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Abstract

Background: Surgical teams’ awareness of the time needed to perform specific phases of a surgical procedure is
likely to improve communication in the operating theatre and benefit patient safety. The aim of this study was to
assess surgeons’ awareness of time utilization and the actual time needed to perform specific phases of an
operation.

Methods: A survey was conducted to examine the method and design for a larger study. Interviews were
conducted with 18 surgeons, and surgical time was measured during 21 colon cancer resections. Correlation
analyses were performed to explore the factors that might affect operating time.

Results: The surgical phase with the greatest variation in time was dissection/resection (43–308 minutes). On a
group level, no statistically significant differences were found between estimated and measured surgical procedural
times for partial or full resections (160.4 versus 173.0 minutes, p = 0.539). However, interindividual variation was
substantial. There was a positive significant correlation between long duration of dissection/resection and longer
time to close the abdomen (r = 0.464, p = 0.039), as well as between long duration of a hand-sewn anastomosis
and time needed to close the abdomen (r = 0.536, p = 0.018).

Conclusions: It can be difficult for a single surgeon to estimate the time required for a partial or full surgical
procedure. A larger study might provide additional time estimates and identify variables that affect surgical time.
The data could be of interest in the planning and scheduling of surgical resources, thus improving theatre team
communication and patient safety.
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Background
Surgical procedures in operating theatres (OTs) are com-
plex, high-risk situations that require extensive coordin-
ation among individuals and teams [1]. When the surgical
programme is too extensive in relation to the present
workforce or the OTs available, which often occurs with
emergency procedures, a reprioritisation of the operating
programme becomes necessary and may lead to cancella-
tions of procedures or to OT staff being forced to work
overtime. Variability in the time required for surgical proce-
dures can complicate surgical scheduling and reduce oper-
ational efficiency [2].
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The time needed to perform defined surgical phases
of a colorectal cancer resection has not been well
described. A lack of knowledge regarding the time dis-
tribution of an operation and a lack of awareness
on the part of surgeons regarding actual surgical time
can complicate communications regarding the surgical
day’s schedule and lead to unnecessary intraoperative
interruptions. Thus, it is important to ascertain the
actual time required to perform specific phases of a
surgical procedure, as well as to examine the factors af-
fecting the duration of an operation.
Surgeons often become involved in intraoperative

planning decisions and changing priorities in the surgical
schedule. However, it can be difficult for a single surgeon
to estimate remaining surgical time, which can lead to
inappropriate interruptions during surgery. Patient safety
in the OT can be adversely affected by intraoperative
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interruptions and lack of communication [1,3,4]; OT effi-
ciency, quality of care, and patient safety rely on a high
standard of communication and teamwork [5,6].
Awareness of the time needed to perform specific

parts of a surgical procedure is thus likely to improve
communication in the OT and benefit patient safety. As
such, a survey was conducted to assess surgeons’ time
use awareness and to determine the actual time needed
to perform specific phases of an operation.

Methods
A pilot study was conducted to test the method and de-
sign of a full-scale study whose aim is to address the
hypothesis “there is a difference in the estimated and ac-
tual surgical time required for specified surgical phases”.
The department where the study was conducted is

part of an academic hospital, where both elective and
emergency surgical procedures are performed. Approxi-
mately 400 new patients with colorectal cancer are man-
aged each year.
Estimated surgical time was acquired through struc-

tured interviews. To avoid selection bias, we contacted
all surgeons employed at the hospital’s colorectal depart-
ment who were consultants or registrars in surgery. Of
19 surgeons asked via email to be interviewed, 18 agreed
to participate in the study. One surgeon was not able to
participate due to time constraints. Physicians who were
receiving their basic surgical training at the colorectal
0 50

Total operating time: Sum of the above.

Closure of the abdomen: The time from the
moment the surgeon gets the suture to the
fascia in the hand, until the skin is closed.

Stapled intestinal anastomosis: The time from
the moment the surgeon gets the staple

machine in the hand, until the anastomosis is
completed and any strengthening suture sewn.

Hand-sewn intestinal anastomosis: The time
from placement of the needle holder in the

surgeon´s hand, until the anastomosis is
completed and the suture is cut.

