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Abstract
Background and objectives An important component of
efficient and high-quality treatment of patients under DRG
conditions is the control of patients’ length of stay in
hospitals. Medical processes need to be structured in such a
way that unnecessary extensions of the length of stay are
avoided, thus achieving an economically and qualitatively
optimal result. The study presented here examines the
question of whether the introduction of length-of-stay-
oriented case management can optimize the duration of
patients' hospital stays.
Methods In total, 168 inpatient cases and their matched
control cases from the cardiology and urology stations of a
maximum care hospital are examined in this study.
Results The result of the t-test for the difference of means
indicates that the average length of stay of the intervention
cases (5.79 days) was significantly shorter than the average
length of stay of the control cases (7.34 days). With respect
to the re-admission rate, a statistically significant depen-
dence could not be determined.

Discussion and conclusion The operationalization of case
management in daily clinical routines was tested by a
comprehensive survey. Length-of-stay-oriented case man-
agement provides transparency of the entire treatment
process and integrates procedures to an optimal extent.
However, the doctor's sovereignty over therapy is not
affected by the introduction of length-of-stay-oriented case
management. Hence, the form of case management pre-
sented here serves as a new and innovative control and
monitoring system for hospitals, as it makes institutions that
implement such a system more competitive through the
improvement of economical aspects as well as through the
introduction of higher process efficiency.

Keywords Case management . Length of stay . Reduction .

Hospital . Process optimization . Controlling

Introduction

With the introduction of the lump sum-based reimburse-
ment model in German hospitals (G-DRG) in 2003, the
stimulus and competitive structure in this market have
fundamentally changed. The realignment within the Ger-
man hospital system has led to a stronger orientation among
individual market participants towards economic as well as
qualitative criteria.

An important component of an efficient and high-quality
treatment under DRG conditions is the control of inpa-
tients’ lengths of stay in a hospital. Compared inernation-
ally, the duration of inpatient stay in German hospitals is
rather high, taking into account the haziness inherent in
such considerations (OECD 2006). As a matter of fact,
excessively long turnaround times, caused by unsynchro-
nized processes, do not lead to any—or only to marginal—
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additional revenue under the currently valid reimbursement
system. Additionally, those turnaround times block valuable
resources for the treatment of other patients. It is undeni-
ably important to avoid (short) inpatient stays below the
lower length-of-stay threshold in order to circumvent a
threatened revenue reduction that could occur, but also on
the other hand to avoid the danger of a medically induced
re-admission of a patient. Therefore, within the context of
maximum patient satisfaction, one must not lose sight of
economic considerations or of qualitative aspects.

Generally, a patient is looking for a hospital stay that is
as short as possible. Hence, medical processes should also
be structured in such a way that unnecessary extensions of
hospital stays can be avoided in order to achieve an optimal
result, both economically and qualitatively. A commensu-
rate control of the treatment process can be described as
case management.

The term case management originated in the USA and
dates back to the second half of the nineteenth century
(Olivas et al. 1989a, b; Ethridge 1991; Tahan 1998). Apart
from various existing definitions (Cudney 2002; Zander
2002), the internationally most widely used description
characterizes case management as a “collaborative process
of assessment, planning, implementation, coordination,
monitoring and evaluation” of health services with the
objective “to fulfill the health needs of an individual
through communication and the provision of resources,
and to ensure high-quality and cost-effective treatment
successes” (Powell and Ignatavicius 2001).

A large number of scientific investigations have already
been undertaken within the broad spectrum of case
management. Studies from within the Anglo-American
region examine the effects of case management on different
hospital indicators. Here, various studies on changes in
inpatient stays caused by case management in hospitals
have been reviewed and analyzed (Shi 1996; Bennett et al.
1997; Roddy et al. 1998; Terra 2007). Bennett et al. showed
a 50 percent reduction in length of stay by using case
management in neurology departments without affecting
the treatment quality. In another study, Roddy et al. were
able to prove a 66 percent reduction in length of stay within
a 4-year period in a vascular surgery department. Other
studies include the use of intensive care units and patient
mortalities (Walters et al. 1998), treatment costs (Woods et
al. 1992) as well as unjustified procedures and the
willingness of insurance companies to pay (Daniels 1999).
All in all, medical as well as economic effects after
introducing case management could be found (Yamamoto
and Lucey 2005).

