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Abstract
Reports concerning maintenance energy requirements (MER) in dogs are common but most of the data cover laboratory or utility dogs. This study estab-
lishes those of healthy adult pet dogs and the factors which cause these energy requirements to vary. Within the framework of a nutrition teaching exercise,
each student followed a pet from his entourage and gathered accurate records of its feeding habits. Data have been restricted to healthy adult dogs with an
ideal body weight (BW) which did not vary more than 5 % during the study period. A total of 319 eligible records were analysed using multiple linear
regression. Variation factors such as ownership, breed, sex and neutered status, bedding location, temperament and feeding habits were then analysed indi-
vidually using a non-parametric model. Two models result from this study, one excluding age (r2 0·813) and a more accurate one which takes into con-
sideration the age in years (r2 0·816). The second model was assessed with the main variation factors and shows that: MER (kcal) = k1 × k2 × k3 × k4 ×
k5 × 128 × BW0·740 × age−0·050/d (r2 0·836), with k1 the effect of the breed, k2 the effect of sex and neutered status, k3 the effect of bedding location, k4
the effect of temperament and k5 the effect of the type of feed. The resulting model is very similar to the recommendations made by the National Research
Council (2006) but a greater accuracy was obtained using age raised to a negative power, as demonstrated in human nutrition.

Key words: Canine nutrition: Maintenance energy requirements: Allometric equations: Pet dogs

An analysis of the current prevalence of obesity in pet dogs
leads to the alarming observation that 20–40 % of occidental
adult pet dogs are overweight(1,2). Despite the multiplication
of data available on the subject, the energy requirements of
pet dogs are not fully understood. A recent meta-analysis iden-
tified a total of 102 publications on the subject(3). However,
most of the studies were performed in laboratory conditions
on kennel dogs, which preclude an accurate prediction of
pet dogs’ maintenance energy requirements (MER), as this
population is not representative of the needs of household
pets(4). Most available data are therefore limited by the hus-
bandry of the animals in the associated study. Each pet dog
population also differs from another with respect to elements

such as breed types, activity levels, proportion of neutered
subjects and lifestyle, where energy requirements vary accord-
ing to ambient temperature(4–6). Consequently, data from a
geographical area must be considered carefully before being
used in another location. Finally, most studies concerning
dog energy requirements have small sample populations. The
meta-analysis conducted by Bermingham et al.(3) reviewed a
sample of 713 dogs out of twenty-nine publications which
contained an average of only 24·6 dogs by study.
The objectives of this study were (a) to determine the allo-

metric exponent that best fits the French pet dog sample for
the calculation of metabolic weight, (b) to determine if the
energy needs are a function of age raised to some power
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and, (c) to propose an allometric equation that more accurately
reflects the energy requirements of French pet dogs.

Materials and methods

Data collection

Participating students from the École Nationale Vétérinaire de
Toulouse, France, were asked to follow an adult dog (≥1 year
old, healthy, owned and fed the same way for 2 months) from
their entourage. The student had to be either the dog’s owner
or a close relative or friend of the owner. The student had to
accurately collect a detailed description of the pet and its feed-
ing habits, with recordings of all ingested food, and an assess-
ment of the body condition score (BCS, on a scale of 9)(7).
Data were collected over a period of more than 10 years as
an exercise of carnivore nutrition teaching. To be included
in the study, a reliable description of the nutritional compos-
ition had to be available and the quantity ingested accurately
recorded. The composition had to be documented directly
from the food packages and collected as part of the file.
The amounts of food distributed at each meal or as snacks
had to be weighed using an electric scale every day for several
weeks, and controlled by the rate of consumption of a bag or a
pack. Dogs were weighed weekly by the students and the dog’s
weight had to remain stable, i.e. not vary by more than 5 % for
a period of at least 1 month. The BCS had to remain the same,
i.e. at 4 or 5 on a scale of 9, as selected dogs were at their ideal
body weight (BW). The temperament of dogs was subjectively
assessed by the students. The metabolisable energy content of
food was calculated with National Research Council 1974 and
1985 factors for homemade food and complete commercial
food, respectively.