Dissection / Resection: The time between
opening of the abdomen and commencement of

the anastomosis.

Opening of the abdomen: The time from
placement of the scalpel/diathermy into the
hand of the surgeon until the abdomen is

opened. And the length of the insicion is what
inintially planned.

Figure 1 Definition and time required to perform specified surgical p
preoperative self-estimation of specified surgical phases compared with actual t
colon cancer resections. Mean values and definitions of phases.
department when the study was conducted were in-
formed about the study by email, as they could possibly
be involved in timing the surgical phases.
The interviews were conducted at the hospital over

two weeks in April 2012. The surgeon chose the time
and place, and the interviews lasted 4–30 minutes. The
question asked was “how long do you think it generally
takes to perform the following surgical phases when per-
forming a resection of the colon?” The operation was di-
vided into five defined phases, and the answers were
given in minutes and seconds (Figure 1).
The actual surgical times of 21 resections of the colon,

limited to open surgery and elective colon cancer resections
with a primary anastomosis, were measured during a six-
week period in April–June 2012. Only non-advanced (not
involving other organs) cancer resections were included.
Before the skin incision was made, when time-out accord-
ing to the World Health Organization (WHO) surgical
safety checklist [7] was performed, the operating room
nurse reminded the team that the surgical phases would be
timed. The time required for each surgical step was noted
in minutes and seconds on a questionnaire by the assistant
nurse, who also filled in the International Classification of
Diseases (ICD) code, body mass index (BMI), and year of
birth of the patient undergoing surgery. In every OT in the
investigated operating ward, there is a clock on the wall that
is visible, with some effort, to everyone in the room. How-
ever, the surgeons were specifically asked not to change
100 150 200

actual time (mean)

estimated time (mean)

hases of a colon cancer resection. Estimated time for 18 surgeons’
ime needed to perform the same phases in 21 elective, non-advanced
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anything in their operative approach on account of the time
measurements. Of the 22 procedures that were timed, one
procedure was excluded due to missing information, result-
ing in 21 analysed questionnaires.
Ethical approval of the study was granted by the

University of Gothenburg, as this survey was carried
out as a Master Degree Project in Nursing at the Institute
of Health and Care Sciences. Identities of the patients were
not noted on the questionnaires used in the OTs.
Statistical analysis
An independent t-test and Mann–Whitney U test were
used to determine differences in estimated and actual
times. All tests were two-tailed. The significance level
was set at p = 0.05, and the confidence interval (CI) was
95%. Pearson’s correlation test was used to analyse the
relationships between different variables. To avoid mass
significance, only the variables shown in Table 1 were
selected for correlation analysis.
IBM SPSS Statistics, version 20 (SPSS, an IBM Corpor-

ation, Somers, NY) was used for all statistical analyses.
Results
The surgeons who were interviewed responded to all of
the questions. The range of time estimates given by the
surgeons is illustrated in Figure 1 and Table 2. The
greatest range in estimated time was in the time for dis-
section/resection and total surgical time.
The age range of the included patients was 24–86

years (median = 71; interquartile range (IQR) = 63.5–
80.5; mean = 70.1; SD = 14.1). The range of BMIs of the
patients was 19.6–34.0 (median = 25.8; IQR = 24.3–28.0;
mean = 26.2; SD = 3.3). The following surgical proce-
dures were performed; nine right hemicolectomies, five
resections of the sigmoid colon, three left hemicolec-
tomies, two extended resections of the right colon (in-
cluding resection of the transverse colon), one subtotal
colectomy, and one ileocaecal resection. The 21 surgical
procedures were distributed among 12 surgeons—three
Table 1 Surgical phases and factors affecting a surgical proce

