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Effects of Thermal-Infrared Emissivity Directionality
on Surface Broadband Emissivity and Longwave
Net Radiation Estimation

Jie Cheng, Member, IEEE, and Shunlin Liang, Fellow, IEEE

Abstract—Directionality is ignored in the satellite retrieval of
surface thermal-infrared emissivity, which will unavoidably af-
fect the estimates of surface broadband emissivity and surface
longwave net radiation. The purpose of this work is to quan-
tify the effects of emissivity directionality. First, three types of
emissivity data are used to calculate hemispherical emissivity
and the difference between directional broadband emissivity and
hemispherical broadband emissivity. The emissivity directionality
is highly significant, and the directional emissivity decreases with
increasing view angles. A view angle within 45°-60° can be found
whose directional emissivity is highly close to the hemispherical
emissivity, and the difference between the calculated directional
and hemispherical broadband emissivity is zero. The difference
between the atmospheric downward radiation and blackbody ra-
diation at surface temperature is then determined by extensive
simulations. Finally, the error ranges of surface longwave net
radiation are presented. If the sensor scan angle is within £55°,
the error can reach as high as 17.48 and 14.05 W/m? for water
and bare ice, respectively; the error is less than 2.74 W/m? for
snow with different radii; the error can reach 4.11 W/m? for sun
crust; the error is less than 5.14 W/m? for minerals, sand, slime
and gravel; and clay has the smallest error at 1.02 W/m?.

Index Terms—Broadband emissivity, directional emissivity,
energy budget, hemispherical emissivity, radiation budget.

I. INTRODUCTION

URFACE emissivity has been widely used in many disci-

plines [1]. Surface broadband (window) emissivity is a key
variable for calculating the surface radiation budget [2]. Due to
the lack of adequate observations, land surface models adopt a
constant emissivity value or a simple parameterization scheme
[3]. Remote sensing can provide a more realistic broadband
emissivity, which significantly improves the simulation results
of land surface models [4]. Many studies have examined the
production of a broadband emissivity data set using various
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methods [5]. A high spatial-temporal long-term global land
surface broadband emissivity data set was recently produced
using our newly developed methods and freely released to
the public [5]-[7]. In all these broadband emissivity data sets,
emissivity directionality is neglected, i.e., broadband emissivity
is calculated from the emissivity derived from the satellite
observations at a certain view angle. Emissivity directionality
has long been recognized by the remote sensing community
(81, [9].

The satellite retrieval of surface emissivity is a difficult
issue. Surface temperature and emissivity are coupled together
provided that the atmosphere effects are correctly removed. It
is necessary to compromise and make certain assumptions in
surface emissivity retrieval, e.g., ignoring the emissivity direc-
tionality. For example, a surface is assumed to be Lambertian
in the derivation of operational surface temperature and thermal
infrared emissivity products from ASTER and MODIS. The-
oretically, hemispherical broadband emissivity is required in
calculating surface longwave net radiation. It is evident that the
use of directional broadband emissivity will affect the accuracy
of surface longwave net radiation estimation. The purpose of
this letter is to quantify the effects of the directionality of
thermal-infrared emissivity on the calculation of hemispheri-
cal broadband emissivity and the errors in calculating surface
longwave net radiation. The rest of this letter is arranged
as follows: Section II introduces the data used, the meth-
ods of the emissivity spectra simulation, and the calculation
of broadband emissivity and surface longwave net radiation.
Section III presents the effects of emissivity directionality on
the estimation of broadband emissivity and surface net long-
wave radiation. A brief conclusion and discussion are provided
in Section IV.

II. DATA AND METHOD
A. Refractive Index

The refractive index is used as an input to the Mie code for
calculating the single-scattering parameters (single scattering
albedo and asymmetry factor) of a particulate within a layered
medium. The refractive index used in this study is the same
as that in [7], including that of water, ice, and minerals. The
spectral range is limited to 2.5-200 pm in the simulation.

