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1. INTRODUCTION 

Control points are inseparable components of the laser scanning measurement process. 
They are mainly applied to connect point clouds from various standpoints. These points 
also ensure control in transformations of individual scanning positions and thus 
significantly affect the accuracy of the whole processing. This article deals with the 
evaluation of the accuracy of control points’ position determination using the Leica HDS 
3000 laser scanning system. For this purpose, a special measurement experiment was 
designed and performed in which a geodetic network consisting of control points of 
various design and produced by various manufacturers was measured. The measuring 
experiment checked the “internal accuracy” (by repeated measurements) of the 
determination of control points’ coordinates using the laser scanning method; 
furthermore, the accuracy of coordinates determined by the laser scanning method was 
compared with the coordinates measured by the total station. Coordinates determined 
by means of laser scanning from different standpoints were mutually compared. Last, 
but not least, the instrument accuracy declared by the manufacturer was monitored and 
compared with the results of measurements conducted in laboratory conditions. Five 
types of control points were used for this experiment. Then, the position determination 
accuracy was evaluated in relation to individual types of control points used. 
  
2. EXPERIMENT DESCRIPTION 
 

A three-dimensional geodetic network with 27 determined points was set up and 
successively measured at the atrium of the Faculty of Civil Engineering, CTU in Prague 
on 6. 5. 2010. The measurement by total stations was conducted from five standpoints, 
4001 to 4005, and by a laser scanner from standpoints 5001 and 5002.  
 
The measured control points were signalized by five different types of targets. These 
were six spherical targets manufactured by the Trimble Company, six hemispherical 
targets by the Leica Company, reflective target plates by Trimble and Leica Companies, 
again in six pieces each. The last type was a pyramid-shaped target developed at the 
Laser Scanning Laboratory of the Department of Special Geodesy. This type of target 
was used in the network three times.  
 
The effort was to use the FCE atrium to the maximum potential to uniformly distribute 
control points within it. The narrow, oblong-shaped atrium does not allow a fully 
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uniform configuration of control points and standpoints. A detailed diagram of the 
positioning of standpoints and control points is presented in Fig. 1. 

 
Fig. 1. Diagram of positioning standpoints and control points. 

 

2.1.  Methods of control point measurement  

Control points were scanned with the Leica HDS3000 terrestrial scanner, and the 
network was measured using the Trimble S6 – High Precision and Topcon GPT-7501 
total stations. 
  
2.1.1. Leica HDS 3000 Laser scanning system   

The above-mentioned control points were scanned from two standpoints (5001, 5002) 
using the Leica HDS3000 scanner. From the first standpoint (5001), each control point 
was scanned five times. On the second standpoint (5002), each point was only scanned 
once because of shortage of time.  
 

The HDS 3000 laser scanning system (Fig. 2) is one of the products of the HDS (High 
Definition Surveying) series of instruments manufactured by the Leica Geosystems 
Company. It is a scanning system based on the principle of the three-dimensional polar 
method. 
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coordinates obtainrd from repetitive measurements on the first standpoint (5001). Then, 
it will be clear which types of control point targeting are suitable for the Leica HDS3000 
scanner and which are not. 

4.1. Internal accuracy of coordinate determination  

The coordinates determined five times on the standpoint 5001 served for the calculation 
of their average values (߮ܺ, ߮y, ܼ߮) and for subsequent corrections (ܼݒ ,  ,ܺݒ) for each 
coordinate. Furthermore, standard coordinate deviations (ܺߪ,   were calculated (ܼߪ ,yߪ
from these corrections using the formula [BÖHM et al. 1990]:  
 

࣌࢞ ൌ ට∑࢜࢞࢜࢞
૚ି࢔

       (1) 

 

where the variable ݔ represents ܺ, ܻ, ܼ coordinates. The resulting error of the position of 
a respective control point was calculated from the formula [BÖHM et al. 1990]: 

 

࢖࣌ ൌ ට࣌ࢄ૛ ൅ ૛ࢅ࣌ ൅ ૛ࢆ࣌                         (2) 

 

For each type of used control point, the standard positional deviation was calculated as 
the quadratic mean using the formula [BÖHM et al. 1990]: 
 

׎࢖࣌ ൌ ට∑ ࢔૛࢖࣌
࢑స૚
࢔

       (3) 

 

where ݊ is the number of control points. 
 