Opening of the abdomen – Closure of the abdomen

Dissection/resection – Closure of the abdomen

Dissection/resection – Hand-sewn intestinal anastomosis + Closure of t

Hand-sewn intestinal anastomosis – closure of the abdomen

BMI – Hand-sewn intestinal anastomosis + Closure of the abdomen

BMI – total time for surgical procedure

Age – total time for surgical procedure

Actual time needed to perform specified surgical phases in 21 elective, non-advanc
phases and also between those phases and patient specific factors.
*Correlation was considered significant at the 0.05 level.
were consultants, four were registrars in surgery, and
five were in surgical training.
The differences between estimated and actual time are

shown in Table 2 and Figure 1. At a group level, there
were no significant differences between mean estimated
and actual times for specific surgical phases or total sur-
gical time (160.4 versus 173.0 minutes; p = 0.539 by in-
dependent t-test; p = 0.921 by Mann–Whitney U test).
Variations in actual time are noted in Table 2. As with

the time estimates, variations were found mainly in the
dissection/resection phase and total surgical procedural
time.
As shown in Table 1, there was a positive significant

correlation between time needed for dissection/resection
and time needed to close the abdomen (r = 0.464, p =
0.039), and between time needed for hand-sewn anasto-
mosis and time needed to close the abdomen (r = 0.536,
p = 0.018). In contrast, no statistically significant correla-
tions could be found between BMI and total surgical
time (r = 0.046; p = 0.841) or between age and total sur-
gical time (r = 0.09, p = 0.698). There was also no correl-
ation between time needed to open the abdomen and
time needed to close the abdomen.

Discussion
The findings in this survey indicate that it is not benefi-
cial to ask an individual surgeon how much time a surgi-
cal procedure will take to complete or how much time is
needed for defined phases of a procedure. However, sur-
geons’ time estimates on a group level correlated well
with the actual measured time for specified surgical
phases and total surgical procedural time. There was a
correlation between the time taken for specific surgical
phases and the remaining time of a surgical procedure.
The main variation in time was found in the dissection/
resection phase.
Surgical procedural time will always vary, depending

on the procedure, the patient, the surgeon, the scrub
nurse, and the rest of the team in the OT. Both com-
plexity of the surgical procedure and the operating team
dure in time

r p r2

0.301 0.184 0.09

0.464 0.039* 0.21

he abdomen 0.128 0.602 0.17

0.536 0.018* 0.29

0.284 0.238 0.81

0.202 0.380 0.04

0.138 0.551 0.20

ed colon cancer resections explored with correlation analysis between surgical



Table 2 Estimated and actual surgical time

Estimated time n = 18 Actual surgical time n = 21

Median IQR Mean SD Range Median IQR Mean SD Range p*

Opening of the abdomen 10.0 9.5-15.0 11.8 3.6 7.0-20.0 10.0 6.5-12.0 10.8 5.5 4.0-26.0 0,485

Dissection/Resection 87.5 67.5-108.8 89.7 31.1 50.0-180.0 75.0 64.0–126.5 100.0 62.8 43.0-308.0 0,532

Hand-sewn intestinalanastomosis 20.0 15.0-25.0 20.6 5.6 15.0-35.0 23.0 16.0-27.0 24.5 11.3 11.0-56.0 0,193

Stapled intestinalanastomosis 10.0 7.8-15.0 12.1 6.4 3.0-30.0 15.5 10.0-15.5 15.5 7.8 10.0-21.0 0,486

Closure of the abdomen 25.0 20.0-30.0 26.2 11.1 15.0-60.0 27.0 19.0-34.5 27.5 8.5 14.0-44.0 0,693

Total time for surgical procedure 147.0 131.5-201.3 160.4 42.3 110.0-260.0 146.0 128.0-201.0 173.0 72.0 96.0-404.0 0,539

Estimated time for 18 surgeons’ preoperative self-estimation of specified surgical phases compared with actual time needed to perform the same phases in 21
elective, non-advanced colon cancer resections.
*independent t-test.
IQR = Inter Quartile Range.
SD = Standard Deviation.
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affect procedural time [8]. Our survey indicates that
there are relationships between variables that may be of
clinical relevance to surgical teams regarding intraopera-
tive planning and coordination of upcoming surgical
procedures. For planning of the continuous surgical day
schedule, actual time of the last phases of an operation—
hand-sewn anastomosis and closure of the abdomen—are
the most important factors. Correlation analysis showed
that the longer it took for dissection/resection and hand-
sewn anastomosis, the longer it took to close the abdomen.
One conclusion might be that after a long and probably dif-
ficult surgical procedure, the level of fatigue experienced by
the surgeon might result in more time needed for the last
phase, which is closure of the abdomen. Another plausible
conclusion is that a single surgeon who requires more time
than average to perform a hand-sewn anastomosis is likely
to require more than the average time to close the abdo-
men as well.
The main variation in actual time was seen in the dis-