B. In-Situ Measurements

There are two types of measurements. The first is the field-
measured thermal-infrared angular emissivity spectra of a snow
surface composed of different particle radii and the emissivity
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spectra of bare ice [10]. The emissivity spectra (8—13 pm) are
measured at 0°=75° (at 15 increments). The accumulated errors
of the emissivity measurements are reported to be on the order
of 0.01 for most wavelengths. For information on snow particle
size, snow characterization and field measurements, please refer
to [10]. The second type of measurement is the directional
emissivity of water, clay, sand, slime, and gravel measured
at 0°—65° (at 5 increments) [11]. The reported measurement
accuracy is 0.005.

C. Emissivity Spectra Simulation

First, the refractive index is used to calculate the single-
scattering parameters using Mie code. The radii for snow
particles are set as 40 and 300 pm, respectively. The radius
for minerals is set to 300 pum. Then, the single-scattering
parameters are modified by diffraction subtraction and structure
factor correction for radii of 40 and 300 pm, respectively, to
consider the packing status [12]. Finally, the single-scattering
parameters are used as inputs to the Hapke emissivity model
[13] to simulate the directional emissivity at viewing angles
of 0°-85° (5° increments). Given the refractive index of water,
the Fresnel Equation is used to calculate the surface directional
emissivity (0°-85°, 5° increments).

D. Calculation of Broadband Emissivity and Surface
Longwave Net Radiation

The hemispherical emissivity is defined as follows [13]:

1
c(hN) = 27 / (i, Nudps M
0

where p is the cosine of the view angle, A is the wavelength, and
e(p, A) is the directional emissivity. The broadband emissivity
can be denoted as follows:

S22 (N B(X, To)dA
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where \; and )\, are the upper and lower bounds of integration,
B(\,Ts) is the Planck function at surface temperature T's. If
the emissivity used in (2) is hemispherical emissivity, then the
calculated broadband emissivity is denoted as hemispherical
broadband emissivity. Accordingly, the calculated broadband
emissivity is denoted as directional broadband emissivity given
the directional emissivity. The surface longwave net radiation
can be written as

Ao
/5/\ [B(TS) - La/\] dX = evp (UTf - La)
A1

L, = 3)

where L, is the surface downward longwave radiation, L,
is the wavelength integration of L,,, and o is the Stefan-
Boltzmann constant (5.67 x 10 — 8 W - m~2 - K~%). The mea-
sured and simulated emissivities in Section II are used to
calculate the broadband emissivity in their respective windows
using (2). The surface temperature is set to 300 K. The latest
Thermodynamic Initial Guess Retrieval (TIGR) database are
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Fig. 1. Simulated directional and derived hemispherical emissivity spectra for
(a) water; (b) fine snow; (c) medium snow; and (d) one mineral.
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Fig. 2. Absolute differences between the directional and derived hemispheri-
cal broadband emissivities of (a) water and (b) snow and mineral.

used to simulate the surface downward longwave radiation [14].
We used the MODTRAN 4.0 code to simulate the directional
atmospheric downward radiance in the 0.2-1000 pum spectral
range at 5° intervals. Assuming that the directional atmospheric
downward radiation is independent of the azimuth angle, we
calculate the L, by integration. The integration of L, in the
0.2-1000 pm spectral range is approximated as that integrated
in all wavelengths to balance accuracy and computation time.
Surface temperatures are specified as T, — 10, T, — 5, Ty,
T, +5, T, + 10 and T, + 15, respectively, where T, is the
near-surface air temperature of the TIGR atmosphere profiles.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Effects on Broadband Emissivity Estimation

