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Abstract. Valgus knee orthoses are recommended to improve the quality of life
of osteoarthritic patients and to postpone the arthroplasty. An innovative method,
based on biplane x-rays imaging and soft tissue stiffnesses, was developed in this
study to calculate the forces and moments applied by the orthosis on the skeleton
during quasi-static squat postures (at 0°, 15°, 30°, 45°, 70° of knee flexion). This
study demonstrated a modification of the adduction-abduction moment and the
appearance of a flexion-extension moment applied by the orthosis at high knee
flexion. This study also demonstrated a medial compartment unloading when the
orthosis was modelled using its 3D movements relative to the bones. High vari-
ability between patients was observed. To improve the assessment of orthosis
performances, this study suggests to consider the 3D forces and moments applied
by the orthosis on the segments of the lower limb.

Keywords: Osteoarthritis; Valgus Knee Orthosis; Musculoskeletal modelling.

1 Introduction

Knee osteoarthritis (OA) is a chronic disease characterized by joint cartilage damage,
with prevalence about 25% for people from 65 years old. Due to severe pain, 80% of
OA patients got limited range of motion and 25% cannot practice daily activities any-
more (WHO Scientific Group 2003). To improve the life quality of OA patients and
postpone a potential total knee arthroplasty, valgus knee orthoses are prescribed by
medical practitioners with the aim of realigning, stabilizing and relieving the joint.

It is assumed that the forces and moments applied by the orthosis to femur and tibia/fib-
ula through the soft tissues would help the patients regain an asymptomatic articular
motion and loading. These forces and moments applied by the orthosis are of paramount
importance when inverse dynamics and musculoskeletal modelling studies are



conducted. Still, the modelling of the mechanical actions of orthosis remains generally
simplified to an external abduction moment (Fantini Pagani, Bohle, et al. 2010; Kutzner
et al. 2011; Della Croce et al. 2013; Clouthier et al. 2018; Brandon et al. 2019; Hall et
al. 2019). To the authors’ knowledge, no previous study has modelled the 3 components
of the forces and moments applied by the orthosis on the skeleton.

This study aims to (1) develop a model of the orthosis mechanical actions related to the
knee flexion angle based on biplane x-rays images and to (2) analyse how customising
these forces and moments could modify intersegmental and tibiofemoral contact loads
during a quasi-static squat task.

2 Material and methods

2.1 Experimental measurements

Participants and protocol. The experimental data were obtained from 16 patients (5
males and 11 females, 59 = 19years, 93 £ 49kg, 1.68 + 0.09m) with severe medial knee
OA of Kellegren-Laurence grade 4. All participants completed the consent form ap-
proved by the research centre of the CRCHUM and ETS (Ecole de Technologie Supé-
rieure) ethnic committees.

A personalised valgus orthosis (Evoke, OssKin, Ortho Inc., Montréal, Canada) was
fabricated for each participant using 3D scanning, CAD modelling with a correction of
4mm in the medial direction and 5° in abduction and 3D printing. A 4-week adaptation
period was considered for wearing the orthosis before doing the measurement session.
Five weight-bearing quasi-static squat postures were adopted by the patients (0°, 15°,
30°, 45°, and 70° of knee flexion) for which a pair of EOS low dose biplane x-ray
images were acquired (Zeighami et al. 2020) (Fig.1). An AMTI force plate (ORS-6)
was fixed inside the EOS cabinet and a platform was designed to isolate the ground
reaction forces (GRF) under the contralateral foot, while both feet were maintained at
the same level. Measurements were performed twice: braced and unbraced. Two par-
ticipants have been excluded due to incomplete data collection.

Fig. 1. Biplane x-ray images of the weight-bearing quasi-static squat posture at 15° of knee flex-
ion wearing the orthosis and musculoskeltal model.



Orthosis movements relative to the bones. The positions of 6 markers on both femo-
ral and tibial parts of the orthosis and the geometries of the bones were reconstructed
in 3D from the biplane x-ray images. Coordinate systems were embeded to the 3D bone
reconstructions following the standardisation of the International Society of Biome-
chanics (ISB) (Wu et al. 2002). The displacements and rotations of the orthosis parts
relative to the corresponding bones have been computed (Soderkvist and Wedin 1993)
between the standing posture (0°) and all other squat postures (15°, 30°, 45°, and 70°
of knee flexion). Rotations were expressed as a sequence of ZXY Euler angles.