section/resection phase. This finding can be partially ex-
plained by an outlier (dissection/resection time of 308
minutes) that was included in the analysis. That rela-
tively long surgery involved intra-abdominal adhesions,
which is not an uncommon occurrence at the investi-
gated department.
Operating surgeons often become involved in changes

in priorities in the surgical schedule. A single surgeon is
expected to be able to estimate the remaining procedural
time when asked during surgery, the intraoperative
interruption can be disturbing [9]. In addition, interrup-
tions during surgery can lead to a loss of concentration
and affect patient safety [4,10,11]. Knowing the actual
surgical time required could lead to a reduced number
of intraoperative interruptions and help scrub nurses
plan intraoperative care and the final phases of the pro-
cedure [12].
With knowledge of the widespread range in estimated

time, it is of importance and clinical relevance to obtain
actual times for specific phases and to ascertain the
factors affecting the length of a surgical procedure. This
new awareness could make it easier for all personnel in
the OT to estimate remaining procedural time. This
knowledge would also likely increase patient safety by
providing an instrument to facilitate communication and
teamwork in the OT, as communication shortcomings in
the OT can affect the result of a surgical procedure
[6,12,13]. In addition, knowing the actual times required
could simplify communication with the operating ward
coordinator in terms of planning the continuous surgical
day schedule and coordinating breaks and personnel
changes. Furthermore, the ability to schedule the surgi-
cal day more accurately in advance should lead to fewer
instances of opening the doors to the OT, which in turn
increases patient safety. Intraoperative disruptions lead
to longer surgical times, and door openings increase the
number of bacteria in the air, thus increasing the risk of
surgical site infection [14-16].
Surgical procedures today are often technically difficult

and require a very high quality of teamwork to ensure
that patient safety is not compromised. The modern OT
is a high-risk work environment with its high technology,
complexity, and potential for patient harm and adverse
events [1,17]. A benefit of improved team awareness of the
actual surgical time required for specific phases of an
operation is that the OT team can more easily determine
when a procedure is starting to take longer than usual. For
the surgeon, this knowledge would make it easier to know
when to request help from a senior colleague or when to
take a pause due to the long operation. Engelmann et al.
[18] showed that work breaks during complex laparoscopic
surgery can reduce a surgeon’s stress level without prolong-
ing the operation.
Although we could not find any previous studies regard-

ing time required to perform specific surgical phases of
colorectal cancer resection, Strum et al. [2] identified sev-
eral factors that affect the time needed to conduct a surgical
procedure. The main source of variability in surgical pro-
cedural time was surgeon effect; type of anaesthesia, age,
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gender, and American Society of Anaesthesiologists (ASA)
classification were additional factors. Strum et al. argued
that the costs of surgical procedures could be reduced
through improved scheduling of surgical resources [2],
which could also be true for the investigated department.
In addition, cancelled procedures lead to the use of un-
necessary resources and costs to society, as it is inconveni-
ent and might contribute to increased morbidity of the
affected patients [19].
This study has a number of limitations, mostly related

to the fact that it is a pilot study with a small sample
size. A power calculation based on the results of this
survey showed that with a 0.05 significance level and
80% power, we would need to recruit 25 surgeons to be
interviewed and 89 procedures to reveal a clinical rele-
vant difference of 30 minutes between estimated and ac-
tual procedural time. It should be possible to conduct a
study of a similar size in the investigated department in
less than a year. Although the sample size of this survey
is small, it can be regarded as a strength that 18 of 19 in-
vited surgeons participated in the interviews. Moreover,
only one of the 22 included surgical procedures was ex-
cluded. With the intent of avoiding selection bias [20] all
consultants and registrars and all open surgery resec-
tions of the colon with an anastomosis were included.
Another weakness is that the interviews were not con-
ducted under the same conditions. As much as possible,
the interviews were carried out in private, with as few
distractions as possible, and modified to accommodate
the often-busy surgeon to be interviewed. Both inter-
views and time measurement were conducted in a
contemporary period. Although the external validity of a
single-centre study can always be debated, the concept,
ideas, and main findings of this survey should be widely
applicable and easy to reproduce in different settings.
The small number of time measurements that were per-
formed in this study does not really permit any firm
conclusions regarding how much time it takes to per-
form specific surgical phases or what factors affect that
time. This study was designed to examine whether a
full-scale study is possible to implement in a similar way.
Ideas for future studies have emerged through this

