
Abstract
Priming refers to a change in

the ability to identify or pro-
duce an item as a consequence
of a specific prior encounter.
Priming has been studied ex-
tensively in cognitive studies
of healthy volunteers, neuro-
psychological investigations of
brain-damaged patients, and,
more recently, studies using
modern functional neuroimag-
ing techniques such as positron
emission tomography and
functional magnetic resonance
imaging. We review recent
neuroimaging studies that
have converged upon the con-
clusion that priming is reliably
accompanied by decreased ac-
tivity in a variety of brain re-
gions. The establishment of
this cortical signature of prim-
ing is beginning to generate
new hypotheses concerning
the relation between priming
and explicit retrieval, which
we illustrate by considering re-
cent experiments on within-
and cross-modality priming.
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Memory is not a unitary or
monolithic entity, but instead can
be subdivided into distinct forms
or systems (Squire, 1992; Tulving &
Schacter, 1990). Psychologists have

paid considerable attention to a
form of memory that is familiar to
people from everyday life: explicit
or episodic memory, which in-
volves thinking back in time and
consciously bringing to mind past
experiences. But during the past
two decades, researchers have fo-
cused increasingly on a largely
nonconscious or implicit form of
memory, commonly referred to as
priming, that is less familiar to
people on the basis of everyday ex-
perience. Priming involves a
change in the ability to identify an
object or generate a word as a con-
sequence of a specific prior en-
counter with it, and often occurs
outside of awareness (Tulving &
Schacter, 1990). In a typical prim-
ing experiment, subjects first study
a list of target items—words, pic-
tures, and the like—and later per-
form a task that requires them to
identify, produce, or make a deci-
sion about studied and nonstudied
items. For example, participants
might be asked to identify a briefly
flashed picture of a piano or a
chair, or to produce a word in re-
sponse to a three-letter stem. Prim-
ing occurs when accuracy or speed
of task performance is influenced
significantly by prior study.
Priming has been the object of

intensive empirical and theoretical
attention because it can be clearly
dissociated from explicit, conscious
recollection (Schacter & Buckner,
1998; Wiggs & Martin, 1998). Some
of the most dramatic evidence that
suggests that priming can occur

without explicit recollection comes
from studies of brain-injured am-
nesic patients with damage to the
hippocampus and related struc-
tures in the inner parts of the tem-
poral lobe (Squire, 1992). Such pa-
tients exhibit little or no conscious
memory for recent experiences, yet
often show normal priming for re-
cently studied words and objects.
Studies of amnesic patients have

been critically important because
they show that priming does not
require the temporal lobe struc-
tures that are damaged in these pa-
tients and are necessary for explicit
remembering. But studies of amne-
sic patients cannot tell us what
parts of the brain are involved in
priming. One promising approach
to this latter issue makes use of
modern functional neuroimaging
techniques: positron emission to-
mography (PET) and functional
magnetic resonance imaging
(fMRI). PET measures changes in
blood flow within regions of the
brain, and fMRI measures changes
in the amount of oxygen in the
blood (the blood’s oxygenation
level reflects changes in blood flow
and volume). Because changes in
neural activity are associated with
changes in these blood properties,
and because both PET and fMRI al-
low relatively precise localization
of such changes, functional neu-
roimaging provides a useful win-
dow on normal human brain func-
tion. With respect to priming, PET
and fMRI allow examination of
brain areas that are more or less ac-
tivated during performance of
tasks on which priming occurs.

NEUROIMAGING OF
PRIMING AND EXPLICIT
RETRIEVAL: DECREASES

AND INCREASES IN
BRAIN ACTIVITY

Neuroimaging studies of prim-
ing are best considered in the con-
text of related imaging studies of
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explicit memory (also referred to as
explicit retrieval). Such studies
have revealed that a variety of
brain regions show increased activ-
ity when people are given tests that
require them to think back to a
study episode and recall or recog-
nize previously encountered target
items. Virtually all neuroimaging
studies of explicit retrieval have re-
vealed increased activity in the an-
terior (front) parts of the prefrontal
cortex (e.g., Tulving, Kapur, Craik,
Moscovitch, & Houle, 1994). Al-
though the prefrontal cortex has
long been linked with high-level,
or “executive,” cognitive processes
and with aspects of memory, rela-
tively little was known about the
function of anterior prefrontal re-
gions until recently. Some imaging
studies have also provided evi-
dence of increased activity in the
hippocampus and related inner
temporal lobe structures during ex-
plicit retrieval, but the effects have
been less consistent than in pre-
frontal cortex (see Schacter & Wag-
ner, 1999).
In contrast to the evidence of in-