2.2 Modelling

Orthosis mechanical actions on the body segments. The forces, F}i, and moments,
M’k , applied by the orthosis on lower limb the segments in posture £ were computed

via the measured orthosis movements relative to the bones (d’,'c,ﬂ‘,'{) and the soft tissues

stiffness matrices K’ of the shank (i = 2) and thigh (i = 4) segments:

{ Fi j - [K"](d;‘ ‘d?"J (Eq. 1)
M 0 0

The stiffness matrices taken from the literature (Shafiei and Behzadipour 2020) were
transported at the knee joint centre (Loncaric 1987).

In the standing posture, the orthosis movements relative to the bones df),(-)’(') were not

measured but have been defined based on the orthosis fabrication principle: tibial or-
thosis part was translated by dz = 4mm in the medial direction and rotated by 6y = 5°
of abduction relative to the femoral part. This way, only lateral-medial displacements
and forces and only adduction-abduction angles and moments were assumed to be ap-
plied in this standing posture. The mechanical actions on the shank and thigh segments
were in opposite directions due to static equilibrium of the orthosis (Eq. 2):

_(d3) (do) (Eq.2)
0;) |6

To ensure the same static equilibrium in the other squat postures &, the forces and mo-
ments acting along each direction of space kept their sign but their amplitudes were
revised (Eq. 3):
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Inverse dynamics and musculoskeletal modelling. A five-segment model (foot,
shank, patella, thigh, and pelvis, i = 2 to 5) was considered with five joints degrees of
freedom and fourty-three muscles lines of action (Zeighami et al. 2021) (Fig.1). Inverse
dynamics and static optimisation (including patient-specific contact point locations)
were used to compute intersegmental forces and moments and medial and lateral tibio-
femoral contact forces considering the orthosis mechanical actions on the shank and

thigh segments: either the forces and moments defined in the standing posture (Fé,
Mf)) were assumed constant regardless of squat position (constant model) or the forces

and moments (F,i, M’/'() were computed from the orthosis movements relative to the

bones at each posture k (customised model). Not considering these orthosis mechanical
actions was also tested (no model). Both intersegmental and applied forces and mo-
ments were expressed in the joint coordinate system of the knee (Derrick et al. 2020).

3 Results

Orthosis movements and mechanical actions. For the orthosis displacements relative
to the bones, mainly a displacement in the superior-inferior direction was observed dur-
ing knee flexion for both femoral and tibial parts. This displacement reached -12.4mm
in average at 70° of knee flexion for the tibial parts. The biggest rotation appeared in
the sagittal plane (flexion-extension) for the femoral orthosis part (-11.0° in average at
70° of knee flexion). Mean internal-external rotations, of 4.7° and -3.3° for the femoral
and tibial parts, respectively, were found at 15° of knee flexion.

In the standing posture, the medio-lateral forces and the adduction-abduction moments
applied by the orthosis on both shank and thigh segments reached 3.4N and 1.0Nm in
absolute values (Fig. 2). These loads were the same for all patients and correspond to a
unique orthosis design (dz = 4mm and 6y = 5°). The forces increased with knee flexion
and reached 12.8N, 14.7N, and 9.8N in average at 70° of knee flexion in the anterior-
posterior, superior-inferior, and lateral-medial directions, respectively. The mean flex-
ion-extension and internal-external rotation moments also increased with knee flexion
(up to 4.8Nm and 1.4Nm) while the mean adduction-abduction moment decreased, al-
most cancelling at 70° of knee flexion. High variability between patients was observed.
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Fig. 2. Orthosis forces and moments at the knee joint level applied to the shank (purple) and thigh
(orange) segments, expressed in the ISB coordinates systems (knee flexion angle should have
been defined negative but was reversed to represent the successive squat postures). Dots represent
means and lines represent standard deviations at each posture.

Intersegmental forces and moments and tibiofemoral contact forces. An increase
in the lateral intersegmental force appeared when considering the orthosis mechanical
actions applied on the shank and thigh segments. At 70° of knee flexion, the increase
reached 9.8N (customised model) when the intersegmental force was 2.7N (no model).
Similarly, the mean abduction intersegmental moment reached, in absolute value,
5.8Nm in the standing posture (no model) and was reduced by 1.0Nm (both for constant
and customised model) in all postures. At 70° of knee flexion, the extension interseg-
mental moment was decreased from 52.3N.m (no model) to 47.6N.m (customised
model).

Ratios between braced and unbraced conditions for the medial contact forces (Fig. 3)
appeared mainly modified when the orthosis mechanical actions were considered. A
general decrease was observed in the flexed postures with maximal decrease reaching
15% in average at 15° of flexion (customised model). In the same time, the lateral con-
tact force appeared slightly increased (constant model) or almost unchanged (custom-
ised model), except for the standing posture with clear augmentation above 20% (all 3
models). High variability between patients was observed.
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Fig. 3. Ratios between braced and unbraced conditions for the medial and lateral contact forces
with and without considering the orthosis mechanical actions on the body segments (no model,
constant and customised models) at each posture (knee flexion angle should have been defined
negative but was reversed to represent the successive squat postures).