survey. For purposes of coordinating and planning the
surgical day schedule, it would be important to know
the factors that affect the time requirement before the
patient arrives in the OT, as well as the factors that
affect the time after the surgical procedure. Likewise, it
would be of interest to study the correlation between
length of the incision in the fascia and time taken to
close the abdomen. Furthermore, it would be of rele-
vance to study the correlation between surgeons’ years
of experience and time needed for different phases of a
surgical procedure. It would also be of benefit to under-
take a similar survey with laparoscopic colon cancer
resections. Knowing which phases take longer to perform
could help in knowing where to improve operational effi-
ciency. Based on the experiences of this survey, this topic
will be investigated further in full-scale studies.

Conclusions
It can be difficult for a single surgeon to estimate surgi-
cal procedural time for a partial or full procedure. This
survey has given us an instrument with which to deter-
mine actual operating time for specified surgical phases.
If every member of the operating team has knowledge of
the time needed to perform specific parts of a colon can-
cer resection, teamwork in the OT is likely to improve.
Knowing actual surgical times can provide the operating
team with important knowledge to facilitate intraopera-
tive communication. Factors affecting surgical time and
actual times of surgical phases would be good instru-
ments to use when planning and scheduling the day’s
surgery schedule. A larger study is likely to provide
additional time estimates and identify variables that
affect surgical time.

Abbreviations
WHO: World Health Organization; ICD code: International Classification of
Diseases; BMI: Body Mass Index; CI: Confidence interval; IQR: Interquartile
range; ASA: American society of anesthesiologists classification.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contribution
Research design: All authors. Acquisition of data: SE. Analysis and
interpretation of data: All authors. Drafting the paper: SE, KK. Revising the
paper critically: All authors. Approving the submitted version: All authors.

Acknowledgements
This work was supported by grants from the Swedish State under the LUA/
ALF agreement, the Göteborg Medical Society, and the Anna-Lisa and Bror
Björnsson Foundation.
We acknowledge the support from Karin Hansson, the Ward manager of the
Operation Care Unit.
The authors are not aware of any affiliations, memberships, funding or
financial holdings that might be perceived as affecting the objectivity of this
paper.

Author details
1Institute of Health and Care Sciences, Sahlgrenska University Hospital,
Campus Östra, Gothenburg, Sweden. 2Department of Anaesthesia, Surgery,
and Intensive Care, Sahlgrenska University Hospital, Campus Östra,
Gothenburg, Sweden. 3Department of Surgery, Institute of Clinical Sciences,
Sahlgrenska Academy at University of Gothenburg, Campus Östra,
Gothenburg, Sweden. 4Department of Colorectal Surgery, Sahlgrenska
University Hospital, Campus Östra, Gothenburg, Sweden.

Received: 24 April 2014 Accepted: 19 June 2014
Published: 1 July 2014

References
1. Hu YY, Arriaga AF, Roth EM, Peyre SE, Corso KA, Swanson RS, Osteen RT,

Schmitt P, Bader AM, Zinner MJ, Greenberg CC: Protecting patients from
an unsafe system: the etiology and recovery of intraoperative deviations
in care. Ann Surg 2012, 256:203–210.

2. Strum DP, Sampson AR, May JH, Vargas LG: Surgeon and type of
anesthesia predict variability in surgical procedure times.
Anesthesiology 2000, 92:1454–1466.



Erestam et al. Patient Safety in Surgery 2014, 8:30 Page 6 of 6
http://www.pssjournal.com/content/8/1/30
3. Youngson GG, Flin R: Patient safety in surgery: non-technical aspects of
safe surgical performance. Patient Saf Surg 2010, 4:4.

4. D’Addessi A, Bongiovanni L, Volpe A, Pinto F, Bassi P: Human factors in
surgery: from Three Mile Island to the operating room. Urol Int 2009,
83:249–257.

