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Abstract 

 
We examine the robustness of algorithm performance 

over multiple datasets collected with different sensors. This 
study provides insight as to whether an algorithm perfor-
mance derived from traditional controlled environment 
studies will robustly extrapolate to more challenging 
stand-off/real-world environments. We argue that a 
systematic methodology is critical in assuring the validity 
of algorithmic conclusions over the broader arena of 
applications. We present a structured evaluation protocol 
and demonstrate its utility by comparing the performance 
of an open-source algorithm over seven diverse datasets, 
spanning six different sensors (three stationary, one 
handheld, and two stand-off). We also provide baseline 
results for the ranking of the seven datasets as measured by 
four performance metrics. Finally, we compare our 
protocol-based ranking with a parallel ranking based on an 
independent survey of biometrics experts, with high 
correlation between the two rankings being demonstrated.  

1. Introduction 
As the iris-based biometrics technology grows, a broad 

array of iris sensors (e.g., stationary, handheld, stand-off) 
have been introduced and numerous recent evaluations of 
automated recognition algorithms have been done [1-10].  

These evaluations primarily focused on performance 
competitions of multiple algorithms. A complementary 
evaluation would be to characterize the robustness of an 
algorithm performance across the multiple datasets with a 
broad range of sensor types. To date, algorithmic 
robustness studies have been limited by two key factors. 
The first is the lack of the algorithm’s capability to 
accommodate images captured from the full range of iris 
sensors. The second is the utilization of only a small 
number of datasets with narrow image quality diversity 
(e.g., datasets with only near-ideal iris images captured in 
well controlled environments with cooperative subjects).  

In this regard, our study quantifies the robustness of 
algorithm performance across seven diverse iris datasets 
collected from the six different sensors—the seven datasets 
consist of ICE2005[1], two subsets from MBGC2008 [2], 

and four subsets from NDSpring2011[3][4]. Our study also 
examine whether algorithm performance based on 
traditional controlled environment studies will extrapolate 
to stand-off/real-world environments (image data severity). 
As a case study, we use the open-source research algorithm, 
VASIR (Video-based Automatic System for Iris Recogni-
tion)—that can process a broad range of sensor types—to 
provide the baseline performance results needed for other 
research evaluation purposes. We demonstrate the analysis 
using a structured protocol for carrying out robustness 
assessment. In addition, we determine if correlation exists 
between VASIR’s performance ranking and expert 
survey-based ranking about such sensor performance.  

The specific contributions of this paper are as follows: 
1) Datasets: provide ranked list of seven datasets 

consisting of six sensors (three stationary, one 
handheld, and two stand-off ) 

2) Baseline: provide baseline performance results 
using the open-source algorithm VASIR that has 
capability of handling all three sensor categories. 

3) Methodology: demonstrate the analysis methodol-
ogy using a structured evaluation protocol for 
carrying out robustness assessment of a biometrics 
system 

4) Experts: determine the degree of correlation 
between the resulting VASIR performance ranking 
and expert opinion ranking over the six sensors. 

For the iris-based biometrics research and academic 
community, our evaluation baseline is necessary to rapidly 
examine the performance of other algorithms robustness 
over multiple datasets, taken by multiple sensors, and/or 
collected under various environments. This performance 
evaluation baseline via an open-source algorithm will give 
researchers an opportunity for giving insight of the 
algorithm, for comparing components/modules of their 
algorithms, and for educationally advancing biometrics 
technology in general. 

2. Related Work 
Table 1 shows the comparison of previous studies and 

our study—# algs & # orgs defines the total number of 
algorithms provided by the total number of organizations. 
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Table 1 Comparison of previous evaluations and our study 
Study Year 

published Study type # algs & 
# orgs # sensors # datasets Sensor category 

Stationary Handheld Stand-off 
ITIRT [5] 2005 Evaluation 1 & 1 3 1 o   
IRIS06 [6] 2007 Evaluation 1 & 1 3 1 o   
ICE2005[1] 2008 Challenge 13 & 10 1 1 o   
MBGC [2] 2009 Challenge 0 & 0 3 3 o  o
Bowyer et al [7] 2009 Cross/Experiment 1 & 1 2 2 o   
IREX-I [8] 2009 Evaluation 19 & 10 3 3 o   
ICE2006[9] 2010 Evaluation 3 & 3 1 1 o   
Connaughton et al [4] 2012 Cross/Experiment 3 & 3 3 3 o o  
IREX-III [10] 2012 Evaluation 82 & 11 3* 1 o o  
Our study 2013 Experiment 1 & 1 6 7 o o o

* This collection used primarily multiple models of the L1 Pier, L1 Hiide, and Crossmatch SEEK sensors.  Several other sensors were used infrequently. 
 