4.1.1. Internal accuracy of spherical targets by Trimble Company  

The maximum standard positional deviation of this type of control point takes the value 
of 0.9 mm. The quadratic mean of standard positional deviations for this type of control 
point takes the value of 0.6 mm. In terms of the resulting positional accuracy of these 
targeted points, these targets are suitable for measurements using this type of scanner. 
If, however, the demands for measurement are considered (left, right, upper, lower – all 
this in both positions of the telescope) and the demands for manual evaluation of the 
centre of the spherical area in the Cyclone programme as was described above, this type 
of target is unsuitable for projecting the scanned spherical area as it is very time 
consuming.  

4.1.2. Internal accuracy of reflective target plates by Trimble Company  

The maximum standard positional deviation of this type of control point takes the value 
of 21.1 mm. The quadratic mean of standard positional deviations for this type of 
control point takes the value of 11. 8 mm. Reflective target plates by the Trimble 
Company have a much larger surface area of a highly reflective centre than original 
targets by the Leica Company. The HDS 3000 scanner is fitted with implicit setting of 
the reflective target area size, therefore, while scanning Trimble reflective targets the 
reflective area is incompletely scanned and, successively, the centre of this target is 
erroneously evaluated in the automatic processing in the Cyclone programme. Trimble 
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reflective targets are manufactured for a different type of scanner and have proved 
unsuitable for the Leica HDS3000 scanner. 

4.1.3. Internal accuracy of reflective target plates by Leica Company  

The maximum standard positional deviation of this type of control point takes the value 
of 0.4 mm. The quadratic mean of standard positional deviations for this type of control 
point takes the value of 0.3 mm. The presumption that original targets should be the 
most suitable was confirmed. They are suitable not only in terms of accuracy of position 
determination using the Leica HDS3000 scanning system, but also in terms of evaluation 
and sighting by the total station. The centre signalized by a small black circle was aimed, 
and the scans were automatically evaluated in the Cyclone programme. The time 
savings in aiming a large number of control points will be significant observing the 
maximum demands for accuracy. 

4.1.4. Internal accuracy of hemispherical targets by Leica Company  

The maximum standard positional deviation of this type of control point takes the value 
of 0.7 mm. The quadratic mean of standard positional deviations for this type of control 
point takes the value of 0.4 mm. In repetitive measurements, the flat part of the 
respective hemispherical target was used. The used material is identical to the Leica 
reflective target plate differing only by dimensions (reflective target plate 3” 3 ݔ”, 
hemispherical target 6”). Therefore, it corresponds by its accuracy to the preceding type 
of target. At the same time, the other positive qualities also apply to it. The internal 
accuracy of the determination of the hemispheres’ coordinates cannot be evaluated, as 
they were measured from the second standpoint (5002) and only once. The evaluation of 
the centres of these hemispherical targets was automatic, unlike the spherical targets by 
the Trimble Company. 

4.1.5. Internal accuracy of pyramid-shaped control points   

The maximum standard positional deviation of this type of control point takes the value 
of 1.1 mm. The quadratic mean of standard positional deviations for this type of control 
point takes the value of 0.8 mm. This type of control point is definitely not superior to 
original targets supplied by the manufacturer, nevertheless, it was manifested that this 
type of targeting is applicable. Evaluation in the Cyclone programme is relatively 
demanding and lengthy, but the resulting standard positional deviation for this type of 
control point is below 1 mm. In places where a reflective plate cannot be fixed, a 
naturally targeted intersection of three planes may be used under the condition that all 
sides have been scanned with roughly the same density.   

4.1.6. Overview of internal accuracy of control points  

Provided the Trimble reflective target plate, which was found unsuitable for this type of 
scanner, is removed from the evaluation, all the other positional deviations have 
complied with the expected internal accuracy up to 1 mm. It was confirmed that the 
most suitable solution are original targets, but the accuracy of the other two target types 
is not dramatically worse and in case of need they are usable.  Numerical values are 
presented in the table below.  
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Table 1. Internal accuracy of control points 

Control point type ݌ߪ [݉݉] 

Trimble spherical target  0.6 

Trimble reflective target plate  11.8 

Trimble reflective target plate 0.3 

Leica hemispherical target  0.4 

Pyramid 0.8 

 

