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Abstract

Background: Increasing numbers of elective surgical procedures are performed as day-cases. The impact of
ambulatory surgery on health-related quality of life in the recovery period has seldom been described.

Methods: We assessed health-related quality of life in 143 adult outpatients scheduled for arthroscopic procedures of
the knee and shoulder joints, laparoscopic cholecystectomy and inguinal hernia repair using the RAND 36-ltem Health
Survey preoperatively and one week after patients had returned to work or comparable normal daily routines.

Results: Postoperatively all patient groups reported significant improvements in bodily pain and vitality. Physical
functioning improved significantly in orthopedic and inguinal hernia patients. However, in the orthopedic groups,
postoperative scores for physical health were still relatively lower compared to the general population reference values.
Conclusions: Ambulatory surgery has a positive impact on health-related quality of life. Assessment of the recovery
process is necessary for recognition of potential areas of improvement in care and postoperative rehabilitation.
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Background

Ambulatory surgery is considered the standard of elective
operative care [1,2]. Cohort studies and clinical experience
indicate that the practice is safe. Major morbidity is rare
[3], discharge home is successful on the day of the oper-
ation [4,5], readmission to the hospital is seldom required,
and overall patient satisfaction is high [6,7].

Improved quality of life is one of the main end-points
following ambulatory surgery procedures. Patient-reported
outcome measures comprise an essential part in the
assessment of quality of surgical care and are recom-
mended for benchmarking [8]. Quality of recovery in the
early postoperative period has been assessed in several
studies [9-12]. However, patient assessed recovery after
the first postoperative week has been less frequently stud-
ied [13], and only few studies have evaluated health-
related quality of life during the period, when patients are
returning back to work and other daily routines [14-16].

Health-related quality of life describes the impact that
health has on the individuals/ functional ability, physical,
mental and social well-being [17]. The RAND 36-Item
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Health Survey and The Medical Outcomes Study Short
Form-36 Health Survey are probably the most widely
used, almost identical instruments for assessment of
quality of life. They are generic profile measures,
designed to be applicable to anyone, and to describe
quality of life by creating a multidimensional profile of
eight different health concepts [17].

The aim of this study was to evaluate the quality of
postoperative recovery in ambulatory surgery patients
undergoing four common outpatient procedures: in-
guinal hernia repair, laparoscopic cholecystectomy, and
arthroscopic procedures of the knee or shoulder joints.
Data was collected preoperatively and one week after the
end of the sick leave, using the RAND-36 instrument.
Postoperatively we expected to find an improvement in
several dimensions of patient-reported quality of life.
These findings are reported in the article.

Methods

The study was an optional part of a prospective, cross-
sectional, cohort study aimed to describe ambulatory
surgery practice in Finland, carried out between Febru-
ary and April 2007 at 14 day surgery units [6]. Consecu-
tive Finnish or Swedish speaking patients, aged 18 years
or older scheduled for day-case inguinal hernia repair
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(Hernia group), laparoscopic cholecystectomy (LCC
group), arthroscopic procedures of the knee (Knee
group) or shoulder joints (Shoulder group) were asked
to participate. The aim was to recruit 200 patients dur-
ing the study period, 50 patients from each surgical
group. Health-related quality of life was assessed pre-
and postoperatively using the validated Finnish version
of the RAND-36 questionnaire [18]. There were no
changes in standard care during the study period. Ethical
Committees of all participating hospitals accepted the
approval given by the Ethical Committee of the Hospital
District of Northern Savo.

Patients were recruited to the study at least one week
before surgery by telephone or at a preoperative visit by
anesthesiologists or nurses that were in charge of the
study at different units. Patients gave their written con-
sent after receiving oral and written information about
the study protocol.