Fig. 1 shows the simulated directional emissivity spectra
of water, fine snow (40 pm), medium snow (300 pm) and
minerals alongside their hemispherical emissivity spectrum de-
rived by (1). The directional emissivity spectra decreases with
the increasing view angles, and the hemispherical emissivity
spectrum lies between the directional emissivity spectra at view
angles of 45° and 60°. We calculated directional broadband
emissivity and hemispherical broadband emissivity using (2).
We then calculated the differences between the directional and
hemispherical broadband emissivity. The calculated hemispher-
ical broadband emissivities are 0.911, 0.994, 0.982, and 0.932
for water, fine snow, medium snow, and minerals, respectively.
The absolute difference is shown in Fig. 2. Water has the largest
difference, snow has the smallest difference, and minerals
have a moderate difference. For water, the absolute difference
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Fig. 3. Field-measured directional emissivity spectra and calculated hemi-

spherical emissivity spectrum for (a) fine dendrite snow; (b) medium grain
snow; (c) coarse granular snow; (d) sun crust; (e) bare ice.

reaches the minimum value of 0.001 when the view angle is
60°. The absolute difference ranges from 0.001 to 0.524 for
all view angles. For snow, the absolute difference reaches zero
when the view angle is 50° and 55°. The difference for all
the view angles is less than 0.01. Regarding the minerals, the
absolute difference reaches the minimum value of 0.001 when
the view angle is 50°. The absolute difference ranges from
0.001 to 0.047.

Fig. 3 shows the field-measured bare ice and snow directional
emissivity spectra in the 8—13 um as well as the corresponding
hemispherical emissivity spectra. In the 8-10 um, the dif-
ferences between measured directional emissivities are quite
small when the view angle is less than 60°, and the angular
dependence of directional emissivity cannot be observed from
these plots. The angular dependence is highly evident in the
10.5-13 pm. Similar to that shown in Fig. 1, the hemispherical
emissivity spectrum lies between the directional emissivity
spectra for view angles of 45° and 60°. The calculated hemi-
spherical broadband emissivities are 0.99, 0.985, 0.979, 0.97,
and 0.937 for fine dendrite snow, medium grain snow, coarse
granular snow, sun crust and bare ice, respectively. The absolute
difference is shown in Fig. 4. Bare ice has the largest difference,
while the differences for snow are relatively small and increase
with increased particle radius. The difference reaches the min-
imum value when the view angle is 60° for ice and sun crust,
whereas the view angle is 45° for the three snow types. The
absolute difference ranges from 0.011 to 0.038 for ice, from
0.001 to 0.018 for snow, and from 0.003 to 0.035 for sun crust.

The field-measured directional emissivity in the 8—14 um
spectral range for the different surface types is shown in
Fig. 5. The directional emissivity decreases gradually with
the increasing view angles. The angular variation is relatively
small compared with the previous results except for water. Note
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Fig. 4. Absolute difference between the directional broadband emissivities
and the derived hemispherical emissivity spectra for ice and snow.
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Fig. 5. Angular variation of field-measured direction emissivity (left, after

Sobrino and Cuenca, 1999) and the absolute difference between the directional
and hemispherical emissivity (right).

that there is only one band in the 814 pm spectral range.
The calculated hemispherical broadband emissivities are 0.94,
0.895, 0.944, 0.925, and 0.926 for water, sand, clay, slime and
gravel, respectively. The difference reaches the minimum value
when the view angle is 55° for water and sand, and the view
angle is 50° for the remaining three samples. The absolute
difference ranges from 0.002 to 0.143 for water, from 0.000
to 0.003 for clay, and from 0.001 to 0.029 for sand, slime and
gravel.

According to the aforementioned simulated and measured
emissivity data, the angular variation emissivity of the water
surface is the largest. The difference between the directional
and hemispherical broadband emissivities is also the largest
compared with that of the other samples. Fortunately, the water
emissivity can be simulated with high accuracy [15] and will
not incur large errors on surface longwave net radiation esti-
mation. The angular variation and difference between the di-
rectional and hemispherical broadband emissivities for bare ice
follow closely behind water. The emissivity angular variation
of minerals, slime, and gravel is not as large as that for water
and bare ice, but it is also significant. Clay has the smallest
emissivity angular variation. The broadband emissivity derived
from the simulated and measured emissivities of the snow
surface with the same particle radii agree well, with a difference
less than 0.004. The difference between the directional and
hemispherical broadband emissivities is less than 0.01 and
0.018 for the simulated and measured snow emissivities, re-
spectively. It is evident that we can find a view angle whose
directional emissivity is very close to the hemispherical emis-
sivity, and the difference between the calculated directional and
hemispherical broadband emissivity is zero. According to the
cases in this study, this view angle lies between 45° and 60°.
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B. Effects on Surface Longwave Net Radiation Estimation