4 Discussion

This study proposed an innovative method to compute 3D forces and moments applied
by a patient-specific knee orthosis on lower limb segments based on biplane x-ray im-
ages and soft tissue stiffnesses taken from the literature and analysed the intersegmental
and tibiofemoral contact loads computed with and without considering the orthosis me-
chanical action on the body segments.

The measured superior-inferior displacement appeared to be consistent with previously
reported orthosis migration (Pierrat et al. 2015). The applied adduction-abduction mo-
ments seemed in the lower range of values reported in the literature (between 2.2Nm
and 15Nm during gait), when computed from brace frontal plane deflection angles and
stiffness, strain gauge or force sensor measurements (Fantini Pagani, Potthast, et al.
2010; Cusin et al. 2018; Brandon et al. 2019). The applied flexion-extension moment
at 70° of flexion, revealed to be also lower than the values reported in previous works
(McGibbon et al. 2021; Bishop et al. 2023).

Concerning the tibiofemoral contact forces, previous studies have similarly reported a
decrease in medial contact forces but with a corresponding increase in lateral contact
forces when wearing an orthosis (Pollo et al. 2002; Kutzner et al. 2011; Brandon et al.
2019; Hall et al. 2019). When considering the 3D forces and moments applied by the
orthosis, and particularly the flexion-extension moment, the lateral contact forces were
not found systematically increased leading to a decrease of the total contact forces in
the present study. Indeed, for OA patients, it has been already demonstrated that medial
and total contact forces are correlated to both adduction-abduction and flexion-exten-
sion intersegmental (or external) moments (Kumar et al. 2013; Zeighami et al. 2021;
Amiri et al. 2023; Holder et al. 2023) which, in turn, were found modified in the present
study by the moments applied by the orthosis. The greatest alterations were obtained
when considering not only the orthosis fabrication principle in the standing posture but
also the measured movements of the orthosis relative to the bones (customised model).



Some limitations of this work can be noticed. First, each orthosis part was considered
as rigid bodies in order to compute their movements relative to the bone segments.
Besides, the potential orthosis sliding on the skin patient was not considered. However,
this sliding has been reported low compared to the soft tissue deformations (Pierrat et
al. 2015). Second, the soft tissue stiffness values were obtained from existing literature
and were therefore not patient-specific. Moreover, some studies showed differences in
the applied adduction-abduction moment according to the orthosis tightening (Cusin et
al. 2018). The computation of orthosis mechanical actions resulting from all these mod-
elling assumptions leaded results that can compromise orthosis equilibrium. To address
this issue, a control step was incorporated in this study.

5 Conclusion

To conclude, intersegmental and tibiofemoral contact loads are dependent on the ortho-
sis modelling approach. In order to enhance the evaluation of orthoses performances,
this study suggests to consider the 3D forces and moments applied by the orthosis on
lower limb the segments. Using the soft tissue stiffness, these orthosis mechanical ac-
tions can be defined theoretically based on the orthosis fabrication principle or experi-
mentally based on the movements of the orthosis relative to the bones. In future inves-
tigations, using these modelling approaches in a musculoskeletal modelling could ena-
ble to study tibiofemoral contact forces for OA patients during dynamic activities such
as gait.

Acknowledgements

This study was partially financed by Région Auvergne Rhone Alpes (PAI 2021) and
MedteQ, Québec.

References

Amiri P, Davis EM, Outerleys J, Miller RH, Brandon S, Astephen Wilson JL. 2023. High
tibiofemoral contact and muscle forces during gait are associated with radiographic knee OA
progression over 3 years. The Knee. 41:245-256.

Bishop EL, McGibbon CA, Kuntze G, Clark ML, Cowper-Smith C, Ronsky JL. 2023.
Tricompartment offloader knee brace reduces contact forces in adults with multicompartment
knee osteoarthritis. Journal of Orthopaedic Research. In press.

Brandon SCE, Brown MIJ, Clouthier AL, Campbell A, Richards JD, Deluzio KJ. 2019.
Contributions of muscles and external forces to medial knee load reduction due to osteoarthritis
braces. The Knee. 26(3):564-577.

Clouthier AL, Hassan EA, Brandon SCE, Campbell A, Rainbow MJ, Deluzio KJ. 2018.
Identification of good candidates for valgus bracing as a treatment for medial knee osteoarthritis.
Journal of Orthopaedic Research. 36(1):351-356.