4.2. Measurement accuracy from first standpoint in relation to adjusted coordinates  

Having determined internal accuracy from the five times repeated first scan, the 
accuracy of the determination of control points’ coordinates in relation to adjusted 
coordinates may be evaluated in the GNU Gama programme. First of all, however, the 
coordinates of control points obtained by means of the laser scanning methods had to be 
transformed [PAVELKA et al., 2001] into a coordinate system in which adjusted 
coordinates had been determined using the GNU Gama software. The positional 
accuracy of the control points’ coordinates thus determined was 0.6 mm. If the effect of 
the accuracy of adjusted coordinates was to be eliminated, it would be necessary to 
quadratically subtract the positional deviations of control points’ adjusted coordinates 
from positional deviations of the coordinates determined by scanning (and 
transformation). The introduction of this correction produced a correction of positional 
deviations in the order of tenths of a millimetre, therefore, this correction was not used. 
The evaluation was performed by comparing transformed coordinates (ܺܶ, ܻܶ, ܼܶ) from 
individual repeated measurements from the first standpoint with the control points’ 
coordinates determined by adjustment in the GNU Gama programme. Corrections (࢜ࡳࢄ, 
 ሻ were calculated from adjusted coordinates and from them standard coordinateࡳࢆ࢜ ,ࡳࢅ࢜
deviations (࣌ࡳࢆ࣌ ,ࡳࢅ࣌ ,ࡳࢄሻ for each control point were calculated using formula (1). The 
positional deviation of a respective control point ࣌ࡳ࢖ was calculated from formula (2). 
The positional deviation ࣌ࡳ࢖׎  of a specific type of control point was determined as the 
quadratic mean using formula (3).  

4.2.1. Overview of control point accuracy in relation to adjusted coordinates   

As compared to the evaluation of internal accuracy of repeated scanning, positional 
deviations in relation to adjusted coordinates are by one order less accurate. It is not 
possible to evaluate the effect of transformation into a common coordinate system on the 
accuracy of coordinates determined by scanning. Provided the Trimble reflective target 
plate, which was found unsuitable for this type of scanner, is removed from the 
evaluation, the accuracy rate of all the other types of control points is comparable. It 
was confirmed that the most suitable are original targets, but the accuracy of the other 
two types of target is not dramatically worse. It is possible that a control point located 
too close to the scanner is determined with lower accuracy than more distant points. The 
resulting standard positional deviations are presented in the table below. 
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Table 2. Overview of control points’ accuracy in relation to adjusted coordinates 

Control point type ࣌ࡳ࢖׎ [݉݉] 

Trimble spherical target 1.7 

Trimble reflective target plate 11.8 

Trimble reflective target plate 1.2 

Leica hemispherical target 1.4 

Pyramid 1.5 

 

4.3. Accuracy of measurement from both standpoints in relation to coordinates 
 determined by adjustment  

After the unification of the coordinate systems of both completed scan positions was 
performed, the accuracy of the determination of control points’ coordinates in relation 
to adjusted coordinates may be evaluated in the GNU Gama programme. The effect of 
these coordinates’ determination is not considered as it is of minimum value. The 
evaluation was performed by comparing the mean coordinates of five repeated 
measurements in the first scan and the once measured coordinates in the second scan 
with adjusted coordinates. These coordinates were used for calculating corrections (࢜ࡳࢄ, 
 was ࡳ࢖࣌ ሻ and from them the positional deviation of a respective control pointࡳࢆ࢜ ,ࡳࢅ࢜
calculated using formula (2). The positional deviation ࣌ࡳ࢖׎  of a specific type of control 
point was determined as the quadratic mean using formula (3). The same procedure was 
used for the calculation of standard coordinate deviations (࣌ࡳࢄ׎ ࡳࢅ׎࣌ , ࡳࢆ׎࣌ , ሻ.   
4.3.1. Overview of accuracy of control points from standpoints 5001, 5002 in relation to 

 adjusted coordinates  
The values of standard deviations of points determined from the second standpoint are 
in all cases greater than the values of standard deviations of points from the first 
standpoint. These differences, however, are practically negligible for some types of 
control points (Leica and pyramid targets) with respect to the statistical error in 
determining standard deviations. A slightly lower accuracy in the determination of 
control points on the second standpoint is attributed to numerous random errors which 
were eliminated by repeated measurement on the standpoint 5001. For both types of 
targets manufactured by the Leica Company, the difference between the five times and 
once measured control points is the least. The Cyclone software is, therefore, able to 
evaluate control points to maximally eliminate the random error component so that only 
the systematic error mainly remains. 