Note that the spectral ranges of the three emissivity sources
are different. According the study of Cheng et al. [7], broad-
band emissivity at 8—13.5 can represent broadband emissivity
in all wavelengths in surface longwave net radiation estimation.
Therefore, we will not strengthen the emissivity spectral range
in the estimates of surface longwave net radiation. Instead of
calculating surface longwave net radiation, we calculated the
oT* — L, in (3) because the error in surface longwave net
radiation is proportional to the error in broadband emissivity.
Given the broadband emissivity error, we can directly calculate
the error in surface longwave net radiation. The histogram
of the simulated 0T — L, is shown in Fig. 6. The mean
value is 21.69 W/m?, and the absolute value changes from
zero to 342.75 W/m?. Certainly, an error of 0.1 in broad-
band emissivity corresponds to the error between zero and
34.28 W/m? in surface longwave net radiation. This value
depends on the atmospheric and surface conditions. In the
satellite retrieval or field measurements of surface emissivity,
we derived the simplified radiative transfer equation by as-
suming that the land surface is Lambertian or that the atmo-
spheric downward radiance is isotropic. Regardless of which
assumption is adopted, the measured parameter is the direc-
tional radiance. In the laboratory measurement, we measured
the hemispherical—directional reflectance (the incident angle of
the light source is usually 10°) with the help of an integration
sphere, and then we calculated the directional emissivity using
Kirchhoft’s law. Therefore, the retrieved surface emissivity is
directional. For ASTER, the scan angle is very small. The angle
of the retrieved directional emissivity could be approximated
as 0°. The scan angle can reach £55° for MODIS, and the angle
of the retrieved directional emissivity should be 0°-55° without
considering the topography. Assuming directional broadband
emissivities derived from ASTER and MODIS emissivity prod-
ucts have the same accuracy, the accuracy of surface longwave
net radiation using MODIS emissivity will be better than that
estimated with the ASTER emissivity product because the
absolute difference between the directional and hemispherical
broadband emissivities decreases with an increasing view angle
until it reaches zero. Table I presents the error range when
the directional broadband emissivity at the 0°-55° view angle
is used to replace the hemispherical broadband emissivity to
calculate surface longwave net radiation. The error can reach
as high as 17.48 and 14.05 W/m? for water and bare ice,

TABLE 1
ERROR RANGE OF CALCULATING SURFACE LONGWAVE NET RADIATION
WITH THE DIRECTIONAL BROADBAND EMISSIVITY AT 0°-55°
VIEW ANGLE (W/m?)

Simulated emissivity spectra
water snow minerals
0-17.48 0-1.02 0-5.14
Hori et al. emissivity spectra
Bare Fine Medium Coarse Sun
ice snow snow snow crust
0-14.05 0-2.74 0-1.02 0-2.74 0-4.11
Sobrino et al. emissivity
water sand clay slime gravel
0-11.65 0-4.46 0-1.02 0-2.06 0-3.08

respectively; the error is less than 2.74 W/m? for snow with
different radii; the error can reach 4.11 W/m? for sun crust;
the error is less than 5.14 W/m? for minerals, sand, slime and
gravel; and clay has the smallest error of 1.02 W/m?.