As given in the table above, many evaluation studies had 
the goal of comparing a collection of algorithms and 
determining their relative performance [1][4-10].  

Such evaluations played a major role to advance current 
iris recognition technology, even while the experiment for 
these comparisons was frequently limited to a narrow range 
of sensors and narrow dataset diversity. Some of the 
datasets consisted of only near-ideal iris images captured 
indoors from stationary sensors. 

The major difference in our study is that we address the 
inverse problem; that is, for a given single algorithm, is its 
performance robust over a collection of datasets that 
includes a full range of iris sensors? 

3. Datasets 
This section describes the seven datasets that were 

used for VASIR’s performance evaluation. These seven 
datasets were captured by six different sensors and were 
taken using seven different acquisition procedures; all 
datasets were collected at the University of Notre Dame 
over several years.  Table 2 provides details for each of the 
seven datasets for both the left and right eye.  

The Iris Challenge Evaluation (ICE) [1] program 
provides a dataset (D1) of traditional iris-still images 

captured by an LG2200 system. LG2200 is a single iris 
capture at a time sensor. It uses three Near-Infrared (NIR) 
LEDs, and the subject distance must be within 3-10 inches 
(8-25 cm) to the camera. The system contains software that 
uses voice to prompt the subject to adjust his/her distance 
and eye position to the camera. The LG2200 system 
normally selects one image out of three images from a shot, 
and discards the other two images using a built-in image 
quality control system. The ICE2005 dataset, however, 
contains all three images to support a broad band of image 
qualities for research. Therefore, one image out of three 
meets the built-in quality checks, while the other two 
images may or may not meet such requirements. The total 
number of images for both left and right eyes is 2,953 and 
encompasses a total of 132 subjects. 

The Multiple Biometrics Grand Challenge (MBGC) [2] 
program includes two datasets (D2 and D3).  

The D2 dataset was collected by the same sensor 
(LG2200) as D1 and the same acquisition approach was 
used. Note that multiple models of LG2200s might have 
been used for this dataset, which led to blank regions on 
some images—see the difference of Figure 1 (a) and (b). 
The total number of images for this dataset is 8,038 
collected from 485 subjects.  

 
Table 2 Summary of the seven datasets (D1 – D7) 

Source # 
Set Code Sensor Type/ 

Iris Image Type 
Eye 
Pos. 

# 
Images 

# 
Subjects Image size 

ICE [1]  
(2005) D1 LG2200-ICE LG 2200 Left 1,527 119 640*480 Traditional iris-still Right 1,426 124 

MBGC [2] 
(2008) 

D2 LG2200-MBGC LG 2200 Left 4,025 485 640*480 Traditional iris-still Right 4,013 485 

D3 IOM Iris on Move (IOM) Left 586 of 628 136 of 143 Varying Stand-off facial video Right 586 of 628 136 of 143 

NDSpring 
[3][4]   
(2011) 

D4 LG4000 LG Iris Access 4000 Left 6,319 554 640*480 Traditional iris-still Right 6,300 554 

D5 LGiCAM LG iCam (TD100) Left 4,549 536 640*480 Handheld iris-still Right 4,557 536 

D6 IGAD100 IrisGuard (AD100) Left 5,994 532 640*480 Traditional iris-still Right 5,892 533 

D7 CFAIRS CFAIRS IR Cannon Left 13,507 541 960*640 Stand-off iris-still Right 13,648 544 
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Figure 1 An iris image sample for each dataset from the same subject except the iris image (a)  