The preoperative questionnaire was returned on the
day of the operation. The postoperative questionnaire
was given to patients before discharge from the ambula-
tory surgery units with instructions to be filled-in and
returned in a prepaid envelope one week after the
end of the sick leave, or a comparable time. Only
patients that returned both questionnaires were inclu-
ded in the analyses. Non-responding patients were not
contacted.
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Patient and procedure characteristics were documented
on separate standardized sheets by nurses at the ambula-
tory surgery units. An extranet database was provided for
the study by Intensium Ltd., a Finnish healthcare IT solu-
tion and service provider specialized in benchmarking.

The RAND-36 instrument is composed of 8 health
dimensions including altogether 36 items. The 10-item
dimension of Physical Functioning measures health-
related limitations due to physical activities, the 4-item
dimension of Role Limitations Due to Physical Health
Problems measures the extent to which health interferes
with working and other daily activities, the 2-item di-
mension of Pain measures pain frequency and its inter-
ference on health, the 5-item General Health dimension
measures health in general, the 5-item dimension of
Emotional Well-being measures general mood, depres-
sion, anxiety and well-being; the 3-item dimension of
Role Limitations Due to Emotional Problems measures
the extent to which emotional problems interfere with
work and daily activities, the 2-item dimension of Social
Functioning measures how health interferes with social
activities, and the 4-item Vitality dimension measures
how energetic or tired and worn out the patient feels. In
addition one item inquires about the individuals' present
health state compared to 12 months ago [17,18]. All
items are scored from 0 to 100, with high scores indicat-
ing good quality of life and high level of functioning
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Figure 1 Flow chart of patients recruited in the study. The percentage of postoperatively returned questionnaires is given for the number of
questionnaires that were returned preoperatively. *LCC = laparoscopic cholecystectomy.
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Table 1 Demographic data and clinical information

*

Knee Hernia LCC Shoulder
group group group group
(n = 44) (n=43) (n=33) (n =23)
Age (yr), median (range) 54 (19 -84) 54 (25-74) 51 (20-65 49 (23 -58)
Age group (yr)
16 - 44 23 21 27 35
45 - 64 64 60 70 65
65 - 74 " 19 3 0
75 -84 2 0 0 0
Sex (male/female) 45/55 91/9 24/76 70/30
ASA status™ (1/2/3) 50/50/0 42/49/9 61/36/3 61/35/4
Type of anesthesia
General 12 28 100 61
Local 37
Spinal 86 35
Interscalne 39
Missing 2
Operating surgeon
Specialist/resident 68/32 72/28 85/15 91/9
Unplanned admission 23 93 18 17

Demographic data and clinical information of different study groups. Figures
are shown as percentage (%), unless otherwise stated. "LCC = laparoscopic
cholecystectomy, “ASA status = American Society of Anesthesiologists
physical status classification system.

[18]. Of the 36 items, 20 are time-related. In the present
study time-related items covered the preceding four
weeks preoperatively and one week postoperatively.

The score for each health dimension is the mean value
of the item scores included in it. According to general
recommendations, mean dimension scores for each pa-
tient were calculated only when the minimum number
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of items required for each specific dimension were
answered [18]. Results are expressed as means and
standard deviations.

Intergroup comparisons between pre-and postoperative
dimension scores were performed using the Wilcoxon test
for two related samples. P values less than 0.05 were con-
sidered statistically significant. A change of at least six
points in mean scale scores was considered clinically im-
portant. The estimate for clinically important difference
was obtained from the literature [17-19]. According to ex-
pert opinion, a change of 6-10% on the breath of a rele-
vant instrument scale, or a difference of 10 in median
scores is considered clinically important.

Results

Patients were recruited during a three month-period at
11 units. The study was introduced to 221 patients, of
which 195 accepted to participate. Of these 143 (73%)
returned the postoperative questionnaire and were
included (Figure 1). Descriptive statistics of the patients
and procedures are shown in Table 1. Median time for
returning the postoperative questionnaires in the Knee,
Hernia, Laparoscopic cholecystectomy and Shoulder
groups were 31, 31, 23 and 66 days after surgery, re-
spectively. In the preoperative questionnaires only 0.5%,
and in the postoperative questionnaire 0.9% of items
(n=5148) were unanswered.