In Germany, more recent research concerning case
management has placed strong emphasis on nursing care
and social aspects (Ewers and Schaeffer 2000; Wendt 2002;
Löcherbach 2003). However, previous investigations often

concentrated only on individual indications, specialist areas
or clinics, without developing a comprehensive system of
case management (Lehmann and Köpfer 2002; Krusch et
al. 2006).

In their investigation on institutional framework con-
ditions for the introduction of systematic case management
in hospitals, Roggenkamp et al. called for investigating
various forms of case management more closely in order to
draw conclusions about their influence on economic and
qualitative results (Roggenkamp et al. 2005). The study
presented here followed this recommendation, and we first
designed an expertise-overlapping system of case monitor-
ing that did not focus solely on one medical specialization
and that concentrated especially on parameters associated
with the duration of hospital stays. Thereafter, we consider
whether the introduction of length-of-stay–oriented case
management can optimize the stay of inpatients in a
hospital.

Method

Description of intervention

In order to standardize the control process described above,
a special form of case control was developed, length-of-
stay-oriented case management. This particular form of
case management has the objective to ensure that patients
who need to be treated within the framework conditions of
the German DRG system (G-DRG) are medicated in an
economical and at the same time very highly qualitative
way, by maintaining the optimal length of stay. The case
manager has a professional medical background (usually
nursing staff) and does not have other responsibilities
besides case management. Hence, three main tasks of
length-of-stay-oriented case management can be identified:
the avoidance of unjustified procedures, raising transparen-
cy to ensure an optimal duration of time, and efficient
discharge management. Therefore, the case manager can
make an assessment of the patient already before the onset
of any stationary treatment. This ensures compliance with
the criteria according to the Appropriateness Evaluation
Protocol (AEP) (Gertmann and Restuccia 1981). The AEP
is a standardized data entry form that helps to evaluate the
necessity of stationary treatment for patients. Hence,
reimbursement reductions by medical insurers with the
justification of non-acceptance of inpatient treatment are
avoided. Furthermore, on the very first treatment day, the
case manager generates (in close agreement with the
attending doctor) a preliminary principal diagnosis and
then supplements it as required with ancillary diagnoses
and procedures. Consequently, right from the start of a
treatment, a DRG is available for each patient. Usually, a
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diagnosis is documented in most of the hospitals in
Germany on the first day. Contrary to the new form of
length-of-stay-oriented case management, usually the hos-
pital information system is not used to group a patient's
individual DRG right from the first inpatient day. More-
over, on the first treatment day a discharge target day is
determined, based on the framework data of the respective
DRG. In order to create maximum transparency among
doctors, nursing staff and functional areas, each patient file
is given a notation daily, including the patient’s DRG, the
actual duration of the stay, lower and medium inpatient
duration limits, and the target discharge day. Within daily
consultations among all professions at the treatment station,
a patient’s actual and targeted stays are compared with each
other, and courses of action are examined. If required, new
findings on particular patients can be taken into account
with supplementary codes as well as the initialization of a
transfer of care or specific social services. After the
completion of patient treatment the case manager also
serves as contact person for the medical controlling of
health insurers, for example, in case of reimbursement
discussions (Fig. 1).

However, it must be emphasized that the described form
of case control does not cover the entire scope of the
definition given by Powell and Ignatavicius cited above.
For instance, the case manager of a normal case does not
have personal contact with the patient, but instead works in
the background. Moreover, length-of-stay-oriented case
management follows the target functions of the hospital,
and therefore it cannot be used alone as a gauge for
institution-overlapping patient control (Wissert 2006).

