined
the current status and regional differences in young men’s
reproductive function in five cities in Japan. Before be-
ginning this research, we performed a quality control
study of testicular volume measurements.

We constructed a data matrix with a balanced as-
signment for 2 consecutive days using ten investigators
from five institutions and 12 volunteers. We analyzed
inter-investigator as well as intra-investigator variations
in the measurements of testicular volume.

2 Materials and methods

2.1 Subjects

Twelve healthy young male volunteers, university
students aged from 20 to 26 years, participated in the
present study. The volunteers had already participated
in an international epidemiological study on male repro-
ductive function in healthy young men. Four men had
no varicocele, 2 had Grade 1 varicocele, 3 had Grade 2
varicocele and 3 had Grade 3 varicocele according to the
Dubin and Amelar classification [10]. An experienced
urologist (Dr Teruaki Iwamoto) determined the grade.
All varicoceles were unilateral and left-sided. Ten urolo-
gists from five institutions having a mean of 11 years
(4-21 years) of clinical experience in an andrology clinic
served as investigators in this quality control study of
testicular volume measurement. There were two urolo-
gists from each of the five institutions.
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2.2 Measurements of testicular volume

Six volunteers were examined simultaneously in sepa-
rate consultation rooms. Each of the ten investigators
circulated between the rooms with 6 min allotted for each
measurement. Then another 6 volunteers were also ex-
amined in the same way. Testicular size was estimated
using Prader’s orchidometer [4] with graded sizes (1-2-
3-4-5-6-8-10-12-15-20-25 mL). The investigators were
allowed to interpolate and extrapolate between the dif-
ferent sizes of the ellipsoids. The measurements were
repeated using the identical procedure on the following
day. Examinations were performed blindly so that each
investigator did not know the results obtained by other
investigators. The consultation rooms were kept at 28°C
on both days without air conditioning.

2.3 Ultrasound measurement of testicular volume

Measurement of testicular volume by ultrasonogra-
phy was performed by a skilled technician on the first
day of the study using a combex scanner (SSD-2000;
Aloka Co. Ltd., Tokyo, Japan) with a 7.5 MHz transducer.
Scanning was performed in the longitudinal and trans-
verse plane and testicular volume (/) was calculated af-
ter measuring the longitudinal axis (4) and two perpen-
dicular dimensions (B, C) using the following formula
[11-12]:

V=0.71 x A x Bx C (1).

2.4 Statistical methods
2.4.1 Comparisons of testicular volume in 12 volun-
teers measured by ten investigators

Measured volumes of left and right testes were com-
pared using both paired and unpaired z-tests. In the paired
t-test, left and right measurements were matched with
each other in the same volunteers, whereas right and left
datasets were treated independently in the unpaired ¢-
test.

Intra-investigator variation between measurements
performed on consecutive days and inter-investigator varia-
tion were evaluated by analysis of variance (ANOVA). To
determine to what extent the variation is a result of
investigators, institutions, day of measurements, testis
sides, as well as volunteers, the total dataset was sub-
jectedto a5 x 10 x 2 x 2 x 12 (institutions X investiga-
tors x days x sides [left and right] x volunteers) mixed-
model ANOVA with institutions, investigators and volun-
teers as random effects and days and sides as fixed
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effects, and investigators nested within institutions [13].
Institutions and volunteers were cross-classified random
effects, as were investigators and volunteers. The two
fixed effects were also modeled as crossed. The model
included interactions of all non-nested factors. Variance
components for random factors and variance because
of fixed factors were calculated by setting the observed
means squares equal to the expected mean squares.

2.4.2 Relation between clinical experience of investiga-
tors and measurement skill

To evaluate the relation between the clinical experi-
ence of investigators and measurement skill using the
orchidometer, we computed the deviation of estimation
of testicular volume in the j-th investigator (j =1, 2, ...,
10) from the results of ultrasonography. Therefore, we
computed the sum of squares (SSQ;) of the deviations
defined as follows:

$SQ, =2 (1 = Vi)’ (),

where u; is the testicular volume from ultrasonography
for the i-th volunteer (i = 1,2, ...,12), and Vj; is the esti-
mated volume for the i-th volunteer by the j-th investiga-
tor using the orchidometer. The summation suffix & is
the number of volunteer, but it varies from 1 to 24 in
Eqn 2, corresponding to a total of 24 measurements for
12 volunteers with a repetition. Then, the relationship
between years of clinical experience of the j-th investi-
gator and SSQ); was evaluated by linear regression analy-
sis for both left and right testes.