Figure 2 demonstrates the mean pre- and postopera-
tive scores for the eight health dimensions in the com-
bined study population. Overall, in the outpatient
population the mean scores for physical functioning and
bodily pain improved significantly but were postopera-
tively still slightly below the reference mean values of
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Figure 2 RAND-36 dimension scores. Scores for RAND-36 dimensions of health-related quality of life are shown for all study patients (n=143).
General Finnish population scores are given for reference. Values are mean. Differences between preoperative and postoperative mean values are
statistically significant for all dimensions: Role Emotional (P < 0.05), all others (P <0.005).
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the general Finnish population (n=2060) [18]. Table 2
shows the mean pre-and postoperative dimension scores
in each surgical group. Postoperatively the improvement
in mean scores measuring bodily pain and vitality was
clinically relevant and statistically significant in all pa-
tient groups. Physical functioning improved significantly
in both orthopedic groups and in the Hernia group,
while in the Laparoscopic cholecystectomy group phys-
ical activity remained at the same high level. Preopera-
tively the orthopedic patients experienced more
limitations due to physical health problems than the
other two patient groups. Orthopedic and laparoscopic
cholecystectomy patients reported improved social func-
tioning. The difference in pre —and postoperative scores
for interference of emotional problems in daily activities
was not statistically significant in any of the patient
groups. None of the postoperative mean dimension
scores decreased significantly compared to preoperative
values.

Table 2 Preoperative and postoperative mean scores
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Discussion
We studied health-related quality of life following four
typical outpatient procedures at the time when patients
had returned to work or comparable daily routines.
Patients" self- assessed health profiles were documented
pre- and postoperatively by the RAND-36 instrument.
Surgical care significantly improved patients® experience
of physical well-being and decreased bodily pain.
Overall, in the combined outpatient population a
significant improvement was seen postoperatively in
all dimensions of health-related quality of life. The
finding that the general population reference scores
were not reached in the relatively healthy study popu-
lation by the time of the postoperative assessment
probably indicates that rehabilitation was still going
on. A study using EuroQoL 5-dimensional Classification
Component Scores (EQ -5D) for assessment of health-
related quality of life in outpatients did not find noticeable
changes between preoperative and postoperative scores

Knee group Hernia group LCC® group Shoulder group
(n = 44) (n =43) (n=33) (n =23)

Physical Function Pre” 49.2 (29.5) 75.6 (20.0) 909 (13.1) 715 (17.5)
Post™ 644 (24.5) 836 (20.7) 89.7 (16.2) 79.7 (21.0)
P 0.001 0.01 NS 0.01

Role Physical Pre 313 (358) 55.2(39.9) 74.0 (36.8) 36.2 (42.5)
Post 56.8 (44.6) 64.5 (39.0) 68.9 (37.0) 62.0 (39.8)
P 0.000 NS NS 0.01

Bodily Pain Pre 44.0 (25.6) 64.1 (24.8) 63.2 (24.5) 40.0 (25.5)
Post 59.7 (24.2) 745 (23.6) 775 (21.6) 66.0 (28.0)
P 0.001 0.01 0.01 0.000

General Health Pre 588 (18.6) 63.7 (21.2) 64.7 (17.2) 60.2 (184)
Post 604 (20.2) 67.1 (20.6) 729 (18.8) 66.3 (189)
P NS NS 0.004 0.02

Vitality Pre 56.0 (22.1) 68.7 (21.8) 65.9 (20.3) 528 (22.8)
Post 64.7 (23.3) 77.7 (21.1) 77.0 (16.0) 664 (22.4)
P 0.02 0.002 0.000 0.01

Social Functioning Pre 676 (26.7) 84.9 (18.8) 80.5 (22.4) 727 (23.7)
Post 82.8 (20.0) 884 (20.7) 91.3 (14.5) 87.0 (16.2)
P 0.001 NS 0.002 0.01

