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Event-related brain potentials (ERPs) and performance measures were recorded from young 
adults during continuous recognition memory for word or picture representations of the same 
concepts. Subjects made speeded choice responses as to whether the item was "new" or "old," 
with "old" items repeated after lags of 2,8, or 32 intervening stimuli following their first presen­
tation. Longer lags were associated with poorer performance in words but not in pictures. A se­
quence of endogenous ERP components was responsive to repetition (old vs. new) and stimulus 
modality (pictures vs. words), and differed in scalp distribution as a function of both variables. 
The data suggest that multiple brain generators contribute to ERP repetition effects and sup­
port theoretical models that hypothesize processing differences between words and pictures. 

In conjunction with behavioral measures, the recording 
of event-related brain potentials (ERPs) has been shown 
to be a useful tool for mental chronometry, enabling more 
direct mapping of theoretical concepts derived from cog­
nitive psychology onto nervous system activity. We here 
report on the behavioral and ERP correlates of continuous 
recognition memory, focusing on the effects of stimulus 
modality (word vs. picture presentation of a concept), item 
repetition (old vs. new), and lag (i.e., the number of in­
tervening items between first and second presentation). 

It is currently unclear to what extent different brain sys­
tems are involved in the processing of words and pictures. 
The empirical finding that memory for pictures is usually 
superior to memory for words has been hypothesized to 
result from a more distinctive sensory code for pictures 
(Nelson, 1979) or because pictures are more likely than 
words to be encoded by dual verbal and nonverbal cod­
ing systems (Paivio, 1986). To the extent that word and 
picture memory show similar correlations with experimen­
tal variables, support can be claimed for theoretical posi­
tions that postulate amodal cognition or minimal differences 
between the processes used to encode and retrieve word 
and picture stimuli. Since differences in scalp distribution 
between conditions are usually cited as evidence in support 
of differences in the locus of intracranial generation, find­
ing such word-picture differences might be indicative of 
more separable brain and information-processing systems 
for words and pictures. 

Repetition effects may represent operations primarily 
associated with the first presentation, such as initial 
schema activation, which need not be as detailed on sec­
ond presentation, or retrieval-related processes, such as 
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context Updating (see Donchin & Coles, 1988), that might 
occur primarily to the item's second presentation. A num­
ber of investigators (the majority using word stimuli) have 
reported that, from about 300 to 600 msec poststimulus, 
ERPs are more negative for initial presentations of to-be­
remembered items than are ERPs for second presentations 
of the same items (Friedman, 1990a, 1990b; Neville, 
Kutas, Chesney, & Schmidt, 1986). There is some evi­
dence that repetition affects more than one ERP component 
(e.g., Rugg& Nagy, 1989; Smith & Halgren, 1989). How­
ever, a formal test of the differentiation of these ERP pro­
cesses based on scalp distribution has not been attempted. 

The manipulation of lag allows for exploration of me­
morial decay. A repetition at a lag of 2 presumably tests 
retrieval of information from primary memory, which is 
characterized by limited capacity and fast decay (Waugh 
& Norman, 1965). Correct response to a repetition after 
a longer lag presumably depends on information being 
retrieved from a more stable memory store. Recent work 
with word stimuli in our laboratory (Friedman, 1990b) 
showed a systematic decrement in behavioral performance 
with longer lags, with a trend towards an effect of lag 
on the ERPs. In another study using pictorial stimuli 
(Friedman, 1990a) , performance at short and long lags 
was equivalent, with no ERP lag effects. This was inter­
preted as being due to the greater durability of pictorial 
memory. The current study was designed to directly com­
pare and contrast the effects of lag on the ERP and be­
havioral measures of picture and word processing. 

METHOD 

Subjects 
The subjects were 9 females and 6 males between the ages of 22 and 

31 years (mean = 25.7, SD = 2.4). 

Stimuli, Procedures, and EEG Recording Methods 
The stimuli were 324 line drawings and their lexical equivalents 

(Berman, Friedman, Hamberger, & Snodgrass, 1989). Eight sets of27 
experimental items were randomly selected and assigned to eight blocks, 
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such that each block had nine items repeated at each of three randomly 
ordered lags (2, 8, or 32 items intervening between the first and second 
presentations). The remaining \08 pictures were used as foils (nonrepeat­
ing), and \08 different pictureable concepts were selected as word foils 
from the Ku~era and Francis (1967) word count. Four sets of word foils 
and four sets of picture foils (27 per set) were used to fill in the eight 
blocks. Each block consisted of either 81 words or 81 pictures. Although 
16 blocks were created by using the lexical equivalents of the experimen­
tal pictures (Word Blocks 1-8; Picture Blocks 1-8), each subject was 
assigned either Word Blocks 1-4 and Picture Blocks 5-8 or the remaining 
eight blocks presented in an ABBAABBA design. Block I foils were 
reused in Block 5 for both words and pictures, Block 2 foils were re­
used in Block 6, and so on. This design allowed each subject to see 
all 216 foils and all 216 experimental items. While there were separate 
sets of \08 word and picture foils, the 216 experimental items were pre­
pared in both forms and viewed by half of the subjects as a word and 
by the other half as a picture (counterbalanced across subjects). 