Statistical methods

All the forms and nutritional tables from the dogs’ diets have
been gathered in a unique spreadsheet in order to be processed
using statistical analysis methods. The statistical analysis has
been performed using R Core Team software and R
Commander(8,9) (version 3.2.2). The allometric equation
aBWb was used to determine the relationship between the
energy for maintenance and the ideal BW (in kg). Multiple
regression analysis was used to examine the independent
effects of (ideal) BW and also of BW and age on the energy
requirements (kcal). Regarding allometric exponents, all mea-
surements were analysed after natural logarithm transform-
ation. The individual effects of all other factors taken into
consideration in the study (ownership, breed, sex, neutering
status, bedding location, temperament, type of diet and diet
quality) were assessed with Kruskal–Wallis H tests followed
by the Wilcoxon signed-rank test for all factors with more
than two distinct levels.

Exclusion criteria

All dogs with a diagnosed disease or with a weight varying by
more than 5 % or with an ideal weight differing from actual

weight have been removed from the study. All dogs aged
less than 1 year, dogs working more than 1 h per d and
dogs living in cages or in kennels were also excluded.

Results

Sample description

A total of 319 dogs of 4·91 (SD 3·49) years old and of
seventy-eight different breeds formed the study population.
The ten most represented breeds were Labrador retriever
(n 25), Border collie (n 14), Belgian shepherd dog (n 14),
golden retriever (n 13), German shepherd dog (n 12), fox ter-
rier (n 11), Yorkshire terrier (n 10), Brittany spaniel (n 9),
Beauce shepherd dog (n 9) and Pyrenean shepherd dog
(n 8). The sex ratio was 0·87, with a slight majority of males
(n 171) compared with females (n 148). Of the dogs, 24·3 %
of the males and 55·4 % of the females were neutered.
Dogs were owned by the student performing the study
(n 49), by parents of the student (n 110), by another member
of the student’s family (n 23), by another veterinary student
(n 17), with the remainder (n 25) not falling into the previous
categories. The owner was not clearly identified for n 95 sub-
jects. Most of the dogs spent the night inside the owner’s
house (n 192), v. n 42 that lived exclusively outside (night
and day). For the remaining dogs (n 85), the living location
was not clearly identified. With respect to behaviour, dogs
were mostly considered as normal (n 138), as active (n 112),
and more rarely as calm (n 58). Behaviour of dogs was subject-
ively assessed by the student and compared with the score
done by the owner. Eleven dogs were excluded as they were
not clearly identified as belonging to one of these categories.
As for diet, the majority of the dogs were fed with a unique
commercial dry food (n 274), but some of them consumed
commercial moist food (n 13), a mix of at least two commer-
cial products (n 11), a mix of a commercial product and left-
overs (n 15) or a homemade diet composed of products
destined exclusively for human consumption (n 6). Almost
all of the dogs were fed once (n 149) or twice (n 147) per d,
with a minority of subjects fed ad libitum (n 16), or three
(n 6) or four times per d (n 1).

Energy requirements for maintenance

Overall, mean BW was 23·18 (SD 13·55) kg (ranging from 1·1
to 80·0 kg). BW and MER were defined with MER = 119 ×
BW0·732/d (r2 0·813), as a function of the dog BW (in kg),
or MER = 128 × BW0·730 × age−0·050/d (r2 0·816), as a func-
tion of BW and age (in years). As this second model allowed
for a better correlation, energy requirements were expressed in
kcal × kg0·730 × year−0·050/d further in the study.

Individual effects of ownership, breed, sex and neuter status,
husbandry and activity

There was no perceived effect of ownership on MER of dogs,
with similar requirements in dogs belonging to students and
others (Table 1, P = 0·42).
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There was no difference in the MER (in kcal × kg0·730 ×
year−0·050/d) with respect to the breed for the ten most repre-
sented breeds in the study (considered without any grouping).
Mean requirements for these breeds are shown in Table 2.
However, significant differences appeared when groups were
considered either for high (Belgian and Beauce shepherd
dogs), low (Labrador and golden retriever) or average energy
requirements (Border collie, German shepherd dog, fox ter-
rier, Yorkshire terrier, Brittany spaniel, Pyrenean shepherd
dog and others breeds) (Table 1). Some retrievers and shep-
herd dogs had a significantly different MER from other
dogs (P < 0·001). Consequently, when considering this group-
ing, a correctional factor ranging from 0·88 for Labrador and
golden retrievers to 1·09 for Belgian and Beauce shepherd
dogs was justified.
Surprisingly, only the MER for spayed bitches was signifi-