Mental Health Pre 723(17.2) 81.6 (14.7) 7838 (15.1) 694 (22.5)
Post 782 (16.6) 85.2 (17.1) 85.6 (14.0) 79.7 (164)
P 0.01 NS 0.01 NS

Role Emotional Pre 59.8 (42.3) 752 (34.2) 823 (339) 68.1 (46.6)
Post 70.5 (40.6) 833 (29.7) 889 (25.9) 783 (39.7)
P NS NS NS NS

Preoperative and postoperative mean scores for each study group are shown for the eight dimensions assessed by the RAND-36 health-related quality of life
questionnaire. Values are mean (standard deviation). P-values for statistically significant differences between preoperative and postoperative mean scores are
shown for each surgical group. "LCC = laparoscopic cholecystectomy, “"Pre = Preoperative mean score, ~ Post = Postoperative mean score.
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two weeks postoperatively [14,20]. Our choice of a health
profile instrument may have been more sensitive in detect-
ing changes than a preference-based measure [17,21]. So
far there is no general agreement on the optimal instru-
ments for evaluating recovery and outcome following
ambulatory surgery [10,16]. Ideally such instruments
should allow comparison of care across studies.

However, a procedure-specific approach seems more
reasonable in the evaluation of outcome due to differ-
ences in the preoperative condition and postoperative
recovery profiles in different types of surgical care. The
surgical condition itself may have a significantly negative
impact on quality of life preoperatively. Previous studies
on patient-reported outcome following inguinal hernia
repair have reported similarly low preoperative scores as
seen in the present study [22]. In addition, significant
improvements in all RAND-36/SF-36 dimensions were
reported 6-months following inguinal hernia repair
[22,23]. This overall improvement was not experienced
by the inguinal hernia patients in present study, which is
probably due to an earlier time point of preoperative as-
sessment. The finding that postoperatively orthopedic
patients still experienced more pain and reported more
interference of physical health with working and daily
routines than the two other study groups may also indi-
cate that recovery was still going on at the time of the
evaluation. A recent study compared patient-reported
recovery profiles using an extended eight-item EQ5-D
questionnaire and found a longer time of at least 3
months to full recovery following outpatient arthro-
scopic procedures compared to a time of one month fol-
lowing outpatient inguinal hernia repair or cosmetic
breast augmentation surgery [16]. Slower recovery in the
arthroscopic group was indicated by patient-reported
surgical site-related disability.

Patients scheduled for ambulatory surgery may be
healthier than the general population, which should be
taken into account when analyzing the results. On the
other hand, healthy patients may rate sudden changes in
general health more incapacitating than patients with
chronic health states [24]. In our patient cohort age and
sex were not equally distributed in the study groups, and
data cannot be generalized to apply to all day surgery
patients undergoing the procedures in the present study.
Surgical care itself may have a positive placebo effect on
patients’ perception of health [25]. We did not recruit a
reference group of individuals not undergoing surgery.
Instead, we used the general Finnish population refer-
ence values for comparison [18].

The present study describes patients’ self-assessed
quality of life. We did not administer procedure-specific
instruments for more detailed information of functional
outcome in the different surgical groups, which is a limi-
tation in the interpretation of the data.
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The overall return rate (73%) of questionnaires in this
study was satisfactory for a mail surveys in general [26].
Long sick leaves and forgetfulness may have influenced
the low return rate (55%) in the shoulder surgery group.
Although the RAND-36 questionnaire is comprised of
several items, it is easy to administer and takes about 10
minutes to fill-in [17]. In this study completion of the
questionnaires was satisfactory. Automated electronic
communication by the internet or telephone text mes-
sage services may be a more practical option for routine
assessment of patient-reported outcome measures.