5. Sexton JB, Makary MA, Tersigni AR, Pryor D, Hendrich A, Thomas EJ,
Holzmueller CG, Knight AP, Wu Y, Pronovost PJ: Teamwork in the
operating room: frontline perspectives among hospitals and operating
room personnel. Anesthesiology 2006, 105:877–884.

6. Gillespie BM, Chaboyer W, Longbottom P, Wallis M: The impact of
organisational and individual factors on team communication in surgery:
a qualitative study. Int J Nurs Stud 2010, 47:732–741.

7. Haynes AB, Weiser TG, Berry WR, Lipsitz SR, Breizat AH, Dellinger EP, Herbosa
T, Joseph S, Kibatala PL, Lapitan MC, Merry AF, Moorthy K, Reznick RK,
Taylor B, Gawande AA, Safe Surgery Saves Lives Study Group: A surgical
safety checklist to reduce morbidity and mortality in a global
population.
New Engl J Med 2009, 360:491–499.

8. He W, Ni S, Chen G, Jiang X, Zheng B: The composition of surgical teams
in the operating room and its impact on surgical team performance in
China. Surg Endosc 2014, 28:1473–1478.

9. Lingard L, Espin S, Whyte S, Regehr G, Baker GR, Reznick R, Bohnen J,
Orser B, Doran D, Grober E: Communication failures in the operating
room: an observational classification of recurrent types and effects.
Qual Saf Health Care 2004, 13:330–334.

10. Healey AN, Undre S, Vincent CA: Defining the technical skills of teamwork
in surgery. Qual Saf Health Care 2006, 15:231–234.

11. Healey AN, Sevdalis N, Vincent CA: Measuring intra-operative interference
from distraction and interruption observed in the operating theatre.
Ergonomics 2006, 49:589–604.

12. Riley R, Manias E, Polglase A: Governing the surgical count through
communication interactions: implications for patient safety. Qual Saf
Health Care 2006, 15:369–374.

13. Gillespie BM, Chaboyer W, Fairweather N: Interruptions and
miscommunications in surgery: an observational study. AORN J 2012,
95:576–590.

14. Andersson AE, Bergh I, Karlsson J, Eriksson BI, Nilsson K: Traffic flow in the
operating room: An explorative and descriptive study on air quality
during orthopedic trauma implant surgery. Am J Infect Contr 2012,
40:750–755.

15. Whyte W, Hodgson R, Tinkler J: The importance of airborne bacterial
contamination of wounds. J Hosp Infect 1982, 3:123–135.

16. Imai E, Ueda M, Kanao K, Kubota T, Hasegawa H, Omae K, Kitajima M:
Surgical site infection risk factors identified by multivariate analysis
for patient undergoing laparoscopic, open colon, and gastric surgery.
Am J Infect Control 2008, 36:727–731.

17. Haugen AS, Softeland E, Eide GE, Nortvedt MW, Aase K, Harthug S: Patient safety
in surgical environments: cross-countries comparison of psychometric
properties and results of the Norwegian version of the Hospital Survey
on Patient Safety. BMC Health Serv Res 2010, 10:279.

18. Engelmann C, Schneider M, Grote G, Kirschbaum C, Dingemann J, Osthaus A,
Ure B:Work breaks during minimally invasive surgery in children: patient
benefits and surgeon’s perceptions. European journal of pediatric surgery:
official journal of Austrian Association of Pediatric Surgery [et al.] = Zeitschrift fur
Kinderchirurgie 2012, 22:439–444.

19. Magnusson H, Felländer-Tsai L, Hansson M, Ryd L: Cancellations of elective
surgery may cause an inferior postoperative course: the ‘invisible
hand’ of health-care prioritization? Clinical Ethics 2011, 6:27–31.
Clin Ethics March 2011.

20. Gellerstedt M: Medicinsk Statistik. Mecrck Sharp & Dohme (Sweden) AB:
Malmö; 2004.

doi:10.1186/1754-9493-8-30
Cite this article as: Erestam et al.: A survey of surgeons’ perception and
awareness of intraoperative time utilization. Patient Safety in Surgery
2014 8:30.
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


	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contribution
	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 0.1000
  /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