Study design, matching and analytical procedure

The study presented here is essentially a retrospective case
control study, taking place at the cardiology and urology
stations of a maximum care communal hospital. Those two
departments were chosen to examine a non-surgical as well
as a surgical unit. For the intervention by means of length-

of-stay-oriented case management, there was no limitation
on certain indications or TOP-DRGs within a respective
specialist area. Within the full survey and without specific
inclusion and/or exclusion criteria being defined, 259
patients with a 5-week intervention period were included
in the study. For the evaluation of the data obtained,
respective controls were added to the intervention cases. In
order to achieve the best possible matches between cases
and controls, the following parameters were included:
specialist department, DRG, patient’s co-morbidity and
complexity levels (PCCL), age (separation into four
categories: 0-14, 15-35, 36-65 and over 65) and sex. Since
the intervention was made during the calendar year 2008,
and the controls originated in part during the year 2007, all
cases were grouped together with the DRG system 2007 in
order to achieve a comparable DRG categorization between
cases and controls. For the exclusion of other, external
influences (e.g., new modern operating procedures or a
change in the attending doctor and nursing staff), the
controls were filtered out from a 6-week period before the
intervention. All data were assessed anonymously. In total,
suitable controls were assigned to 168 of the 259
intervention cases (65%), which were then used for
subsequent analysis.

In order to depict the congruence of intervention and
control cases, descriptive statistical methods were used
initially for all cases together, as well as separately for
respective specialist departments. In order to analyze the
difference in respect to a potential change of group-specific
lengths of hospital stays, a t-test was used for pairs of
observations for differences of means in the duration of
hospital stays. In addition, the Wilcoxon test was utilized as
a non-parametric procedure in order to validate the results
(Fahrmeir et al. 2001). These statistical evaluations were
done by means of the SPSS software package, version 16.0.

An indicator for the quality assessment of inpatient care
services was the re-admission rate (Kim and Soeken 2005;
Southern et al. 2007; Berenholtz et al. 2002). In order to
approximately exclude qualitatively inferior medical treat-

OCCUPANCY MANAGEMENT CODING

• Avoidance of unjustified 
occupancy by early examination 
of AEP criteria

• Disposition of bed capacities for 
emergency cases

• Coordinationof bed availabilities

• Early coding of stationary 
patients in specialist areas

• Information to doctors and 
nursing staff about target 
discharge date

• Documentation of reasons for 
non-compliance of length-of-
stay targets

• Exchange over patients with the 
MDK (medical controlling by 
health insurers)

DISCHARGE MANAGEMENT /
SOCIAL SERVICES

• Admission and bundling of 
medical, nursing and social 
anamnesis

• Focused, early inclusion of 
social services

• Ensure completion of 
application forms

Fig. 1 Tasks of the length-of-
stay-oriented case manager
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ment, the quota of returnees was also considered within the
analysis. The data were obtained through the hospital
information system, considering only re-admissions of
intervention and control cases in the hospital included in
this study.

Results

Results of the descriptive statistics method reveal that the
168 intervention cases (which could be matched with
suitable controls) consisted of 87 urology and 81 cardiol-
ogy cases (Table 1). One hundred ten of the 168
intervention cases and controls were male patients, and 58
were female. The average age for all 168 intervention
patients (68.5 years) was slightly above the average age of
the controls (66.14 years). Also the average age of the
urology (64.08 years) and the cardiology (72.32 years)
intervention patients was slightly higher in comparison to
the urology (62.21 years) and cardiology control patients
(71.46 years). A similarly high congruence existed for the
degree of severity between the case and control group, with
a slightly smaller scattering among the controls (Fig. 2).

The result of the t-test of the difference of means
showed that the average duration of hospital stays
between intervention patients (5.79 days) and the control
patients (7.34 days) was significantly different. The
duration of hospital stays could be lowered on average
by 1.55 days (p<0.001) (Table 2). Therefore, this result
shows a clear reduction in the duration of inpatient stays
after the introduction of case management.

To validate the result of the parametric analysis procedure,
an additional Wilcoxon–Test was used as a nonparametric
procedure. This test also showed a significant reduction in
the duration of hospital stays (p<0.001; not reported here).

As mentioned above, in order to approximately exclude
qualitatively inferior medical treatment, the quota of
returnees was also considered, in addition to their length
of stay. The number of patients with a renewed hospital stay
within 30 calendar days was 1.45% in the control group and
0.60% in the intervention group. By means of Fisher’s

exact test, it could be shown that re-admission was
independent of intervention and control group, respectively
(null hypothesis of independence with a p-value of 0.35
could not be rejected).