IV. CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSIONS

Surface broadband emissivity in the thermal infrared region
is essential for calculating surface longwave net radiation.
Satellite-retrieved surface emissivity has directionality, which
will inevitably produce errors in the estimates of surface long-
wave net radiation if ignored. The simulated and measured
directional emissivities are used to investigate the effects of
emissivity directionality on broadband emissivity calculation.
The directional emissivity spectra decrease with an increasing
view angle. Water has the largest angular variation, and bare
ice follows closely behind. The emissivity angular variation of
minerals, sand, slime, and gravel is not as large as that for water
and bare ice but is also significant. Clay has the smallest angular
variation emissivity. The behavior of the difference between the
directional and hemispherical broadband emissivities is highly
similar to that of the emissivity angular variation. The absolute
difference can reach as high as 0.524 and 0.138 for water and
bare ice, respectively. The maximum absolute differences are
0.015, 0.018, 0.022, 0.035, and 0.047 for slime, snow, sand,
sun crust, and minerals, respectively. The maximum absolute
difference is only 0.003 for clay. We found a view angle
within 45°-60° whose directional emissivity is highly close to
the hemispherical emissivity, and the difference between the
calculated directional and hemispherical broadband emissivi-
ties is zero. By virtue of the latest TIGR database and the
MODRAN 4.0, we calculated the possible range of 0T — L,
through extensive simulation. According to the absolute dif-
ference between the directional and hemispherical broadband
emissivities, we present the error bounds of surface longwave
net radiation. If the sensor angle can reach +55° like MODIS,
the error can be as high as 17.48 and 14.05 W/m? for water and
bare ice, respectively; the error is less than 2.74 W/m? for snow
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with different radii; the error can reach 4.11 W/m? for sun crust;
the error is less than 5.14 W/m? for minerals, sand, slime and
gravel; and clay has the smallest error, at 1.02 W/m?.

Currently, measurements of angular variation emissivity are
very scarce. Only a limited number of simulated and measured
emissivities are used in this study. A typical landscape, i.e., a
soil-vegetation system, is not considered. Usually, we would
use the radiative transfer model or the geometrical model to
simulate the directional emissivity [9]. However, the emissivity
or reflectance of the component is assumed to be Lambertian
in these models. Furthermore, these models lack validation, as
field measurements over vegetation canopies are rarely avail-
able. Further studies on measuring the directional emissivity
of various natural land surfaces, especially a soil-vegetation
system, at broadband spectral ranges are needed. Direct mea-
surement method is commonly used to obtain the emissivity
of natural surfaces for its greater flexibility. In the direct mea-
surement of surface emissivity, the directionality of the surface
properties or the background radiation is ignored, i.e., either
that the surface is assumed as a perfectly diffuse reflector or
the background radiation is assumed as a diffuse (independent
of direction). In reality, both assumptions are hard to meet and
will bring systematic errors in the derived surface emissivity.
Kribus et al. thoroughly discussed the systematic errors in the
direct emissivity measurements caused by directional effects
and presented some recommendations for improving experi-
mental procedures in emissivity measurement [16]. As pointed
out by Kribus et al., in some situations, the systematic error
is much larger than the 0.01-0.02 typical error values reported
in the literature, which is based on the inherent errors of the
equipment used and on the data scatter that is observed when
the experiment is repeated. Therefore, we must pay attention
to each procedure that could introduce errors in the direct
measurement of surface emissivity.

Because the observational angles of satellite sensors are
limited, it is difficult to calculate the hemispherical emissivity
using the retrieved directional emissivity. A practical way to im-
prove the estimates of broadband emissivity is to improve and
develop versatile radiative transfer models that can characterize
the angular distribution of emissivity for typical land surface
types. With these models, we can either establish the relation-
ship between hemispherical broadband emissivity and broad-
band emissivity at a certain angle or simulate the hemispherical
broadband emissivity provided with surface characteristics.

REFERENCES

[1] J. Cheng, S. Liang, Q. Liu, and X. Li, “Temperature and emissivity sepa-
ration from ground-based MIR hyperspectral data,” IEEE Trans. Geosci.
Remote Sens., vol. 49, no. 4, pp. 1473-1484, Apr. 2011.

[2] S.Liang, K. Wang, X. Zhang, and M. Wild, “Review of estimation of land
surface radiation and energy budgets from ground measurements, remote
sensing and model simulation,” IEEE J. Sel. Topics Earth Observ. Remote
Sens., vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 225-240, Sep. 2010.