 
Table 3.  Overview of accuracy of control points from standpoints 5001 and 5002 in relation to adjusted 

coordinates 

Control point type ࣌࢖׎૞૙૙૚ࡳ ࡳ૞૙૙૛࢖׎࣌ [݉݉] [݉݉] 

Trimble spherical target 1.7 2.6 

Trimble reflective target plate 11.8 12.4 

Trimble reflective target plate 1.2 1.0 

Leica hemispherical target 1.4 1.2 

Pyramid 1.5 1.4 
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5. CONCLUSION  

 

The objective of this article was to evaluate the accuracy of positional determination of 
control points using the Leica HDS3000 terrestrial laser scanner. Five types of control 
point targets were used for this experiment: reflective targeting plates and 
hemispherical targets produced by the Leica Company, reflective target plates and 
spherical targets by the Trimble Company and pyramid-shaped control points 
manufactured exclusively for this experiment at the laboratory of the Department of 
Special Geodesy. First of all, internal accuracy of the determination of control points’ 
position was monitored with the Leica HDS3000 scanner, using five times repeated 
measurements from one standpoint. The hypothesis that original targets are the most 
suitable option for this type of scanner was confirmed; their accuracy of position 
determination is 0.4 mm. Reflective Trimble target plates, on the contrary, proved 
unsuitable for this type of scanner as their dimensions are incompatible. Trimble 
spherical targets and pyramid-shaped control points are usable for this type of scanner, 
but the evaluation of point clouds poses much greater demands on time than the 
evaluation of original targets. Here, the accuracy of 0.6 mm may be obtained for 
Trimble spherical targets and 0.8 mm for pyramids. 
 

Furthermore, the accuracy of their position determination was compared in relation to 
coordinates measured by total stations, which were adjusted in the GNU Gama 
programme. The standard positional deviation of adjusted coordinates is 0.6 mm. It was 
performed in a common coordinate system (control points determined by scanning were 
transformed), and thus the evaluation is not completely independent. The results, 
however, confirm previous measurements. And, like in the evaluation of internal 
accuracy, Leica control points again appear the most suitable option (the standard 
deviation of position determination using Leica targets was only 1.0 mm), but the other 
types of targets, except for Trimble reflective target plates, are also applicable (the 
standard deviation of position determination of Trimble spherical targets being 1.4 mm, 
and of the pyramid 1.2 mm). 
 

To conclude, the coordinates of control points measured from the second standpoint 
were compared in relation to adjusted and also averaged coordinates from five times 
repeated measurements. It was confirmed that by repetitive measurements random 
errors are eliminated and what remains is mostly only the systematic error component.  
 

The manufacturer declares the accuracy of the determination of coordinates for a target 
of 2 mm; this value was reached during five times repeated measurements for each type 
of control point, except for the Trimble reflective target plate (11.8 mm). In the 
measurement performed once, the value declared by the manufacturer was exceeded in 
the evaluation of Trimble reflective target plates and spherical targets   (12.4 mm or 2.6 
mm respectively), while for pyramids (1.1 mm) and original control points the accuracy 
was observed (1.0 mm or 1.4 mm respectively).  
 

It should be emphasized that if we use original targets the accuracy of the determination 
of control points’ position is practically doubled against the value declared by the 
manufacturer (the standard deviation being half its value). The experiment was 
performed in laboratory conditions; the distance from the scanner to control points was 
in the interval of 5 m to 25 m. 

 



– 460 – 

This project was supported from the CTU Student Grant Competition grant 
No. SGS10/152/OHK1/2T/11. 
 

REFERENCES 

Böhm, J. - Radouch, V. - Hampacher, M.: Teorie chyb a vyrovnávací počet (Theory of Errors and 
Adjustment Calculus). Geodetický a kartografický podnik Praha, 2nd edition, Praha, 1990. 
ISBN 80-7011-056-2. 

Pavelka, K. - Štroner, M.: Lineární prostorová transformace (Linear 3D Transformation). In: 
Geodetický a kartografický obzor. 2001, Vol. 47, No. 3, pp. 233-235. ISSN 0016-7096. 

Štroner, M. - Pospíšil, J.: Terestrické skenovací systémy (Terrestrial Scanning Systems). 1st edition. 
Praha: Česká technika – CTU publishing house, 2008. 187 pp. ISBN 978-80-01-04141-3. 

http://hds.leica-geosystems.com/en/5574.htm 
http://www.geotronics.cz 
http://obchod.geodis.cz/geo/gpt-7500 
http://www.gnu.org/software/gama 
http://www.leica-geosystems.com/en/Target-Mounts_19144.htm 
http://hds.leica-geosystems.com/en/Targets_19143.htm 
http://www.surveying.com/products/details.asp?prodID=6700-02 
 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 false
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


