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Abstract
Summary The prevalence of radiographically ascertained
vertebral fractures in a random sample of 413 in Mexican
men is 9.7% (95% CI 6.85–12.55). Increase of vertebral
fracture rises with age from 2.0% in the youngest group (50–
59 years) to 21.4% in the oldest group (80 years and over).
Introduction This is the first population-based study of
vertebral fractures in Mexican men using a standardized
methodology reported in other studies.

Methods The presence of radiographic vertebral fractures
increases with age. This same pattern was found in
Mexican women with steady age increments, but the higher
prevalence of fractures in women starts at age 70, whereas
in men, the higher prevalence starts a decade later (80 years
and over).
Results The standardized prevalence per 1,000 men
50 years and over in the Mexican population for the year
2005 is 65.8 (95% CI 29.9–105.5), and it is 68.6 (95% CI
32.2–108.7) in the US population for the year 2000.
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Vertebral fractures

Introduction

In the last decade, osteoporosis and fragility fractures in
men received more attention than previously because of
new awareness of those conditions on the health system.
They account for one-third of all fractures in individuals
50 years and over and for one-fourth of the total costs
associated with fractures [1]. It has also been documented
that fragility fractures in men lead to higher morbidity and
mortality than women [2, 3]. Vertebral fractures in men
have been associated with reduced function, increased
dependency, and poor quality of life. Men with symptom-
atic vertebral fractures commonly complain of back pain,
loss of height, and kyphosis; they also have significantly
less energy, poor sleep patterns, more emotional problems,
and impaired mobility when compared with age-matched
control subjects. About 20% of asymptomatic vertebral
fractures that get clinical attention occur in men [4].

It has been suggested that race and geography might
play a role in the different figures of fragility fractures in
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men. Whites have a higher rate than African-Americans,
and Asians have a lower likelihood of having hip fractures.

In Mexico, one out of 20 Mexican men and one out of
12 Mexican women older than 50 years of age will sustain
a hip fracture [5]. The rate of radiographically defined
vertebral fractures in Mexican women is high [6] (overall
rate of 19.2%), but no data regarding the epidemiology
of vertebral fractures in men have been published. The aim
of the present study was to determine the prevalence of
radiographically defined vertebral fractures by age in a
random sample of Mexican men over 50 years and to
identify potential conventional risk factors associated with
vertebral fractures in this group.

Methods

Study design

A radiographical survey was designed for this study; 413
Mexican men were included from a population-based
random sample in the city of Puebla. The random
probability sample was generated with the advice of the
National Institute of Geography and Statistics (INEGI) in
Mexico. We used the last census available to build a
stratified sample of 100 men for the following age group-
ings: 50–59, 60–69, 70–79, and ≥80. We used the
demographic information available from every district and
group of households blocks within the city and we used the
maps and cartography provided by INEGI during the
survey.

Before the study began, a training workshop was held
with the interviewers to review the questionnaire and
survey methods.

Eligible men participated in a face-to-face interview in
their homes; after the interview, they were asked to have
lateral X-rays of the thoracic and lumbar spine taken. If a
man was unable or unwilling to participate, he was replaced
by the first man available of the same age stratum, making
home visits to houses from right to left of the first assigned
house in the same block of households until a man who
fulfilled the criteria was found.

The protocol was submitted to and approved by the
Institutional Review Board, and a written consent of all
participants was obtained before the interview.

Questionnaire

The questionnaire used was originally designed for Latin
American Vertebral Osteoporosis Study (LAVOS) [6]. All
questions were developed based on the questionnaires of
two large studies, the European Prospective Osteoporosis
Study (EPOS) and the Study of Osteoporotic Fractures

(SOF) [7, 8], and collected self-reported data on demo-
graphics, lifestyle factors, and conventional risk factors for
osteoporosis [9]. To assess dietary calcium, we included a
semi-quantitative food questionnaire validated in Spanish
for the Mexican population [10]. The Sistema de Nutri-
mientos (SNUT) program was used to compute dietary
calcium in milligram per day. Commercial calcium supple-
ment intake was calculated according to names and daily
doses reported by participants. Alcohol intake was calcu-
lated in grams per day (gr/day) using the SNUT program
and categorized accordingly to the World Health Organiza-
tion Audit Program [11] as: never for the subject who did
not report alcohol intake, mild from 1-10 gr/day, moderate
from 11-40 gr/day, and severe for more than 40 gr/day. The
questions assessed the frequency and type of alcoholic
beverage during the last year. Physical activity was assessed
in minutes per day in accordance to time spent in various
activities, including walking, dancing, and cycling among
others, and computed for 1 week in the previous year
during these activities. Height (cm) was determined by a
stadiometer to the nearest 0.1 cm; weight (kg) was assessed
using a regularly calibrated scale to the nearest 0.1 kg; and
the body mass index (BMI) was computed as weight (kg)
divided by the square of the height (m2), usually defined as
a BMI of 19–24.9, overweight 25–29.9, and obese >30. All
other risk factors were self-reported. The questionnaire was
originally used for the LAVOS study, terms were for
clarification, and the instrument was standardized. We
found a 16.5% nonrespondent rate during the survey.