Stimuli were presented for 300 msec on a Macintosh computer (inter­
stimulus interval = 2 sec). The horizontal and vertical visual angles sub­
tended by the pictures ranged, respectively, from 3.3° x5.9° for the 
largest picture to 2.3 ° x2.9° for the smallest picture. The horizontal 
visual angle for words varied from 5.6° to 1°, with a vertical angle of OS . 

The subjects made speeded "new" (not seen previously in the block) or 
"old" (seen previously in the block) choice responses by pressing one of 
two buttons. The buttons assigned to the two hands were counterbalanced 
across subjects. Only reaction times (RTs) between 200 and 2,200 msec 
poststimulus were considered correct responses. Practice blocks of 18 
unused words and pictures were administered prior to data collection. 

EEG (10 sec time constant; 30 Hz upper cutoff) was recorded with 
a Beckman R612 polygraph and an Electro-Cap from Fz, Cz, Pz, Oz, 
T3, T4; vertical and horizontal EOGs were recorded from electrodes 
on the supraorbital ridge and outer canthus of the right eye, respectively. 
All channels were referred to nosetip. Data acquisition and stimulus 
presentation were controlled by a PDP 11/03 computer, which digitized 
EEG and EOG at IO-msec intervals for a 300-msec prestimulus inter­
val and ai, 700-msec poststimulus interval. Digitized records and be­
havioral data were stored on nine-track digital tape for offline analyses. 
Trials containing eye artifact were eliminated from the averages. 

ERP deflections were visually identified as time windows in the in­
dividual subject and grand mean data (correct responses only) and were 
measured as averaged voltages within each latency window, relative to 
the 300-msec prestimulus baseline. 

All F ratios were tested using degrees of freedom computed from ap­
plication of the Greenhouse-Geisser correction. To assess differences 
in scalp distribution between conditions or ERP components, we nor­
malized all amplitude data involved in significant electrode site inter­
actions (to eliminate amplitude differences between conditions or com­
ponents) and reanalyzed the data to assess shape across the scalp midline 
(see McCarthy & Wood, 1985). Thus, a significant interaction with elec­
trode site after normalization indicates different scalp distributions for 
the different conditions or components. 

Because pictures and words differ in physical configuration, 5 addi­
tional subjects saw a modification of the procedure, in which half of 
the word blocks were presented in a smaller, 12-point, font than the 
one described above (average visual angle = 1.2 ° horizontal by 0.2 ° 
vertical) and the other words were presented with a larger, 24-point, 
font using white letters presented in a black square (2.6° xO.8°). All 
recording procedures were similar to those described above, except that 
a larger array of electrodes was sampled (Fz, Cz, Pz, F7, F8, T3, T4, 
T5, T6, 01, 02). If an ERP difference between pictures and words is 

produced by differences in physical parameters, such as brightness or 
retinal area stimulated, then the ERPs elicited using the large font should 
differ in the same way from those elicited using the small font. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Picture Versus Word Processing 
As can be seen in Table 1, RTs to "new" items were 

faster than RTs to "old" items [F(1, 14) = 17.6, P < 
.001]. A main effect oflag onRT [F(1,21) = 3.9,p < .OS] 
was modified by an interaction with stimulus modality 
[F(2,28) = S.O, P < .02]. Multiple comparisons showed 
that words repeated after a lag of 32 produced longer RTs 
than did words repeated after lags of 2 or 8. In contrast, 
picture RTs were faster after a lag of 8 than after lags of 
2 and 32. The faster RTs to pictures after a lag of 8, 
relative to a lag of 2, replicates a recent result using pic­
ture slides (Friedman, 1990a), and has since appeared in 
a third sample for pictures but not for words (Berman, 
Friedman, & Cramer, 1990). While the RT increment 
from Lag 2 to Lag 32 in words, but not pictures, sup­
ports the idea that pictures are not held in a capacity­
limited primary store (as words are thought to be), we 
have no explanation for the superior picture performance 
after a lag of 8 items. However, it seems likely that this 
also represents a difference in the way words and pictures 
are processed. 