Discussion and conclusions

Studies that involve the effects of certain interventions on
the duration of the hospital stay of inpatients must ensure
the comparability of intervention and control cases. In
contrast to randomized case control studies, whereby, for
example, the population can be preselected indication-
specifically, in this study all patients that had been admitted
to the participating stations were included in the survey.
Hence, the operationalization of length-of-stay-oriented
case management was tested in daily, clinical routines,
and thus effects of selection were largely avoided. Howev-
er, to what degree the results obtained can also be utilized
in other medical specialist departments (other than cardiol-
ogy and urology) still needs to be analyzed within the scope
of further investigations. Another limitation of this study
was the concentration on one medical institution. After
designing the specific concept of length-of-stay-oriented
case management in this survey, further research projects
should be set up in different hospitals to compare the
results. These studies should also consider additional
quality indicators to ensure the findings of this survey.

By matching intervention cases with control cases that
had been selected according to criteria commonly used in
scientific studies, largely comparable study groups were
available for this study (Juni et al. 2001; Suh et al. 2000).
Because of the allocation of controls that were very close in
time to the intervention cases, factors that could influence
the study, such as doctors scheduled to attend, the treatment
and possible modifications in the area of therapy, could be
limited.

Therefore, it can be concluded that the intervention of
length-of-stay-oriented case management investigated in
this study carried out the primary task of creating
transparency in the overall treatment process and thus
integrated procedures optimally. Strikingly, the doctors'

No. No. Sex Age

M F Ø SD Min Max

Intervention cases total 168 110 58 68.05 15.59 20 97

Control cases total 169 110 58 66.14 15.13 15 96

Intervention cases urology 87 67 20 64.08 16.97 20 89

Control cases urology 87 67 20 62.21 16.30 15 95

Intervention cases cardiology 81 43 38 72.32 12.72 43 97

Control cases cardiology 81 43 38 71.46 11.46 36 96

Table 1 Results of the descrip-
tive statistics

M=male

F=female

Ø = mean

SD=standard deviation

Min=minimum

Max=maximum
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sovereignty over therapy remained unaffected, and medical
decisions were not made without them. Hence, no inpatient
was given inferior treatment because of length-of-stay-
oriented case management. What is important is the fact
that there is merely better coordination of the treatment
process with positive effects on the cost effectiveness of a
hospital. Because of the support activity of the case
manager, the doctor is relieved of administrative tasks such
as coding or documentation.

Moreover, the study discussed here was able to prove
that length-of-stay-oriented case management can lower the
hospital stay of inpatients (in the facility studied here) by
more than 21%, without increasing the number of returnees.
If one considers that this investigation only involved one
primary phase of two normal care stations of a maximum
care hospital and that the method has not yet been extended
to the entire treatment process (including, among others,
out-patient treatment and intensive care stations), as well as
to the overlap between specialist departments, the results of
the initially discussed studies by Roddy et al. (reduction of
hospital stay by about 66%) and Bennett et al. (reduction
of hospital stay by about 50%) might also be achieved here.

This applies particularly when one considers that the US
studies sometimes extended over a 4-year period, which
then facilitated the implementation of significant learning
effects in the system.

Furthermore, extrapolating the reduction in length of
stay in the specialist departments cardiology and urology
included in this study to the actual annual case numbers of
the clinics and then taking into account only that percentage
of the patient component analyzed here by means of
matching, one obtains a potential reduction of 4,301
occupancy days. With an average occupancy load of 85%,
length-of-stay-oriented case management opens up the
possibility of treating an additional (approximately) 631
patients (498 for Ǿ length-of-stay control cases, according
to Table 2) with the same capacities. The treatment of these
additional patients would create an average revenue of €
2,800 per patient for a total of € 1.76 million (€ 1.39
million) for the hospital used in this study. A number of
additional cost components that are service volume-
induced, such as the medical supplies required, need to be
taken out of the revenue and cost calculations. Existing
staff and infrastructure elements are working adequately to
capacity through the optimization of the length of inpa-
tients' hospital stays. Finally, such optimization leads to
distinctly positive operating results for the respective
clinics. However, prerequisites for this are that (1) there is
enough patient demand to fill the freed up hospital capacity
and (2) there is sufficient excess capacity among medical
and nursing staff, as well as in diagnostic and therapeutic
units, so that additional inpatients can be cared for without
staff increases and infra-structural expansions.