Conclusions

Patient-reported outcome measures, including health-
related quality of life are important indicators of quality of
care and outcome. Assessment of the quality and length of
recovery following specific procedures is necessary for rec-
ognition of potential areas of improvement in patient care
and rehabilitation. In the present study the generic
RAND - 36- instrument showed significant improvements
postoperatively especially in physical health at the time
when patients returned to work or comparable daily rou-
tines. Further studies are needed to determine the optimal
practice in the assessment of quality of life following am-
bulatory surgery procedures.

Competing interests
The authors do not have any competing interests.

Authors’ contributions

KM, MH and ML contributed to study design, conduct of study and
manuscript preparation. KM analyzed the data. All authors read and
approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements

We thank the anesthesiologists from the Intensium Consortium Study group that
were locally in charge of the data collection at different hospitals:

Departments of Anesthesiology and Intensive Care at South Karelia Central
Hospital; Juhani Toivonen, Central Ostrobothnia Central Hospital;Tuula Rajaniemi,
Kuopio University Hospital; Matti Turunen, Mikkeli Central Hospital;

Markku Nykanen, Oulu University Hospital; Tuula Kangas-Saarela, North Karelia
Central Hospital; Sirkka Kilpua, Tampere University Hospital; Riitta Sihvo,
Satakunta Central Hospital; Tuija Tallila, Vaasa Central Hospital; Tuula Vuorialho.
We thank Mervi Ihantola from Intensium Ltd. for her help in organizing the
electronic data collection from the pariticipating units.

Author details

'Department of Anesthesiology and Intensive Care Medicine, Jorvi Hospital,
Helsinki University Hospital, Espoo, Finland. “Department of Anesthesiology
and Intensive Care Medicine, Lappland Central Hospital, Rovaniemi, Finland.

Received: 12 April 2012 Accepted: 18 November 2012
Published: 5 December 2012

References

1. Castoro C, Bertinato L, Baccaglini U, Drace CA, McKee M, with the collaboration
of IAAS Executive Committee Members: Policy brief. Day surgery: making it
happen. Brussels: WHO European Centre for Health Policy; 2007.

2. NHS Modemisation Agency: 10 High impact changes for service improvement
and delivery: a guide for NHS leaders. London: NHS Modernisation Agency; 2004.

3. Engbaek J, Bartholdy J, Hjortso NC: Return hospital visits and morbidity
within 60 days after day surgery: a retrospective study of 18,736 day
surgical procedures. Acta Anaesthesiol Scand 2006, 50:911-919.



Mattila et al. BVIC Anesthesiology 2012, 12:30
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2253/12/30

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

Fortier J, Chung F, Su J: Unanticipated admission after ambulatory
surgery - a prospective study. Can J Anaesth 1998, 45:612-619.

Coley KC, Williams BA, DaPos SV, Chen C, Smith RB: Retrospective
evaluation of unanticipated admissions and readmissions after same day
surgery and associated costs. J Clin Anesth 2002, 14:349-353.

Mattila K, Hynynen M, for the Intensium Consortium Study Group:

Day surgery in Finland: a prospective cohort study of 14 day-surgery
units. Acta Anaesthesiol Scand 2009, 53:455-463.

Rudkin GE, Bacon AK, Burrow B, Chapman MH, Claxton M, Donovan B, Gibb D,
Weber LS: Review of efficiencies and patient satisfaction in Australian and New
Zealand Day surgery units: a pilot study. Anaesth Intensive Care 1996, 24:74-78.
Avery KN, Gujral S, Blazeby JM: Patient-reported outcomes to evaluate
surgery. Expert Rev Pharmacoecon Outcomes Res 2008, 8:43-50.

Wu CL, Berenholtz SM, Pronovost PJ, Fleisher LA: Systematic review and
analysis of postdischarge symptoms after outpatient surgery.
Anesthesiology 2002, 96:994-1003.

Herrera FJ, Wong J, Chung F: A systematic review of postoperative recovery
measurements after ambulatory surgery. Anesth Analg 2007, 105:63-69.
Swan BA, Maislin G, Traber KB: Symptom distress and functional status
changes during the first seven days after ambulatory surgery.