Figure 1 presents the grand mean ERPs elicited by pic­
tures and their lexical counterparts, separately for correctly 
detected "new" (i.e., first presentation; see Figure IA) 
and correctly recognized "old" stimuli (i.e., second 
presentation; see Figure 1B). All waveforms were charac­
terized by a series of early deflections ending in a posi­
tivity measured from 230-300 msec (P260), followed by 
an anterior maximal negativity (N3S0; 310-410 msec), 
and a later posterior negativity (N4S0; 420-S00 msec) 
with a more circumscribed distribution. A large positive 
deflection (PS80; SIO-7oo msec) was maximal between 
Cz and Pz. Separate ANOV As of "old" versus "new" 
(across lags; see Table 2) and lag (old only), in combi­
nation with stimulus modality and electrode site, were per­
formed on the averaged voltages. 

As assessed by tests for simple effects, the stimulus mo­
dality x lag interaction for N4S0 [F(2,23) = 4.S, P < 
.03] was due to an effect oflag for words [F(2,2S) = 6.S, 
p < .007] but not for pictures. Newman-Keuls tests 
showed that N4S0 for words was smaller at Lag 2 than 
at Lag 8 or Lag 32. It is possible that the larger N4S0 
at longer word lags is related to the performance decrement 

Table 1 
Reaction Time Data 

Lag 

o ("New") 2 8 32 Mean "Old" 

Stimuli RT SD RT SD RT SD RT SD RT SD 

Pictures 690.7 135.3* 751.9 133.2 731.9 108.0 750.7 136.1 744.8 125.8 
Words 693.2 154.7* 751.1 113.8 747.8 113.3 796.9 147.5 765.3 124.8 

Note-Reaction times (RTs) are given in milliseconds. *Mean within-subject SD of RT. 
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discussed above, since reactivation of the initial represen­
tation , due to memorial decay, might be necessary . Smith 
and Halgren (1989) have suggested that N400 (Kutas & 
Hillyard, 1980) may reflect this kind of relatively auto­
matic activation process (Graf & Mandler, 1984). How­
ever, others have criticized the Smith and Halgren hypoth­
esis (e.g., Rugg & Nagy, 1989), and the current data do 
not provide definitive evidence on this issue . 

As depicted in Figure 1 and as shown in Table 2, there 
was a significant main effect of stimulus modality for 
N450 and an interaction of stimulus modality with elec­
trode site for both N450 and P260 due to the fact that, 
for both deflections, words produced greater amplitudes 
at the posterior electrodes than did pictures. Both inter­
actions remained significant after scaling (see Table 2) , 
indicating that the scalp distributions of these deflections 
differed for words and pictures. 

The differences, however, could have been due to phys­
ical aspects that differed for words and pictures (exogenous) 
or cognitive differences in the way they were processed 
(endogenous) . The font-modification control study allows 
preliminary judgments on this issue. The 5 additional sub­
jects who saw word stimuli in both a large and a small 
font produced ERPs similar to those produced by the 15 
subjects of the main experiment (see Figure 2) . As can 
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be seen , the positivity at about 260 msec showed large 
differences as a function of font size. By contrast, although 
words showed much larger N350/N450 than did pictures, 
the font manipulation had no effect on these negativities. 

Taken together, the present behavioral and ERP data sug­
gest the tentative interpretation that different information­
processing mechanisms were applied to word and picture 
representations of the same concept and that these took 
place in different regions of the brain. 

ERP Repetition Effects 
The ERP waveforms (Figure 1) associated with repeated 

presentations were more positive, relative to their first 
presentation counterparts, beginning as early as P260 and 
continuing through P580. As shown in Table 2, main ef­
fects of repetition ("old" /"new") were modulated by in­
teractions between "old"/"new " and electrode site for 
all deflections , which remained significant for P260, N350, 
and N450 after scaling. Difference waveforms were com­
puted by subtracting the "old" from the "new" ERPs, sep­
arately for pictures and words. To determine whether the 
difference waveform represented an effect only on P580, 
the scalp distribution of the N350 and N450 portions of the 
"new" minus "old" waveforms were each compared with 
the P580 portion by normalizing the data to remove ampli-
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Figure I. Grand mean event-related potentials (ERPs) averaged across subjects elicited by word and picture presentations 
of the same concepts. Data are depicted separately for correctly detected "new" (A) and "old" (8) stimuli. Arrows mark stimulus 
onset, with time lines every 100 msec. Black and white bands above the time line represent latency ranges used to obtain averaged 
amplitudes for each of the identified denections. 
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Table 2 
Stimulus Modality x Old/New x Electrode ERP Results 

P260 N350 N450 P580 

S w > pt w < p 
o 
SE 
OE 
SOE 

o > nt 
w < p (Pz,OzH 

o < n* 0 < n:j: 0 > n 
w > p (Cz, Pz, Oz)* 

o > n (Fz, Cz, Pz)§ 
OE (p):j: 

o < n (Fz, Cz)§ 0 < n (Fz, Cz, pz)§ 0 > n (all, Cz, pz maxima) 