Radiology

Lateral thoracic and lumbar spine radiographs were taken with
a 40" tube-to-film distance according to a standard protocol
that included details concerning positioning of subjects and
radiographic technique. Radiographs were taken with the
subject in the left lateral position. The breathing technique was
used for the thoracic films. The thoracic film was centered at
T7 and the lumbar film at L2. All radiographic studies were
done in the same department and collected in our morphom-
etry center in Mexicali. A sample of radiographs was sent to
the same center early in the study to verify quality assessment
and compliance with the protocol.

All study radiographs were digitized using an AccuTab®
table, and vertebral dimensions were measured by place-
ment of six points defining the margins of each vertebral
body using a cursor with a peripheral device that enters the
value of vertebral height in software specially designed to
create a database. Six points were marked on each vertebral
body from T4 to L4 to define vertebral shape and
to describe three vertebral heights—Ha (anterior), Hm
(medial), and Hp (posterior)—using the same criteria as
SOF [12, 13].
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The central reader was trained at the San Francisco
Coordinating Center to ensure that the positioning of points
was similar to that used in the Study of Osteoporotic
Fractures and the Beijing Osteoporosis Project [14]. To test
the comparability of the method, a random sample of 10%
of Mexican radiographies were sent to San Francisco for
morphometric measurements. A good degree of agreement
(kappa=0.77, 95%CI 0.64–0.90) was found between read-
ers at the San Francisco Coordinating Center at San
Francisco and the Mexican Morphometry Center regarding
the identification of normal and abnormal vertebras.

Definition of vertebral deformity

We used the modified Eastell criteria to define vertebral
fracture, and we used the same criteria used in SOF to place
the six points in each vertebra [15, 16]. This method starts
by deriving normal values of vertebral dimensions from the
study population using the statistical trimming method
described by Black [12]. The reference normal values for
the Latin American countries participating in this study
were derived by a biostatistician (L.P.) at the San Francisco
Coordinating Center.

A fracture was diagnosed in a vertebral body based on
measurements of vertebral heights. A fracture was defined
if there was a reduction of three SDs or more from the
normal mean for the vertebral level of anterior-to-posterior
or middle-to-posterior heights ratios. In addition, a vertebral
body was defined as fracture if both the ratio of posterior-
to-adjacent posterior and the anterior heights-to-adjacent
anterior were reduced by three SDs or more from normal
values.

Analysis

The prevalence of asymptomatic vertebral fractures was
calculated for each age stratum with a 95% confidence
interval. A man with at least one vertebral deformity was
considered a case of vertebral fracture. The prevalence of
the different risk factors was also estimated in this group.
We use a bivariate analysis to estimate the odds ratio and
95% confidence interval; this was followed by a multivar-
iate method—Cox regression model as suggested by Barros
AJ and Hirakata [17] to adjust for the different risk factors
and the prevalence ratio with 95% confidence interval was
estimated. Additionally, we estimated the odds ratios using
a logistic regression model (full model and stepwise) as
both methods are widely used to report this type of
findings. Finally, the prevalence of vertebral fractures was
age-standardized with the direct method against Mexican
and US populations for comparison [18, 19]. Statistical
analyses were performed using Statistical Package for the
Social Sciences (12th edition).

Results

The present analysis is based on a total sample of 413 men
who had morphometric measurements of their spine radio-
graphs. Table 1 shows the prevalence of vertebral fractures
by age strata. As expected, the prevalence of vertebral
fracture steadily increased from ages 50–59 years to over
80 years, with a prevalence of 2% (95% CI −0.74–4.70)
among those 50–59 years to 21.4% (13.45–29.27) in those
80 years and over (p=0.0001).