cantly lower than that of the entire non-spayed female

population (P < 0·01). This justifies a correcting factor of
0·85 on MER for neutered females.
Dogs that spent days and nights outside had a higher MER

than dogs staying inside the owner’s house at night (P < 0·05).
This difference resulted in a correcting factor of 1·05 on MER
for dogs sleeping outside.
There was no significant difference on the MER regarding

the temperament of the dogs when comparing calm and nor-
mal. Dogs with active temperaments needed greater MER
than the others (P< 0·05). This justified a correcting factor
of 1·05 on MER of active dogs.
Concerning the type of diet, only dogs fed a mixture of

commercial products and leftovers seemed to show a higher
MER (P < 0·05) but the small size of this group (n 15) and
the high standard deviation concerning such diet make the
results inconclusive. Finally, there was no effect of meal fre-
quency on MER.
Consequently, the MER may be calculated using the follow-

ing equation:

MER = ki × 128× BW0·730 × age−0·050/d,

with ki, the correction factor for breed (0·88 for Labrador and
golden retriever, 1·09 for Belgian and Beauce shepherd dogs),
sex and neutered status (0·85 for spayed bitches), bedding
location (1·05 for dogs sleeping outside) and temperament
(1·05 for active dogs), respectively. However, the interactions
between ki could not be studied together, as inconstant vari-
ability of these prevented this study.

Discussion

This study conducted on 319 healthy adult French pet dogs
aimed to determine the MER as a function of ideal BW.

Table 1. Effect of owner, breed, sex and neutering status, bedding location, temperament and type of diet on maintenance energy requirements (in kcal ×

kg0·730 × year−0·050/d) of adult healthy pet dogs*

(Mean values and standard deviations)

Factor Level n Mean SD P

Full sample 319 128·0 42·2
Owner Veterinary student 66 141·8 58·6 NS

Others 158 134·2 39·1
Breed Belgian and Beauce shepherd dogs 23 147·2a 33·4 <0·001

Labrador and golden retrievers 38 119·4b 24·3
Others 258 135·3c 44·4

Sex and neutered status Entire females 37 139·3a 30·2 <0·01
Entire males 56 131·2ab 25·6
Neutered females 46 118·9b 24·4
Neutered males 18 131·1a,b 40·0

Bedding place Outside 42 142·2a 24·6 <0·05
Inside 192 135·3b 45·0

Temperament Normal and calm 196 132·8a 47·5 <0·05
Active 112 138·8b 31·7

Kind of food Commercial dry complete 274 132·6a 28·5 <0·01
Commercial moist complete 13 102·9a 36·2
Mix of commercial 11 121·5a 33·9
Commercial and leftovers 15 195·1b 121·4
Homemade diet 6 147·7a 86·5

a,b,c Mean values within a column (factor) with unlike superscript letters were significantly different.

* If there are missing data, the sum of dogs considered for each factor may be different from 319.

Table 2. Maintenance energy requirements (in kcal × kg0·730 × year−0·050/d)
of the ten main breed and other dogs (dogs belonging to other breeds but

in low numbers)

(Mean values and standard deviations)

Breed n Mean SD

Labrador retriever 25 120·7 25·1
Border collie 14 135·6 23·3
Belgian shepherd dog 14 143·7 33·0
Golden retriever 13 116·8 23·5
German shepherd dog 12 139·5 19·5
Fox terrier 11 171·1 33·1
Yorkshire terrier 10 122·0 28·3
Brittany spaniel 9 126·9 32·3
Beauce shepherd dog 9 152·7 35·3
Pyrenean shepherd dog 8 136·9 33·4
Others 194 133·9 37·9