3 Results

3.1 Mean volumes of left and right testes

The mean + SD of the measured volumes of the left
and right testes measured in the 12 volunteers by the ten
investigators were (19.1 £ 5.4) mL (n = 240; 95% confi-
dence interval [CI]: 18.4-19.7 mL) and (20.7 + 5.0) mL

(n =240; 95% CI: 20.1-21.3 mL), respectively (Table 1).
The mean volume of right testes was 1.6 mL larger than
that of left testes. Statistically significant difference
(P <0.001) was found using both the paired and unpaired
t-tests. The testicular volumes for both the right and left
testes as estimated by ultrasonography were smaller than
results using the orchidometer. However, there was no
statistical significance (P > 0.05) (Table 1).

3.2 Intra-investigator and inter-investigator variation

We summarized the results of ANOVA in Table 2.
Between two datasets corresponding to repeated mea-
surements performed on two consecutive days, no sta-
tistically significant difference was detected (P = 0.708).

The variation among investigators nested within each
institution was statistically significant (P = 0.017); however,
the variation among institutions was not followed by a
statistical significance.

The variance component for volunteers was readily
discriminable from zero and was larger than that for in-
vestigators nested within institutions. The variance com-
ponent for the interaction of investigators and volunteers
was of the same magnitude as that for investigators alone,
and was likewise statistically significantly different from
zero (P =0.008). This indicated that testicular measure-
ment by an investigator varies by one or more character-
istics of a volunteer.

Strong statistical evidence of a difference (P < 0.001)
between measurements of volume of left and right testes
is shown in Table 2, as was consistent with the results
of t-test.

The results of testicular measurements in the 12 vo-
lunteers are summarized in Figure 1 (left testes) and Fi-
gure 2 (right testes) by box plots. Each box represents
the distribution of 20 measurements obtained by the 10
investigators in the two consecutive days. In both Fi-
gures 1 and 2, various types of distribution of testicular
measurements are represented. In addition, there are
several values evaluated as outliers.

Table 1. Statistical parameters from measurements of the left and right testicular volumes in mL. P < 0.001, compared with the right side;

2P >0.05, compared with the ultrasound measurement. CI, confidence interval.

Estimation by orchidometer

Ultrasound measurement

Side n mean (mL) SD 95% CI n mean (mL) SD
Both 480 19.9¢ 52 19.4-20.3 24 18.7 7.4
Left 240 19.1° 5.4 18.4-19.7 12 17.0 7.1
Right 240 20.7 5.0 20.1-21.3 12 20.5 7.6
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3.3 Relation between variations in estimation and tes-
ticular size

The coefficients of variation; that is, the ratio of stan-
dard deviation to the mean computed in the each box in
Figures 1 and 2 ranged from 5% (Volunteer No.11, right
testis) to 21% (Volunteer No.1, right testis), are illustrated
in Figure 3. The coefficients of variation were signifi-
cantly dependent on size for both the left (» =—0.84,
P <0.001) and right (» = 0.91, P <0.0001) testes.

3.4 Clinical experience of investigators and reliability
of testicular volume measurements

The relation between the sum of squares from Eqn 2
and clinical experience of investigators in years is illus-

Table 2. Results of ANOVA. NCV means non computable value
which is so tiny close to zero that it was obtained as negative value
in the numerical computation.

- Estimated Probability
Source of variation

trated in Figure 4 for both testes. There was an identical
tendency that the sum of squares slightly decreased with
increases in investigator experience. However, the cor-
relation was not statistically significant for either the left
(r=-0.28, P=0.43) or right (»r =—0.20, P = 0.58) testis.

4 Discussion

In measuring testicular volume with Prader’s
orchidometer, which is one of the most frequently-used
conventional methods, clinical experience is sometimes
required to obtain satisfactory accuracy [14]. Actually, a
significant variation among investigators in measurements
using Prader’s orchidometer was detected by Carlsen et al.
[14]. The coefficients of variation computed for each
testis ranged from 5% to 21% in our investigation
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Single components
Institution NCV 0.75
Investigator nested within institution 1.30 0.017
Day of measurement NCV 0.708
Testis side 1.28 <0.001
Volunteer 23.00 <0.0001
Cross components including investigator
Investigator x Volunteer 0.98 0.008
Investigator x Day of measurement 0.08 0.23
Investigator x Testis side 0.40 <0.001
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Figure 1. Box plots of estimated testicular volume of the left testis
of the 12 volunteers by ten investigators. The 25th and 75th percen-
tiles of the data define the top and bottom of the rectangles. The
bullet and bar in the box indicate the median and mean, respectively.
Upper and lower vertical segments express the maximum and mini-
mum except for outliers indicated by open circles.
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Volunteer number