The prevalence of potential risk factors for fracture is
shown in Table 2. It is important to note the high

Table 1 Prevalence of vertebral fractures per age strata

Age Total N (num. of fx) PV 95% IC

50–59 101 (2) 1.9 (0–4.7)

60–69 103 (8) 7.6 (2.4–12.8)

70–79 106 (8) 7.6 (2.5–12.6)

80> 103 (22) 21.4 (13.3–29.4)

Table 2 Characteristics of participants

Variable Mexican men n=413

Age (mean ± sd) 68.99±11.64

Height (mean ± sd) 159.77±6.69

Weight (mean ± sd) 69.39±12.05

Maternal history of Fx 2.4%

Personal history of Fx 13.3%

Body mass index

Underweight 1.2%

Normal 27.4%

Overweight 49.4%

Obese 22.0%

Height loss 42.4%

Calcium ≥800 mg 17.9%

Use of steroids 1.0%

Smoking

Current smoking 22.8%

Ever smokers 40.4%

Never smokers 36.8%

Alcohol intake

Never 46.0%

1–10 gr/day 48.9%

10–40 gr/day 0.5%

>40 gr/day 4.6%

Physical activity

≥30 min/day 48.2%

Osteoporos Int (2010) 21:1523–1528 1525



prevalence in some of these factors: a little over 40% of
the sample had height loss and the proportion of men who
were overweight and obese was very high (49.4 and
22.0%, respectively); almost half the sample (48.2%) met
the minimal recommendations of physical activity
(≥30 min/day). Less than one-fourth (22.8%) were active
smokers, and only 17.9% of the sample included ≥800 mg
of calcium in their diets. The multivariate analysis shows a
tendency for height loss, but there are no significant
differences in any of the risk factors evaluated between the
fracture and nonfracture groups (see Table 3). The
standardized prevalence per 1,000 men 50 years and over
in the Mexican population for the year 2005 are 65.8 (95%
CI 29.9–105.5), and they are 68.6 (95% CI 32.2–108.7) in
the US population for the year 2000.

Discussion

This is the first study that reports the prevalence of
vertebral fractures in Mexican men in which there was
an overall prevalence of 9.7% (95% CI 6.85–12.55). The
prevalence of vertebral fractures in men is half the
prevalence estimated for women (19.2% 95% CI 15.3–
33.0) recently published in the LAVOS study using the
same methodology [6]. The presence of vertebral fractures
rises with age from 2.0% in the youngest group (50–
59 years) to 21.4% in the oldest group (80 years and over).
This same pattern were found in Mexican women with
steady age increments, but the higher prevalence in
women starts at age 70, whereas in men, the higher
prevalence starts a decade later (80 and over). Different

Table 3 Risk factors for vertebral fracture in Mexican men

Variablea N 413b % Bivariate OR (IC 95%) p value Multivariate OR (IC 95%) p value