3

journals.cambridge.org/jns



Our results showed that MER is also a function of age, show-
ing a slight decrease with time, as in humans. Thus, MER of
these pet dogs can be expressed as a constant multiplied by
the BW to the power 0·730 and multiplied by the age to the
power −0·050. This also varies as a function of breed, neu-
tered status, temperament and bedding location.
To the authors’ knowledge, this is the first MER study con-

ducted on pet dogs in France. The sampling method, using the
participation of veterinary students, allowed the constitution of
a large sample with objective observations and avoided the use
of veterinary clientele. Although it was conducted at the veter-
inary school based in Toulouse, students originate from every
part of France, which increases the relevance of the conclu-
sions at a national level. The students allowed us to conduct
a feeding study in dogs for more than 1 month and only
dogs with variation in BW of less than 5 %, free from disease,
and having a good BCS, were included. Only dogs with a low
activity level, i.e. less than 1 h/d of forced activity such as
hunting or agility in addition to spontaneous exercise, were
retained. In other words, working dogs were not considered
in this study. Indeed, the time and intensity of work or training
would have led to considerably higher energy requirements
with a large disparity of MER.
Of the 579 records in the database, 260 were excluded

because the eligibility criteria were not met or the data were
incomplete (no BCS or ideal weight mentioned, unstable
BW). The participation of veterinary students enabled the col-
lection of a large sample. Students were trained prior to the
study in order to reduce discrepancies in data collection meth-
ods. The recruitment of dogs may have been biased as the
dogs of students and their relatives were probably better fed,
more regularly walked and better monitored than the dogs
of the general French population. However, no differences
were observed between the ownership groups.
Our results show that metabolic weight for the sample

population was equal to the BW raised to the power 0·730,
which is similar to the results obtained by Brody et al.
(1934)(10), who proposed an allometric exponent of 0·73.
However, since the use of the 0·75 allometric exponent pro-
posed by Kleiber in 1961 for practical reasons, most authors
calculate energy needs of dogs and express it in kcal ×
kg0·75/d, as suggested by the National Research Council(4).
It should be noted that the difference between 0·73 and
0·75 in the exponent leads to a difference of more than 7 %
for a 30 kg animal. Furthermore, this allometric exponent is
very different from 0·67 (2/3) used in cats or in species
where mature and young animals are physiologically similar(11),
which might be true for all mammals, except dogs. Indeed,
with increasing mature size, dogs become relatively taller at
the shoulder and narrower at the hip(12). The brain and several
visceral organs including the liver and gastrointestinal tract
become relatively smaller with increasing mature weight(13).
In the proposed model, MER is proportional to the age

raised to a negative power, in an allometric equation compar-
able with the one proposed in dogs(5) and in humans(14,15).
Consequently ‘metabolic age’ can be defined as the age to
the power of −0·050. Even if the exponent value seems to
be insignificant, feeding a 5-year-old dog the same amount

of energy as a 1-year-old dog with equal ideal BW can have
significant consequences, such as excess weight or obesity.
Otherwise, if the amount of energy dispensed is not decreased
with age, this could lead to a weight gain of 5·6 or 7·7 kg per
year, at 5 or 10 years, respectively, for a 30 kg dog.
Factors such as breed, sex and neuter status, husbandry and

activity were studied with a non-parametric model because the
inconstant variability of these factors prevented an assessment
of possible interactions between the different factors. Although
breed was responsible for a clear tendency in the variation on
MER, inter-individual variability prevented a conclusive result.
The significant variation in breeds resulted in a low headcount
per breed. Consequently, several breeds were grouped, even
breeds with a relatively ‘large’ headcount (n≥ 8). Finally,
three groups were considered, the retrievers group combining
the Labradors and the golden retrievers, the shepherd dog
group combining the Belgian shepherd dog and the Beauce
shepherd dog and a final group, constituted of all remaining
dogs in the study population. The results obtained should be
considered carefully as it is likely that a number of breeds
were not sufficiently represented in this sample to show signifi-
cant difference with other dogs. Moreover, even if retrievers
seem to have a lower and some shepherds a higher MER
than average, this observation is difficult to extrapolate for all
retrievers and shepherds. With respect to neutered dogs, the
only significant difference shown by the study was for spayed
bitches. Perhaps, the low headcount of castrated males could
explain this result. This would have to be confirmed using a
larger sample of dogs. Consequently this study cannot con-
clude if castrated males do or do not require a corrective factor
when calculating their MER. The bedding location justifies a
corrective factor for the dogs that spend day and night outside.
This is to be considered with the variation of energy require-
ments as a function of ambient temperature(4–6). This result
only concerns metropolitan France and should be considered
more carefully before extrapolation to other geographical
regions. Moreover, breed is likely to be correlated with energy
needs within different ambient temperatures, as it was
observed in Pennsylvania by increasing the MER during winter
for Labradors and beagles, but not for Siberian huskies(5).
Likewise, temperament, linked to spontaneous activity, has an
influence on MER. Indeed, dogs with an active behaviour
have significantly raised MER when compared with dogs
with a normal or calm temperament. This experimental proto-
col did not take into account the leisure activity linked to sport
or work because only pet dogs were considered.
In conclusion, the work of veterinary students allowed an