SE 
OE 

w < p (Pz,Oz)t 
n < 0 (Fz, Cz)t 

Scaled Electrode Interactions 

w > p (Oz):j: 
n > 0 (Fz, Cz)§ n > 0 (Fz,Oz)* 

Note-Directions of effect(s) and all effects reaching or exceeding the .05 level of significance are listed. 
Key: S-w = words, p = pictures; 0-0 = old, n = new; E = electrode at Fz, Cz, Pz, Oz. *p oS .05. 
t p oS .01. :j:p oS .001. §p oS .0001. 

tude differences between components. The scaled compo­
nent x electrode site interactions indicated that the scalp 
distribution of the "old" /"new" effect differed from P580 
for both N350 [F(2,31) = 37.8, p < .00005] and N450 
[F(2,30) = 8.8, p < .0008], suggesting that at least two 
brain generators are differentially activated by repetition. 

Because both N350 and N450 were most prominent for 
"new" items, we conclude that the early portion of the 
ERP repetition effect represents reduced negativity in the 
ERPs elicited by repeated stimuli, relative to their first 
presentation counterparts. The scalp distribution of the 
P580 portion of the difference waveform is consistent with 
a separate, but overlapping, enhancement of P300. More­
over, by manipulating task requirements, recent data also 
suggest that it is possible to selectively suppress either 
the negative (Rugg & Nagy, 1989) or positive (Berman 
et al., 1990) aspects of the repetition effect. 
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Figure 2. Grand mean ERPs elicited by correctly recognized "old" 
stimuli averaged across 5 additional subjects in the font-modification 
control study. Black and white bands represent the latency ranges 
used in Figure 1. 

REFERENCES 

BERMAN, S., FRIEDMAN, D., '" CRAMER, M. (1990). A developmental 
study of event-related potentials to pictures and words during explicit 
and implicit memory. International Journal of Psychophysiology, 10, 
191-197. 

BERMAN, S., FRIEDMAN, D., HAMBERGER, M., '" SNODGRASS, J. G. 
(1989). Developmental picture norms: Relationships between name 
agreement, familiarity, and visual complexity for child and adult rat­
ings of two sets of line drawings. Behavior Research Methods, In­
struments, & Computers, 21, 371-382. 

DONCHIN, E., '" COLES, M. G. H. (1988). Is the P300 component a 
manifestation of context updating? Behavioral & Brain Sciences, II, 
357-374. 

FRIEDMAN, D. (1990a). Cognitive event-related potential (ERP) com­
ponents during continuous recognition memory for pictures. Psycho­
physiology, 27, 136-148. 

FRIEDMAN, D. (1990b). ERPs during continuous recognition memory 
for words. Biological Psychology, 30, 61-87. 

GRAF, P., '" MANDLER, G. (1984). Activation makes words more ac­
cessible, but not necessarily more retrievable. Journal of Verbal Learn­
ing & Verbal Behavior, 23, 553-568. 

KUCERA, H., '" FRANCIS, W. N. (1967). Computational analysis of 
present-day American English. Providence, RI: Brown University Press. 

KUTAS, M., '" HILLYARD, S. A. (1980). Reading senseless sentences: 
Brain potentials reflect semantic incongruity. Science, 207, 203-205. 

MCCARTHY, G., '" WOOD, C. C. (1985). Scalp distributions of event­
related potentials: An ambiguity associated with analysis of variance 
models. Electroencephalography & Clinical Neurophysiology, 62, 
203-208. 

NELSON, D. L. (1979). Remembering pictures and words: Appearance, 
significance and name. In L. S. Cermak & F. I. M. Craik (Eds.), 
Levels of processing in human memory. Hillsdale, NJ: Earlbaum. 

NEVILLE, H., KUTAs, M., CHESNEY, G., '" SCHMIDT, A. L. (1986). 
Event-related brain potentials during initial encoding and recognition 
of congruous and incongruous words. Journal of Memory & Language, 
25, 75-92. 

PAIVIO, A. (1986). Mental representations: A dual coding approach. 
New York: Oxford. 

RUGG, M. D., '" NAGY, M. E. (1989). Event-related potentials and 
recognition memory for words. Electroencephalography & Clinical 
Neurophysiology, 72, 395-406. 

SMITH, M. E., '" HALGREN, E. (1989). Dissociation of recognition mem­
ory components following temporal lobe lesions. Journal of experimen­
tal Psychology: Learning, Memory & Cognition, 15, 50-60. 

WAUGH, N. C., '" NORMAN, D. A. (1965). Primary memory. Psycho­
logical Review, 72, 89-104. 

(Manuscript received July 27, 1990.) 



<<
  /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 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /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 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /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 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /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 (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