creased brain activity during ex-
plicit retrieval, neuroimaging stud-
ies of priming have consistently
revealed evidence of decreased
activity (decreases have also been
observed in studies of explicit re-
trieval, but almost always accom-
panied by increases). Participants
are scanned while they carry out a
task, such as completing three-
letter word stems with the first
word that comes to mind after
studying a list of familiar words.
During primed scans, participants
are given stems of words that ap-
peared previously in the study list;
during unprimed scans, the target
items did not appear previously.
Studies using such procedures

consistently report decreased activ-
ity in several cortical regions dur-
ing primed scans compared with
unprimed scans, but decreases
have been especially consistent in a
part of the visual cortex (extrastri-

ate area) that is known to be in-
volved in perceptual processing
and in specific areas of the frontal
lobe that are involved in semantic
or conceptual processing (for re-
views, see Schacter & Buckner,
1998; Wiggs & Martin, 1998). It is
noteworthy that neither of these
brain regions is typically damaged
in amnesic patients. This could
help to explain why amnesic pa-
tients often show intact priming ef-
fects.
It has been suggested (Schacter

& Buckner, 1998; Wiggs & Martin,
1998) that priming-related de-
creases in brain activity may be re-
lated to repetition suppression, a phe-
nomenon established in studies of
nonhuman primates (for review
and discussion, see Desimone &
Duncan, 1995). For instance, in a
series of studies by Desimone and
Miller and their colleagues (sum-
marized in Desimone & Duncan,
1995), animals viewed complex vi-
sual objects, such as patterns or
faces, while experimenters re-
corded the activity of cells in the
lower, or inferior, temporal (IT)
lobe. Repeated exposure to the
same stimulus resulted in reduced
responses across a substantial pro-
portion of IT cells. Repetition sup-
pression in nonhuman primates
and priming-related decreases in
humans could reflect the operation
of common underlyingmechanisms.
Although neuroscientists are far

from understanding the exact na-
ture of these neural mechanisms,
the establishment of a signature of
priming in the form of decreased
activity is beginning to suggest
new hypotheses concerning the ba-
sis of priming and its contribution
to different aspects of memory. To
illustrate the kinds of new direc-
tions and possibilities suggested by
the imaging data, we now turn to a
recent line of research that uses
previous findings as a basis for
examining possible interactions
between priming and explicit
memory.

PRIMING WITHIN AND
ACROSS MODALITIES:
CONTRIBUTIONS OF
EXPLICIT RETRIEVAL

Cognitive studies have shown
that priming effects on a number of
tasks are larger when target mate-
rials are studied and tested in the
same sensory modality (e.g., vi-
sual-visual or auditory-auditory)
than when targets are studied and
tested in different sensory modali-
ties (e.g., visual-auditory or audi-
tory-visual). However, on most
tasks, some priming still occurs
across sensory modalities. Within-
modality priming possibly reflects
the operat ion of perceptual
memory processes or systems
(Tulving & Schacter, 1990). Cross-
modality priming, in contrast, can-
not depend on purely perceptual
processes. Some studies of word
priming suggest that it depends on
phonological processes involved in
word production; cross-modality
priming occurs when changes in
these processes transfer across mo-
dalities (e.g., Kirsner, Dunn, &
Standen, 1989).
Other data raise the possibility