Figure 2. Box plots of estimated testicular volume of the right testis
of the 12 volunteers by ten investigators.
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Figure 3. Plots of the coefficient of variation (%) in the estimation
of testicular volume. The value of coefficient of variation among 10
investigators’ estimation for each testis is expressed by closed (left
testes) and open (right testes) squares with linear regression lines
(solid line, left testes; dotted line, right testes).
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Figure 4. Plots of the sum of squares of deviation and clinical expe-
rience of the investigators in the left (closed circle) and right (open
circles) testes. The sum of squares of the deviation is a measurement
of deviation in estimation using the orchidometer from the results of
ultrasound measurements for the each investigator. Regression lines
are also indicated for left (solid line) and right (dotted line) testes.

(Figure 3). This could be considered comparable to the
observation by Carlsen ef al. [14] of an inter-observer
error in testis size of 16%.

The gradations of volume in the present orchidometer
are 5 mL for measurements larger than 15 mL. Therefore,
it might be proposed that the larger the testicular volume,
the larger the variation in estimation. However, our re-
sults showed that the coefficients of variation decreased
with larger testis volume. However, this finding might
imply that there is a risk that the larger variation in mea-
surements of smaller testes might result in overlooking a
diagnosis of infertility by physical examination.

The mean = SD of the measured volumes of the left
and right testes measured in the 12 volunteers by the ten
investigators were 19.1 + 5.4 mL (n = 240; 95% CI: 18.4—
19.7 mL) and (20.7 = 5.0) mL (n = 240; 95% CI: 20.1-
21.3 mL), respectively as summarized in Table 1. These are
within the range of normal adult testicular size from 13.8 mL
to 21.4 mL that is proposed by Takihara et al. [5] in Japa-
nese men.

The mean volume of right testes was significantly
larger than that of left testes, with a 1.6 mL difference
(Table 1). This was similar to results obtained using a
wooden orchidometer by Jorgensen et al. [15] from
Finland, Estonia and Denmark. However, there are 8
men with unilateral left varicocele among the present 12
volunteers. Therefore, there is a possibility that the dif-
ference of the testis size was affected by the varicoceles
in the left testes.

The variance component for the interaction of in-
vestigators and volunteers was of the same magnitude

as that for investigators alone, as summarized in Table 2.
This suggests that the variance for an investigator varied
as a function of one or more characteristics of a volunteer,
the most obvious candidate characteristic being mean
testicular volume of the volunteer. In fact, variation in
an investigator’s measurement of testicular volume var-
ied with mean testicular volume of the volunteer, as dis-
played in Figure 3.

Ultrasound measurement is generally believed to give
a more precise estimate of testicular size than measure-
ments using an orchidometer; also, usually smaller vol-
umes compared to those using an orchidometer have been
reported [6, 8, 14]. In agreement with those studies, we
found lower estimates using ultrasound than using the
orchidometer. The difference among means from ultra-
sonography and orchidometer in Table 1 is not statisti-
cally significant. However, the difference would become
larger and statistically significant if we used the coeffi-
cients p/6 instead of 0.71 in Eqn 1 [8].

Fuse et al. [7] concluded that ultrasonography should
be the preferred method when quantitative estimates of
testicular volume are required. However, the usage of an
orchidometer is still clinically valuable for a rapid and rough
assessment of spermatogenesis and sexual maturation.

Accuracy of measurement of testicular size using an
orchidometer is dependent on experience [4, 14]. Therefore,
in our study, the difference among the individual investiga-
tors might have reflected differences in past experience.
Using results from ultrasound measurements, we evalu-
ated the accuracy of the estimates by the present
investigators. Ultrasound can be considered a reliable
means of evaluation: Tajima [16] observed precise co-
incidence of testicular volume by ultrasound measure-
ment with the volume of 34 actual testes extracted from
17 Japanese men. Values of SSQ; from Eqn 2, that is,
the sum of deviations of orchidometer estimations from
the results of ultrasonography, showed no statistically
significant dependence on clinical experience of the in-
vestigators (Figure 4). Therefore, the present study does
not show a precise association between investigator ex-
perience and the quality of measurement.

Practically, it is difficult for many investigators from
various institutions to get together and diagnose an identi-
cal group of volunteers or patients at one time. Therefore,
in multi-center studies, the random effect model has some-
times been used to estimate variance components from a
dataset with a partial lack of measurements [14, 17, 18].
However, our data is balanced; that is, all measurement
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data were completely obtained for both investigators and
volunteers. In this context, the significance of the re-
sults of the present measurements is notable.