Cusin E, Honeine JL, Schieppati M, Rougier PR. 2018. A Simple Method for Measuring the
Changeable Mechanical Action of Unloader Knee Braces for Osteoarthritis. IRBM. 39(2):136-
142.

Della Croce U, Crapanzano F, Li L, Kasi PK, Patritti BL, Mancinelli C, Hunter DJ, Stamenovié
D, Harvey WF, Bonato P. 2013. A Preliminary Assessment of a Novel Pneumatic Unloading
Knee Brace on the Gait Mechanics of Patients With Knee Osteoarthritis. PM&R. 5(10):816-824.
Derrick TR, van den Bogert AJ, Cereatti A, Dumas R, Fantozzi S, Leardini A. 2020. ISB
recommendations on the reporting of intersegmental forces and moments during human motion
analysis. Journal of Biomechanics. 99:109533.

Fantini Pagani CH, Bohle C, Potthast W, Briiggemann G-P. 2010. Short-Term Effects of a
Dedicated Knee Orthosis on Knee Adduction Moment, Pain, and Function in Patients With
Osteoarthritis. Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabilitation. 91(12):1936-1941.

Fantini Pagani CH, Potthast W, Briiggemann G-P. 2010. The effect of valgus bracing on the knee
adduction moment during gait and running in male subjects with varus alignment. Clinical
Biomechanics. 25(1):70-76.

Hall M, Diamond LE, Lenton GK, Pizzolato C, Saxby DJ. 2019. Immediate effects of valgus
knee bracing on tibiofemoral contact forces and knee muscle forces. Gait & Posture. 68:55-62.
Holder J, van Drongelen S, Uhlrich SD, Herrmann E, Meurer A, Stief F. 2023. Peak knee joint
moments accurately predict medial and lateral knee contact forces in patients with valgus
malalignment. Scientific Reports. 13(1):2870.

Kumar D, Manal KT, Rudolph KS. 2013. Knee joint loading during gait in healthy controls and
individuals with knee osteoarthritis. Osteoarthritis and Cartilage. 21(2):298-305.

Kutzner I, Kiither S, Heinlein B, Dymke J, Bender A, Halder AM, Bergmann G. 2011. The effect
of valgus braces on medial compartment load of the knee joint — in vivo load measurements in
three subjects. Journal of Biomechanics. 44(7):1354-1360.

Loncaric J. 1987. Normal forms of stiffness and compliance matrices. IEEE Journal on Robotics
and Automation. 3(6):567-572.

McGibbon CA, Brandon S, Bishop EL, Cowper-Smith C, Biden EN. 2021. Biomechanical Study
of a Tricompartmental Unloader Brace for Patellofemoral or Multicompartment Knee
Osteoarthritis [Original Research]. Frontiers in Bioengineering and Biotechnology. 8.

Pierrat B, Millot C, Molimard J, Navarro L, Calmels P, Edouard P, Avril S. 2015.
Characterisation of Knee Brace Migration and Associated Skin Deformation During Flexion by
Full-Field Measurements. Experimental Mechanics. 55(2):349-360.

Pollo FE, Otis JC, Backus SI, Warren RF, Wickiewicz TL. 2002. Reduction of Medial
Compartment Loads with Valgus Bracing of the Osteoarthritic Knee. The American Journal of
Sports Medicine. 30(3):414-421.

Shafiei M, Behzadipour S. 2020. Adding backlash to the connection elements can improve the
performance of a robotic exoskeleton. Mechanism and Machine Theory. 152:103937.
Soderkvist 1, Wedin P-A. 1993. Determining the movements of the skeleton using well-
configured markers. Journal of Biomechanics. 26(12):1473-1477.

WHO Scientific Group. 2003. The burden of musculoskeletal conditions at the start of the new
millenium : report of a WHO scientific group. Geneva: World Health Organization.

Wu G, Siegler S, Allard P, Kirtley C, Leardini A, Rosenbaum D, Whittle M, D’Lima DD,
Cristofolini L, Witte H et al. 2002. ISB recommendation on definitions of joint coordinate system



of various joints for the reporting of human joint motion—part I: ankle, hip, and spine. Journal
of Biomechanics. 35(4):543-548.

Zeighami A, Dumas R, Aissaoui R. 2021. Knee loading in OA subjects is correlated to flexion
and adduction moments and to contact point locations. Scientific Reports. 11(1):8594.

A method for quantitative evaluation of a valgus knee orthosis using biplane x-ray images. 2020
42nd Annual International Conference of the IEEE Engineering in Medicine & Biology Society
(EMBC); 20-24 July 2020 2020.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /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 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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