Maternal history of fractures

No 39/403 9.7 1 1

Yes 1/10 10.0 1.04 (0.02–7.84) 0.97 1.37 (0.15–12.64) 0.77

History of fracture

No 32/358 8.9 1 1

Yes 8/55 14.5 1.73 (0.69–4.23) 0.28 1.57 (0.612–4.03) 0.34

Body mass index

Underweight 0/5 0

Normal 12/113 10.6 1 1

Overweight 19/204 9.3 0.86 (0.38–1.98) 0.85 1.09 (0.47–2.50) 0.82

Obese 9/91 9.9 0.92 (0.34–2.50) 0.95 1.65 (0.59–4.58) 0.33

Height loss

No 11/198 5.6 1 1

Yes 26/175 14.9 2.97 (1.35–6.63) 0.068 2.08 (0.94–4.61) 0.06

Calcium dietary

<800 mgs 34/339 10.0 1 1

≥800 mgs 6/74 8.1 1.26 (0.48–3.50) 0.77 0.66 (0.25–1.74) 0.40

Smoking

Never 12/152 7.9 1 1

Ever 19/167 11.4 1.50 (0.66–3.42) 0.37 1.45 (0.64–3.29) 0.37

Current 9/94 9.6 1.24 (0.46–3.13) 0.37 1.56 (0.58–4.21) 0.37

Alcohol intake gr/d

Never 23/190 12.1 1 1

1–10 16/202 7.9 0.67 (0.30–1.28) 0.44 0.74 (0.35–1.58) 0.40

11–40 0/2 0

>40 1/19 5.3 0.40 (0.01–2.82) 0.48 0.46 (0.05–3.89) 0.48

Physical activity

0–29 min/day 16/117 13.7 1 1

≥30 min/day 13/199 6.5 0.49 (0.21–1.20) 0.19 0.56 (0.24–1.32) 0.19

aMultivariable analysis adjusted by age
b Number of positive observations/total observations for each factor
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patterns have been reported in different regions and
countries. The European Vertebral Osteoporosis Study
[7] found an overall similar frequency of vertebral
deformities in their study in 19 European countries, but
their sample did not include subjects older than 75 years
of age, whereas the substantial increments of vertebral
fractures are found in other studies. A higher incidence of
vertebral fracture in men was reported in the Rotterdam
study, and the incidence increased with age [20]. Similar
results were found in the EPOS study where the rate of
incidence of morphometric fracture was 9.9 in 1,000
women aged 50-79 per year, with a rate approximately
one-half which is 5.7 in 1,000 men per year [21].
Differences in the prevalence between genders have also
been reported in the United States (14% in men and 19%
in women [22] In Asia, the prevalence in women 65 years
and over was 20% (18–22%) and in men, 12.5% (11–
14%) [23]. We conclude that vertebral fractures are more
frequent in older age Mexican men, and these figures have
to be taken into consideration by Mexican health author-
ities as they plan future programs oriented to prevent and
treat fragility fractures in men.

Included in our questionnaire were several clinical risk
factors known to be associated with osteoporosis and
fractures, but we were not able to demonstrate differences
between the fracture and nonfracture group. The fracture
group had a higher frequency of self-reported height loss,
however, only a tendency of this was shown in the bivariate
and multivariate analysis.

This study has several strengths. The results were based
on a random community sample and there was a high rate
of participation. This study followed the standardized
approaches for recruiting participants, obtaining X-rays,
and assessing potential risk factors, and all of the films
were assessed centrally using the same methods that have
been employed in international studies and in the LAVOS
study [6].

Our study also had limitations. It was not specifically
designed to characterize the risk factors for vertebral
fracture in men; therefore, the sample size was not large
enough to find significant association with the risk. As it
was a cross-sectional study, we could not assess the
association of pain or symptoms with vertebral fractures.

In conclusion, vertebral fractures in Mexican men
over 50 years are frequent, it increases with age, and
the rise stops after the age of 70 years. Compared
with Mexican women, the prevalence of men with
vertebral fractures is half that reported for Mexican
women using the same methodology (9.7 vs. 19.2,
respectively). This pattern of presentation is similar to
that reported for other countries.

These figures should alert clinicians and health author-
ities to this health problem in older Mexican men. Mexico

should implement measures to identify vertebral fractures so
as to allocate resources for the treatment and prevention of this
condition because, with the growing number of the elderly
and the future increments in life expectancy in this country,
vertebral fractures could rise to epidemic proportions.

Acknowledgments This study was supported by a grant awarded by
CONACYT Mexico (Sectorial–41097)

Conflicts of interest None

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Creative
Commons Attribution Noncommercial License which permits any
noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

References

1. Burge R, Dawson-Hughes B, Solomon DH, Wong JB, King A,
Tosteson A (2007) Incidence and economic burden of
osteoporosis-related fractures in the United States, 2005–2025. J
Bone Miner Res 22:465–475

2. Cooper C, Atkinson EJ, Jacobsen SJ, O’Fallon WM, Melton LJ
3rd (1993) Population-based study of survival after osteoporotic
fractures. Am J Epidemiol 137:1001–1005

3. Pande I, Scott DL, O’Neill TW, Pritchard C, Woolf AD, Davis MJ
(2006) Quality of life, morbidity, and mortality after low trauma
hip fracture in men. Ann Rheum Dis 65:87–92

4. Scane AC, Francis RM, Sutcliffe AM, Francis MJ, Rawlings DJ,
Chapple CL (1999) Case-control study of the pathogenesis and
sequelae of symptomatic vertebral fractures in men. Osteoporos
Int 9:91–97

5. Clark P, Lavielle P, Franco-Marina F, Ramirez E, Salmeron J,
Kanis JA, Cummings SR (2005) Incidence rates and life-time risk
of hip fractures in Mexicans over 50 years of age: a population-
based study. Osteoporos Int 16:2025–2030

6. Clark P, Cons-Molina F, Deleze M, Ragi S, Haddock L,
Zanchetta JR, Jaller JJ, Palermo L, Talavera JO, Messina DO,
Morales-Torres J, Salmeron J, Navarrete A, Suarez E, Perez CM,
Cummings SR (2009) The prevalence of radiographic vertebral
fractures in Latin American countries: the Latin American
Vertebral Osteoporosis Study (LAVOS). Osteoporos Int
20:275–282