that explicit or conscious memory
processes are more involved in
cross- than in within-modality
priming. In a study by Jacoby,
Toth, and Yonelinas (1993), college
students studied words presented
either visually or auditorily, and
then were tested visually with
three-letter word stems. In one con-
dition, the students were in-
structed to try to complete each
stem with a word they recalled
from the study phase. In another
condition, they were instructed to
complete the stems with words
that had not been presented during
study (in this condition, complet-
ing the stem with a studied item—
contrary to the experimenter’s in-
struction—indicated implicit or
nonconscious retrieval of the item).
The data suggested that within-
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modality priming involves implicit
retrieval, whereas cross-modality
priming involves explicit recollec-
tion. In contrast to these results
from college students, experiments
with amnesic patients reveal intact
cross-modality priming on the
stem-completion test (for a review,
see Badgaiyan, Schacter, & Alpert,
1999).
Taken together, the foregoing

results are puzzling: Evidence from
college students indicates a role for
explicit retrieval in cross-modality
priming, whereas evidence from
amnesic patients indicates explicit
retrieval is not necessary for cross-
modality priming to occur. Recent
PET studies from our laboratory
may help to illuminate the appar-
ent conflict (Schacter, Badgaiyan, &
Alpert, 1999; see also Badgaiyan et
al., 1999). Participants studied com-
mon words either visually or audi-
torily before scanning was initi-
ated. During scanning, three-letter
word beginnings were presented
visually, and the participants were
asked to complete each stem with
the first word that came to mind. In
the primed scans, the three-letter
stems could be completed with
words from the immediately preced-
ing study list; in the unprimed scans,
stems could not be completed with
words from the study list.
The behavioral data revealed

evidence of priming: Subjects pro-
duced significantly more studied
words dur ing pr imed than
unprimed scans. As in previous
studies of visual stem-completion
priming, PET data in the within-
modality condition revealed de-
creased activity in regions of visual
(extrastriate) cortex during primed
compared with unprimed scans.
Further, there was no evidence of
increased activity during within-
modality priming. Results from the
cross-modality condition were
more complex. There was de-
creased activity (compared with
unprimed scans) during cross-
modality priming in the upper part

of the left temporal lobe (left supe-
rior temporal gyrus), extending
into the lower and back part of the
parietal lobe. There is experimental
evidence that this region is in-
volved in storing and retrieving
phonological features of words (for
discussion, see Badgaiyan et al.,
1999). Accordingly, the involve-
ment of this region in priming
across sensory modalities fits with
previous proposals that cross-
modality priming depends on
changes in phonological process-
ing (Kirsner et al., 1989). In addi-
tion, however, cross-modality
priming was accompanied by in-
creased activity in anterior por-
tions of the prefrontal cortex—
regions that are thought to be
involved in aspects of explicit re-
trieval (e.g., Tulving et al., 1994).
When we examined priming on

an auditory stem-completion test
within and across sensory modali-
ties, we again found that cross-
modality priming (visual-to-
auditory) was associated with
increased activity in anterior pre-
frontal cortex, and also with de-
creased activity in the left temporo-
parietal region. Within-modality
auditory priming was associated
only with decreased activity in sev-
eral different brain regions (see
Badgaiyan et al., 1999).
The finding that activity in ante-

rior prefrontal cortex increases
during cross- but not within-
modality priming, together with
findings suggesting these regions
play a role in explicit retrieval, sup-
ports the suggestion of Jacoby et al.
(1993) that explicit retrieval plays a
role in cross-modality priming, but
not within-modality priming. Why,
then, do amnesic patients show
normal cross-modality priming in
the stem-completion task? Recall
that in both of our cross-modality
priming experiments, increases in
anterior prefrontal activity were ac-
companied by decreases in left
temporo-parietal activity that may
signal changes in phonological

processing. Amnesic patients typi-
cally do not have phonological pro-
cessing deficits, nor do they have
damage to the left temporo-parietal
region. We suggest that there are
two “routes” to cross-modality
priming: one that involves changes
in phonological processing and is
available to both amnesic patients
and healthy persons, and another
that involves explicit retrieval and
is available only to the latter group.
If one of these routes can substitute
for the other, then amnesic patients
can show intact cross-modality
priming based on a preserved pho-
nological route.
Though this hypothesis is some-

what speculative, it does predict
that patients with damage to both
phonological processing and ex-
plicit retrieval should show im-
paired cross-modality priming in
the stem-completion task, because
both routes to priming are compro-
mised. Evidence consistent with
this idea has been reported recently
(Curran, Schacter, & Galluccio,
1999): Patients with phonological
deficits and poor explicit memory
demonstrated normal within-
modality priming and impaired
cross-modality priming on a visual
stem-completion task.