In conclusion, the present study revealed statistically
significant differences in the results of testicular volume
estimation among ten investigators, but intra-investiga-
tor variation was not considerable. In this context, im-
proved training and proper standardization of measure-
ment techniques such as periodic comparison with ul-
trasonography will be necessary before starting a multi-
center study based on andrological examinations and clini-
cal experience at infertility clinics.

Acknowledgment

This study was supported by Health Science Re-
search Grant 10130201, 1315050 from the Japanese
Ministry of Health, Labour and Welfare. Shiari Nozawa,
Mariko Nakanome and Miki Yoshiike assisted with tech-
nical arrangement for epidemiological study on male re-
productive function in healthy young men.

References

1 Sherins RJ, Howards S. Male infertility. In: Walsh PC, Gittes
RF, Perlmutter AD, Stamey TA, editors. Campbell’s Urology,
Sth edn. Philadelphia: W. B. Saunders; 1986. p640-97.

2 Behre HM, Yeung CH, Nieschlag E. Diagnosis of male infer-
tility and hypogonadism. In: Nieschlag E, Behre H, editors.
Andrology, 2nd edn. Berlin: Springer-Verlag; 2001. p87-114.

3 Setchell BP, Brooks DE. Anatomy, vasculature, innervation
and fluids of the male reproductive tract. In: Knobil E, Neill J,
editors. The physiology of Reproduction. New York: Raven
Press; 1988. p753—-836.

4 Prader A. Testicular Size: Assessment and clinical importance.
Triangle 1966; 7: 240-3.

5  Takihara H, Sakatoku J, Fujii M, Nasu T, Cosentino MJ,
Cockett AT. Significance of testicular size measurement in
adrology. I. A new orchiometer and its clinical application.
Fertil Steril 1983; 39: 836-40.

6  Behre HM, Nashan D, Nieschlag E. Objective measurement

-378-

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

of testicular volume by ultrasonography: evaluation of the
technique and comparison with orchidometer estimates. Int J
Androl 1989; 12:395-403.

Fuse H, Takahara M, Ishii H, Sumiya H, Shimazaki J. Mea-
surement of testicular volume by ultrasonography. Int J Androl
1990; 13:267-72.

Lenz S, Giwercman A, Elsborg A, Cohr KH, Jelnes JE, Carlsen
E, et al. Ultrasonic testicular texture and size in 444 men from
the general population: correlation to semen quality. Eur Urol
1993;24:231-8.

Baba K, Nishida T, Yoshiike M, Nozawa S, Hoshino T,
Iwamoto T. Current status of reproductive function in Japa-
nese fertile men: international collaborative project on a study
of partners of pregnant women. Int J Androl 2000; 23 Suppl
2:54-6.

Dubin L, Amelar RD. Varicocele size and results of varico-
celectomy in selected subfertile men with varicocele. Fertil
Steril 1970; 21: 606-9.

Schiff JD, Li PS, Goldstein M. Correlation of ultrasonographic
and orchidometer measurements of testis volume in adults.
BJU Int 2004; 93: 1015-7.

Shiraishi K, Takihara H, Kamiryo Y, Naito K. Usefulness and
limitation of punched-out orchidometer in testicular volume
measurement. Asian J Androl 2005; 7: 77-80.

Neter J, Wasserman W, Kutner MH. Applied linear statistical
models, 2nd edn. Homewood: Richard D. Irwin; 1987. p1000—
30.

Carlsen E, Andersen AG, Buchreitz L, Gensen NJ, Magnus O,
Matulevicuus V, et al. Inter-observer variation in the results
of the clinical andrological examination including estimation of
testicular size. Int J Androl 2000; 23: 248-53.

Jorgensen N, Carlsen E, Nermoen I, Punab M, Suominen J,
Andersen AG, et al. East-West gradient in semen quality in the
Nordic-Baltic area: A study of men from the general popula-
tion in Denmark, Norway, Estonia and Finland. Hum Reprod
2002; 17:2199-208.

Tajima M. Testicular measurement by test size orchidometer.
Acta Urol Jpn 1988; 34: 2013-20.

Oda E, Ohashi Y, Tashiro K, Mizuno Y, Kowa H, Yanagisawa
N. Reliability and factorial structure of a rating scale for amyo-
trophic lateral sclerosis. Brain and Nerve 1996; 48: 999-1007.
Yonenobu K, Abumi K, Nagata K, Taketomi E, Ueyama K.
Interobserver and intraobserver reliability of the japanese or-
thopaedic association scoring system for evaluation of cervi-
cal compression myelopathy. Spine 2001; 26: 1890-5.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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 /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 false
  /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 <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