7. O’Neill TW, Felsenberg D, Varlow J, Cooper C, Kanis JA, Silman
AJ (1996) The prevalence of vertebral deformity in european men
and women: the European Vertebral Osteoporosis Study. J Bone
Miner Res 11:1010–1018

8. O’Neill TW, Cooper C, Algra D, Pols H, Agnusdei D, Dequeker
J, Felsenberg D, Kanis J, Kruskemper G, Raspe H, Seelbach H,
Silman A (1995) Design and development of a questionnaire for
use in a multicentre study of vertebral osteoporosis in Europe: the
European Vertebral Osteoporosis Study (EVOS). Rheumatol Eur
24:75–81

9. Cummings SR, Nevitt MC et al (1995) Risk factors for hip
fracture in white women. N Engl J Med 332:767–773

10. Hernandez-Avila M, Romieu I, Parra S, Hernandez-Avila J,
Madrigal H, Willett W (1998) Validity and reproducibility of a
food frequency questionnaire to assess dietary intake of women
living in Mexico City. Salud Publica Mex 40:133–140

11. (1994) Assessment of fracture risk and its application to screening
for postmenopausal osteoporosis. Report of a WHO Study Group.
World Health Organ Tech Rep Ser 843:1–129

Osteoporos Int (2010) 21:1523–1528 1527



12. Black DM, Cummings SR, Stone K, Hudes E, Palermo L, Steiger P
(1991) A new approach to defining normal vertebral dimensions. J
Bone Miner Res 6:883–892

13. Kiel D (1995) Assessing vertebral fractures. National Osteoporo-
sis Foundation Working Group on Vertebral Fractures. J Bone
Miner Res 10:518–523

14. Ling X, Cummings SR, Mingwei Q, Xihe Z, Xioashu C,
Nevitt M, Stone K (2000) Vertebral fractures in Beijing,
China: the Beijing Osteoporosis Project. J BoneMiner Res 15:2019–
2025

15. Black DM, Palermo L, Nevitt MC, Genant HK, Epstein R, San
Valentin R, Cummings SR (1995) Comparison of methods for
defining prevalent vertebral deformities: the Study of Osteoporotic
Fractures. J Bone Miner Res 10:890–902

16. Eastell R, Cedel SL, Wahner HW, Riggs BL, Melton LJ 3rd
(1991) Classification of vertebral fractures. J Bone Miner Res
6:207–215

17. Barros AJ, Hirakata VN (2003) Alternatives for logistic
regression in cross-sectional studies: an empirical comparison

of models that directly estimate the prevalence ratio. BMC
Med Res Methodol 3:21

18. (2000) U.S. Census Bureau http://www.census.gov/main/www/
cen2000.html. In.

19. (2000) http://www.e-mexico.gob.mx/wb2/eMex/eMex_INEGI__
XII_Censo_general_de_poblacion_y_vivie. In.

20. Van der Klift M, De Laet CE, McCloskey EV, Hofman A, Pols
HA (2002) The incidence of vertebral fractures in men and
women: the Rotterdam Study. J Bone Miner Res 17:1051–1056

21. (2002) Incidence of vertebral fracture in europe: results from the
European Prospective Osteoporosis Study (EPOS). J Bone Miner
Res 17:716–724.

22. Cauley JA, Zmuda JM, Wisniewski SR, Krishnaswami S, Palermo
L, Stone KL, Black DM, Nevitt MC (2004) Bone mineral density
and prevalent vertebral fractures in men and women. Osteoporos
Int 15:32–37

23. Tsai K, Twu S, Chieng P, Yang R, Lee T (1996) Prevalence of
vertebral fractures in chinese men and women in urban Taiwanese
communities. Calcif Tissue Int 59:249–253

1528 Osteoporos Int (2010) 21:1523–1528

http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html
http://www.census.gov/main/www/cen2000.html
http://www.e-mexico.gob.mx/wb2/eMex/eMex_INEGI__XII_Censo_general_de_poblacion_y_vivie
http://www.e-mexico.gob.mx/wb2/eMex/eMex_INEGI__XII_Censo_general_de_poblacion_y_vivie

	The prevalence of radiographic vertebral fractures in Mexican men
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Study design
	Questionnaire
	Radiology
	Definition of vertebral deformity
	Analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /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 false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. 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 on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /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 /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