Anesth Analg 1998, 86:739-745.

Idvall E, Berg K, Unosson M, Brudin L, Nilsson U: Assessment of recovery
after day surgery using a modified version of quality of recovery-40.
Acta Anaesthesiol Scand 2009, 53:673-677.

Brattwall M, Warren Stomberg M, Rawal N, Segerdahl M, Jakobsson J, Houltz E:
Patients' assessment of 4-week recovery after ambulatory surgery. Acta
Anaesthesiol Scand 2011, 55:92-98.

Suhonen R, Virtanen H, Heikkinen K, Johansson K, Kaljonen A, Leppanen T,
Salanterd S, Leino-Kilpi H: Health related quality of life of day-case surgery
patients: a pre/posttest survey using the EuroQoL-5D. Qual Life Res 2008,
17:169-177.

Williams BA, Dang Q, Bost JE, Irrgang JJ, Orebaugh SL, Bottegal MT,

Kentor ML: General health and knee function outcomes from 7 days to
12 weeks after spinal anesthesia and multimodal analgesia for anterior
cruciate ligament reconstruction. Anesth Analg 2009, 108:1296-1302.
Brattwall M, Stomberg MW, Rawal N, Segerdahl M, Houltz E, Jakobsson J:
Patient assessed health profile: a six-month quality of life questionnaire
survey after day surgery. Scand J Public Health 2010, 38:574-579.

Hays RD, Morales LS: The RAND-36 measure of health-related quality of
life. Ann Med 2001, 33:350-357.

Aalto AM, Aro AR, Teperi J: RAND-36 as a measure of health-related quality of
life. Reliability, construct validity and reference values in the Finnish general
population. Helsinki: National Research and Development Center for Welfare
and Health; 1999. in Finnish, summary in English.

Osoba D, King M: Meaningful differences. In Assessing quality of life in
clinical trials. 2nd edition. Edited by Fayers P, Hays R. UK: Oxford University
Press; 2005:243-257.

Rabin R, de Charro F: EQ-5D: a measure of health status from the EuroQol
Group. Ann Med 2001, 33:337-343.

Kaarlola A, Pettild V, Kekki P: Performance of two measures of general
health- related quality of life, the EQ-5D and the RAND-36 among
critically ill patients. Intensive Care Med 2004, 30:2245-2252.

Fei L, Filippone G, Trapani V, Cuttitta D, lannuzzi E, lannuzzi M, Galizia G,
Moccia F, Signoriello G: Feasibility of primary inguinal hernia repair with a
new mesh. World J Surg 2006, 30:1055-1062.

Bitzer EM, Lorenz C, Nickel S, Dorning H, Trojan A: Patient-reported
outcomes in hernia repair. Hernia 2008, 12:407-414.

Carr AJ, Gibson B, Robinson PG: Is quality of life determined by
expectations or experience. BMJ 2001, 322:1240-1243.

Moseley JB, O'Malley K, Petersen NJ, Menke TJ, Brody BA, Kuykendall DH,
Hollingsworth JC, Ashton CM, Wray NP: A controlled trial of arthroscopic
surgery for osteoarthritis of the knee. N £ngl J Med 2002, 347:81-88.

Asch DA, Jedrziewski MK, Christakis NA: Response rates to mail surveys
published in medical journals. J Clin Epidemiol 1997, 50:1129-1136.

doi:10.1186/1471-2253-12-30

Cite this article as: Mattila et al: Health-related quality of life following
ambulatory surgery procedures: assessment by RAND-36. BMC
Anesthesiology 2012 12:30.

Page 6 of 6

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of:

¢ Convenient online submission

¢ Thorough peer review

* No space constraints or color figure charges

¢ Immediate publication on acceptance

¢ Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

* Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

( BiolVied Central




	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /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
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts 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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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 [595.440 793.440]
>> setpagedevice