In case that the demand for medical services in these areas
does not permit the admission of additional patients to a clinic
or that an expansion of services within the existing funding

Table 2 The t-test results of difference of means of length of stay

No. Ø S2 ØK-l p-value

Control ceses 168 7.34 14.63 1.55*** <0.001
Intervention cases 168 5.79 15.99

No.=number

*, **, ***Mean value difference significant at 5%, 1%, 0.1%

Ø = mean value

S2 =variance

ØK-l=difference of mean values

0,00

0,50

1,00

1,50

2,00

2,50

3,00

3,50

4,00

CMI IC CMI CC CMI IC 
Cardiology

CMI CC
Cardiology

CMI IC
Urology

CMI CC
Urology

CMI = Case-Mix-Index IC = Intervention cases CC = Control cases 

Fig. 2 Degree of severity of
intervention and control cases
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system cannot be arranged with health insurance companies,
the treatment control presented here enables a reduction of
patient beds. Hence, it leads to savings on diverse cost
components with an unaffected revenue situation.

Both optimization possibilities depicted here—increased
revenue as well as providing cost reductions—lead to
additional profit contributions for the hospital and to an
increase in productivity (Kuntz et al. 2007). With foresee-
able changes in the funding to service providers in the
German health system, e.g., the introduction of monistic
financing, the generation of additional revenue would gain
successively in significance, and hospitals would thus be
able to pay for medical innovations through their own
efforts (e.g., installing expensive new medical devices or
financing building investments for process improvements).
Therefore, the type of case management presented here
provides a foundation for a monitoring and control system
of a hospital. This could make institutions that use case
management permanently competitive by improving eco-
nomic aspects and qualitative processes.

Acknowledgements We would like to express our gratitude to the
staff of the hospital departments where this study was conducted, as
well as to the patient administration at the Dr. Horst Schmidt Clinic of
the City of Wiesbaden. In particular, we would like to thank the
accompanying clinic directors, Dr. Klaus Kleinschmidt and Dr. Martin
Sigmund for their strong support. We would also like to thank Dr.
Reiner Leidl (Helmholtz Center Munich) for his advice on earlier
versions of this paper.

Conflict of interest disclosure The authors disclose any relevant
associations that might pose a conflict of interest.

References

Bennett PJ, Fosbinder D, Williams M (1997) Care coordination in an
academic medical center. Nurs Case Manag 2(2):75–82

Berenholtz SM, Dorman T, Ngo K, Pronovost PJ (2002) Qualitative
review of intensive care unit quality indicators. J Crit Care 17
(1):1–12

Cudney AE (2002) Case management: a serious solution for serious
issues. J Healthc Manag 47(3):149–152

Daniels S (1999) Using hospital-based case management to reduce
payer denials. Healthc Financ Manage 53(5):37–39

Ethridge P (1991) A nursing HMO: Carondelet St. Mary`s experience.
Nurs Manag 22(7):22–27

Ewers M, Schaeffer D (2000) Case management in Theorie und
Praxis. Huber, Bern

Fahrmeir L, Künstler R, Pigeot I et al (2001) Statistik—Der Weg zur
Datenanalyse, 3rd edn. Springer, Berlin

Gertmann PM, Restuccia JD (1981) The appropriateness evaluation
protocol: a technique for assessing unnecessary days of hospital
care. Med Care 19(8):855–871

Juni P, Altman D, Egger M (2001) Systematic reviews in health care:
assessing the quality of controlled clinical trials. BMJ 323
(7303):42–46

Kim YJ, Soeken KL (2005) A meta-analysis of the effect of hospital-
based case management on hospital length-of-stay and readmis-
sion. Nurs Res 54(4):255–264