CONCLUDING
COMMENTS

We have reviewed neuroimag-
ing evidence indicating that prim-
ing effects within a sensory modal-
ity are reliably accompanied by
decreases in cortical activity, and
provided one example of how
these findings may broaden under-
standing of the contributions of ex-
plicit retrieval to cross-modality
priming. Several questions remain
to be resolved, however. First,
priming-related decreases in corti-
cal activity may indicate that brain
regions that are involved in initial
processing of a word or picture
show a kind of “neural savings”
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when the entire item, or parts of it,
is repeated. An alternative possibil-
ity is that decreased blood flow is a
by-product of the reduced time
that participants spend processing
primed compared with unprimed
items. If participants disengage at-
tention earlier from a primed than
a nonprimed test item, decreased
blood flow will be observed.
Second, although we have em-

phasized that within-modality
priming is accompanied by de-
creased cortical activity, increases
are sporadically reported. Why?
Priming-related decreases occur in
studies that use well-learned
stimulus materials, such as com-
mon words or familiar objects. In
contrast, one study that revealed
increased cortical activity during
within-modality priming used un-
familiar stimulus materials (line
drawings of novel geometric
shapes; Schacter et al., 1995). Re-
sults of a recent fMRI study are
consistent with these findings:
Henson, Shallice, and Dolan (2000)
found that priming-related de-
creases occurred when participants
were exposed to well-learned ma-
terials (familiar faces or meaning-
ful symbols), whereas priming-
related increases occurred for
novel materials (unfamiliar faces or
meaningless symbols). Further
studies are necessary to assess the
generality and theoretical signifi-
cance of this pattern.
Third, an important question

concerns exactly what type of ex-
plicit retrieval influences cross-
modality priming. In this regard,
two aspects of explicit retrieval
need to be considered. First, ex-
plicit retrieval involves intentional
retrieval: the deliberate attempt to
think back to a past episode. In the
context of a word-stem-completion
experiment, intentional retrieval
occurs when participants see a
word stem (e.g., “tab__”) and think
back to the study list in an effort to
retrieve an appropriate target
word. Second, explicit retrieval in-

volves conscious awareness that a
retrieved item was presented dur-
ing an earlier episode. For instance,
when given the word stem
“tab___,” participants might com-
plete it with the first word that
comes to mind (table), and then be-
come aware that “table” appeared
earlier on the study list.
Richardson-Klavehn and Gar-

diner (1996) showed that inten-
tional retrieval does not play a
critical role in cross-modality prim-
ing on the stem-completion test;
that is, participants do not deliber-
ately attempt to recall words from
the study list when given a three-
letter word stem. Instead, cross-
modality priming involves con-
scious awareness that completed
words appeared earlier in the tar-
get list. The observed activations in
prefrontal cortex during cross-
modality priming suggest that sub-
jects spontaneously became aware
that some of their word comple-
tions had appeared earlier on the
study list. Understanding why
such “involuntary explicit mem-
ory” occurs for cross-modality
priming, but not for within-mo-
dality priming, is an important
topic for future studies using both
cognitive and neuroimaging tech-
niques.

Recommended Reading

Cabeza, R., & Nyberg, L. (1997). Im-
aging cognition: An empirical re-
view of PET studies with normal
subjects. Journal of Cognitive Neu-
roscience, 9, 1–26.

Gazzaniga, M.S. (Ed.). (2000). The
cognitive neurosciences. Cam-
bridge, MA: MIT Press.

Posner, M.I., & Raichle, M.E. (1994).
Images of mind. New York: Scien-
tific American Library.