[3] G. B. Bonan, K. W. Oleson, M. Vertenstein, S. Levis, X. Zeng, Y. Dai,
R. E. Dickinson, and Z.-L. Yang, “The land surface climatology of the
community land model coupled to the NCAR community climate model,”
J. Climate, vol. 15, no. 22, pp. 3123-3149, Nov. 2002.

[4] M. Jin and S. Liang, “An improved land surface emissivity parame-
ter for land surface models using global remote sensing observations,”
J. Climate, vol. 19, no. 12, pp. 2867-2881, Jun. 2006.

[5] J. Cheng and S. Liang, “Estimating global land surface broadband
thermal-infrared emissivity from the advanced very high resolution ra-
diometer optical data,” Int. J. Digit. Earth, 2013, to be published.

[6] H. Ren, S. Liang, G. Yan, and J. Cheng, “Empirical algorithms to map
global broadband emissivities over vegetated surfaces,” IEEE Trans.
Geosci. Remote Sens., vol. 51, no. 5, pp. 2619-2631, May 2013.

[7] J. Cheng, S. Liang, Y. Yao, and X. Zhang, “Estimating the optimal
broadband emissivity spectral range for calculating surface longwave net
radiation,” IEEE Geosci. Remote Sens. Lett., vol. 10, no. 2, pp. 401-405,
Mar. 2013.

[8] Y. Du, Q.-H. Liu, L.-F. Chen, Q. Liu, and T. Yu, “Modeling directional
brightness temperature of the winter wheat canopy at the ear stage,” IEEE
Trans. Geosci. Remote Sens., vol. 45, no. 11, pp. 3721-3739, Nov. 2007.

[9] J. A. Sobrino, J. C. Jimenez-Munoz, and W. Verhoef, “Canopy directional
emissivity: Comparison between models,” Remote Sens. Environ., vol. 99,
no. 3, pp. 304-314, Nov. 2005.

[10] M. Hori, T. Aoki, T. Tanikawa, H. Motoyoshi, A. Hachikubo, K. Sugiura,
T. J. Yasunari, H. Eide, R. Storvold, Y. Nakajima, and F. Takahashi,
“In-situ measured spectral directional emissivity of snow and ice in the
8-14 um atmospheric window,” Remote Sens. Environ., vol. 100, no. 4,
pp. 486-502, Feb. 2006.

[11] J. A. Sobrino and J. Cuenca, “Angular variation of thermal infrared emis-
sivity for some natural surfaces from experimental measurements,” Appl.
Opt., vol. 38, no. 18, pp. 3931-3936, Jun. 1999.

[12] J. Cheng, S. Liang, F. Weng, J. Wang, and X. Li, “Comparison of radiative
transfer models for simulating snow surface thermal infrared emissivity,”
IEEE J. Sel. Topics Earth Observ. Remote Sens., vol. 3, no. 3, pp. 323—
336, Sep. 2010.

[13] B. Hapke, Theory of Reflectance and Emittance Spectroscopy. New
York, NY, USA: Cambridge Univ. Press, 1993.

[14] A. Chedin, N. A. Scott, C. Wahiche, and P. Moulinier, “The improved
initialization inversion method: A high resolution physical mehtod for
temperature retrievals from satellites of the TIROS-N series,” J. Climate
Applied Meteorol., vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 128-143, Feb. 1985.

[15] K. Masuda, T. Takashima, and Y. Takayama, “Emissivity of pure and sea
waters for the model sea surface in the infrared window regions,” Remote
Sens. Environ., vol. 24, no. 2, pp. 313-329, Mar. 1988.

[16] A.Kribus, I. Vishnevetsky, E. Rotenberg, and D. Yakir, “Systematic errors
in the measurement of emissivity caused by directional effects,” Appl.
Opt., vol. 42, no. 10, pp. 1839-1846, Apr. 2003.




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues false
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /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 false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /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 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 false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /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 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /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

  /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 [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