Krusch A, Siegmund T, Huber P, Kircher M, Schumm-Draeger PM
(2006) Clinical Pathways und case-Management als DRG-
Managementinstrumente. Das Krankenhaus 124-128

Kuntz L, Scholtes S, Vera A (2007) Incorporating efficiency in
hospital-capacity planning in Germany. Eur J Health Eco 8
(3):213–223

Lehmann U, Köpfer T (2002) DRGs als Rahmen für strukturelle
Neuerungen im Krankenhaus–Beispiel: case-manager im
Unfallkrankenhaus Berlin. Electromedica 70(2):116–118

Löcherbach P (2003) Einsatz der methode case management in
Deutschland: Übersicht zur Praxis im Sozial- und Gesundheits-
wesen. In: Porz F, Erhardt H (eds) Neue Wege in der Nachsorge
und Palliativversorgung. BetaInstitutsverlag, Augsburg, pp 20–
33

OECD (Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development)
(2006) OECD Health Data 2006. Paris

Olivas GS, Del Togno-Armanasco V, Erickson JR et al (1989a) Case
management: a bottom-line care delivery model, Part I. J Nurs
Adm 19(11):16–20

Olivas GS, Del Togno-Armanasco V, Erickson JR et al (1989b) Case
Management: A bottom-line care delivery model, Part II. J Nurs
Adm 19(12):12–17

Powell SK, Ignatavicius D (2001) Core curriculum for case
management. Lippincott, Philadelphia

Roddy SP, O'Donell TF, Iafrati MD, Isaacson LA, Bailey VE, Mackey
WC (1998) Reduction of hospital resources utilization in
vascular surgery: a 4-year experience. J Vasc Surg 27(6):1066–
1075

Roggenkamp SD, White KR, Bazzoli GJ (2005) Adoption of hospital
case management: economic and institutional influences. Soc Sci
Med 60:2489–2500

Shi L (1996) Patient and hospital characteristics associated with
average length of stay. Health Care Manag Rev 21(2):46–61

Southern WN, Berger MA, Bellin EY et al (2007) Hospitalist care and
length of stay in patients requiring complex discharge planning
and close clinical monitoring. Arch Intern Med 167(17):1869–
1874

Suh DC, Woodall BS, Shin SK et al (2000) Clinical and economic
impact of adverse drug reactions in hospitalized patients. Ann
Pharmacother 34(12):1373–1379

Tahan HA (1998) Case management: a heritage more than a century
old. Nurs Case Manag 3:55–60

Terra SM (2007) An evidence-based approach to case management
model selection for an acute care facility: is there really a
preferred model? Prof Case Manag 12(3):147–57

Walters J, Schwartz CF, Monaghan H, Watts J, Shlafer GJ, Deeb GM,
Bolling SF (1998) Long-term outcome following case manage-
ment after coronary artery bypass surgery. J Card Surg 13
(2):123–128

Wendt WR (2002) Case management–stand und Positionen in
der Bundesrepublik. In: Löcherbach P, Klug W, Remmel-
Faßbender R, Wendt WR (eds) Case management - fall- und
systemsteuerung in Theorie und Praxis. Luchterhand, Neuwied,
pp 13–36

Wissert M (2006) Clinical pathways–entlassungsmanagement–unter-
stützungsmanagement, begriffserklärung und Systematisierung
ausgewählter case management-strategien. Case Manag 2
(1):35–38

Woods JR, Saywell RM, Nyhuis AW, Jay SJ, Lohrman LG, Halbrook
HG (1992) The learning curve and the cost of heart transplan-
tation. Health Serv Res 27:219–238

Yamamoto L, Lucey C (2005) Case management "within the walls": a
glimpse into the future. Crit Care Nurs Q 28(2):162–178

Zander K (2002) Nursing case management in the 21st century:
intervening where margin meets mission. Nurs Administration Q
26(5):58–67

400 J Public Health (2009) 17:395–400


	Optimization of hospital stay through length-of-stay-oriented case management: an empirical study
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Method
	Description of intervention
	Study design, matching and analytical procedure

	Results
	Discussion and conclusions

	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /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
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /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
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
    /DEU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