estimation of MER of pet adult dogs. The allometric equation
derived as a result of their work shows a significant correlation
with previous estimates. In addition, the assessment of the
individual pet dogs’ requirements could be improved if infor-
mation on breed, sex, neutered status, bedding place and tem-
perament is taken into account.

Acknowledgements

All the authors contributed to the evaluation of the data and
the preparation of the manuscript. The authors are thankful

4

journals.cambridge.org/jns



for the assistance of Faouzi Lyazrhi (École Nationale
Vétérinaire de Toulouse; ENVT) for statistical advice and all
the veterinary students who contributed.
There was no financial support.
There were no conflicts of interest.

References

1. Lund EM, Armstrong PJ, Kirk CA, et al. (2006) Prevalence and risk
factors for obesity in adult dogs from private US veterinary prac-
tices. Intern J Appl Res Vet Med 4, 177–186.

2. McGreevy PD, Thomson PC, Pride C, et al. (2005) Prevalence of
obesity in dogs examined by Australian veterinary practices and
the risk factors involved. Vet Rec 156, 695–702.

3. Bermingham EN, Thomas DG, Cave NJ, et al. (2014) Energy
requirements of adult dogs: a meta-analysis. PLOS ONE 9, e109681.

4. National Research Council (2006) Energy. In Nutrient Requirements of
Dogs and Cats, pp. 22–48. Washington, DC: National Academies
Press.

5. Finke MD (1991) Evaluation of the energy requirements of adult
kennel dogs. J Nutr 121, S22–S28.

6. Ahlstrøm Ø, Redman P & Speakman J (2011) Energy expenditure
and water turnover in hunting dogs in winter conditions. Br J Nutr
106, Suppl. 1, S158–S161.

7. Laflamme D (1997) Development and validation of a body condi-
tion score system for dogs. Canine Pract 22, 10–15.

8. R Core Team (2015) R: A Language and Environment for Statistical
Computing. Vienna, Austria: R Foundation for Statistical
Computing. https://www.R-project.org/ (accessed January 2016).

9. Fox J (2005) The R Commander: a basic statistics graphical user
interface to R. J Stat Softw 14, 1–42.

10. Brody S, Procter RC & Ashworth US (1934) Basal meta-
bolism, endogenous nitrogen, creatinine and neutral sulphur excre-
tions as functions of body weight. Missouri Agr Exp Sta Res Bull 220,
1–40.

11. Heusner AA (1982) Energy metabolism and body size. I. Is the
0.75 mass exponent of Kleiber’s equation a statistical artifact?
Respir Physiol 48, 1–12.

12. Kirkwood JK (1985) The influence of size on the biology of the
dog. J Small Anim Pract 26, 97–110.

13. Meyer H, Kienzle E & Zentek J (1993) Body size and relative
weights of gastrointestinal tract and liver in dogs. J Vet Nutr 2,
31–35.

14. Livesey G (1987) Energy and protein requirements the 1985 report
of the 1981 Joint FAO/WHO/UNU Expert Consultation. Nutr
Bull 12, 138–149.

15. Black AE, Coward WA, Cole TJ, et al. (1996) Human energy
expenditure in affluent societies: an analysis of 574 doubly-labeled
water measurements. Eur J Clin Nutr 50, 72–92.

5

journals.cambridge.org/jns

https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/
https://www.R-project.org/

	A new model for evaluating maintenance energy requirements in dogs: allometric equation from 319 pet dogs
	Materials and methods
	Data collection
	Statistical methods
	Exclusion criteria

	Results
	Sample description
	Energy requirements for maintenance
	Individual effects of ownership, breed, sex and neuter status, husbandry and activity

	Discussion
	Acknowledgements
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /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 150
  /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 400
  /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 <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