Roediger, H.L., III, & McDermott,
K.B. (1993). Implicit memory in
normal human subjects. In F. Bol-
ler & J. Grafman (Eds.), Handbook
of neuropsychology (Vol. 8, pp. 63–
131). Amsterdam: Elsevier.

Schacter, D.L. (1996). Searching for
memory: The brain, the mind, and
the past. New York: Basic Books.

Acknowledgments—This work was sup-
ported by Grant MH57915 from the Na-
tional Institute of Mental Health and
Grant NS27950 from the National Insti-
tute of Neurological Disorders and
Stroke.

Note

1. Address correspondence to
Daniel L. Schacter, Department of Psy-
chology, Harvard University, 33 Kirk-
land St., Cambridge, MA 02138.

References

Badgaiyan, R.D., Schacter, D.L., & Alpert, N.M.
(1999). Auditory priming within and across
modalities: Evidence from positron emission
tomography. Journal of Cognitive Neuroscience,
11, 337–348.

Curran, T., Schacter, D.L., & Galluccio, L. (1999).
Cross-modal priming and explicit memory in
patients with verbal production deficits. Brain
and Cognition, 39, 133–146.

Desimone, R., & Duncan, J. (1995). Neural mecha-
nisms of selective visual attention. Annual Re-
view of Neuroscience, 18, 193–222.

Henson, R., Shallice, T., & Dolan, R. (2000). Neu-
roimaging evidence for dissociable forms of
repetition priming. Science, 287, 1269–1272.

Jacoby, L.L., Toth, J.P., & Yonelinas, A.P. (1993).
Separating conscious and unconscious influ-
ences of memory: Measuring recollection. Jour-
nal of Experimental Psychology: General, 122,
139–154.

Kirsner, K., Dunn, J.C., & Standen, P. (1989). Do-
main-specific resources in word recognition.
In S. Lewandowsky, J.C. Dunn, & K. Kirsner
(Eds.), Implicit memory: Theoretical issues (pp.
99–122). Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Richardson-Klavehn, A., & Gardiner, J.M. (1996).
Cross-modality priming in stem completion
reflects conscious memory, but not voluntary
memory. Psychonomic Bulletin & Review, 3,
238–244.

Schacter, D.L., Badgaiyan, R.D., & Alpert, N.M.
(1999). Visual word stem completion priming
within and across modalities: A PET study.
NeuroReport, 10, 2061–2065.

Schacter, D.L., & Buckner, R.L. (1998). Priming
and the brain. Neuron, 20, 185–195.

Schacter, D.L., Reiman, E., Uecker, A., Polster,
M.R., Yun, L.S., & Cooper, L. (1995). Brain re-
gions associated with retrieval of structurally
coherent visual information. Nature, 376, 587–
590.

Schacter, D.L., &Wagner, A.D. (1999). Medial tem-
poral lobe activations in fMRI and PET studies
of episodic encoding and retrieval. Hippocam-
pus, 9, 7–24.

Squire, L.R. (1992). Memory and the hippocam-
pus: A synthesis from findings with rats, mon-
keys, and humans. Psychological Review, 99,
195–231.

Tulving, E., Kapur, S., Craik, F.I.M., Moscovitch,
M., & Houle, S. (1994). Hemispheric encod-
ing/retrieval asymmetry in episodic memory:
Positron emission tomography findings. Pro-
ceedings of the National Academy of Sciences,
USA, 91, 2016–2020.

Tulving, E., & Schacter, D.L. (1990). Priming and
human memory systems. Science, 247, 301–306.

Wiggs, C.L., & Martin, A. (1998). Properties and
mechanisms of perceptual priming. Current
Opinion in Neurobiology, 8, 227–233.

4 VOLUME 10, NUMBER 1, FEBRUARY 2001

Published by Blackwell Publishers Inc.
 at UNIV OF MONTANA on April 3, 2015cdp.sagepub.comDownloaded from 

http://cdp.sagepub.com/


<<
  /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 /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /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 /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /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
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /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 <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /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 [1200 1200]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