 
D3 contains NIR face-visible video sequences, with a 

resolution of 2048x2048 frame pixels, captured by a 
Sarnoff Iris On Move (IOM) system [11]. The system takes 
face videos while a person walks at a distance through a 
portal with normal walking speed. The portal itself contains 
multiple NIR LEDs to illuminate subject’s face or body. 
The subject starts to walk from approximately 118 inches 
(~3 meters) and the subject looks forward while walking. In 
this dataset, there are a total of 628 video sequences 
collected from 143 subjects. Out of the total of 628 videos, 
there are 30 videos in which either no eye is visible or only 
one eye is visible across all frames. Using VASIR’s 
algorithm, eye-pairs were detected in 586 videos out of the 
598 and then for a video sequence, the best-left and 
best-right iris images were selected. Hence, 1,196 (= 586 x 
2) iris images with 136 subjects were used for this study. 

The four datasets D4 to D7 were classified by the 
sensor type from the NDSpring (2011) dataset [3][4]. D4 
consists of traditional iris-still images, captured by an LG 
IrisAccess 4000 (LG4000) system. LG4000 is a dual iris 
capture sensor (both irises capture at the same time). It uses 
two clusters of 12 NIR LEDs with varying wavelengths, 
and the subject distance is within 14 inches (36 cm). The 
sensor contains voice instruction software and a built-in 
image quality control system. In this dataset, three or four 
sets of images were captured after one sensor prompt. A 
total of 12,619 images was collected from 554 subjects. D5 
includes the traditional still images captured by LG iCAM 
TD100 (LGiCAM). LGiCAM is a face and dual iris capture 
sensor and can be a handheld camera or can be mounted on 
a tripod for stationary use—both handheld and stationary 
approaches were used to collect data. The sensor uses 
multiple clusters of NIR LEDs to illuminate the iris and the 
subject must be positioned about 13 inches (33 cm) away. 
This sensor does not have automatic voice instruction 
software. In total 9,106 images were collected from 536 

subjects. D6 also contains traditional still images captured 
by the IrisGuard AD100 (IGAD100) system. IGAD100 is a 
dual iris capture sensor using two clusters of six NIR LED 
illuminators. The subject distance must be 8-12 inches 
(20-30 cm) away from the camera, and the system includes 
voice prompt software to position the subject’s eyes. The 
sensor has a built-in motion measure function, detects the 
use of glasses and contact lens, and adjusts illuminations 
automatically. In this dataset, four images were captured 
after one sensor prompt. The total number of iris images is 
11,886 with 533 subjects. D7 is the set of stand-off iris 
images captured by a Honeywell Combined Face and Iris 
Recognition System (CFAIRS). The sensor uses multiple 
NIR LEDs illuminators and the range of iris scans is within 
157 inches (4 meters) away. In this dataset, a total of 27,155 
left and right iris images were collected from 544 subjects. 

Figure 1 shows a sample of iris images for each 
dataset—all iris images are from the same subject except (a) 
LG2200-ICE because there is no common subject in the 
dataset. Five datasets (see a, b, d, e, and f) out of the seven 
contain traditional NIR iris still images (stationary or 
handheld used) and two datasets (c and h) include stand-off 
video/still imagery that are challenging problems for iris 
recognition. The iris diameter of the five datasets typically 
exceeds 200px for optimal images, while the iris size for 
IOM and CFAIRS datasets varies markedly (with average 
~100px). In summary, a total of 72,921 images collected 
from 796 subjects were used in our evaluation and analysis. 

4. Method 

4.1. Algorithm (VASIR) Case Study 
To demonstrate our algorithm robustness assessment 

methodology, we used a particular iris recognition algo-
rithm/system VASIR [12][13], which was developed using 
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a structured design and analytic approach that allowed for 
algorithm evaluation, characterization, and optimization. 
VASIR is a NIST-developed research algorithm featuring 
Near-Infrared (NIR) face-visible video-based iris 
recognition. VASIR is an open-source fully-automated 
algorithm which is capable of handling three sensor 
categories: 1) traditional stationary, 2) handheld, and 3) 
stand-off. The algorithm addresses the challenge of 
recognizing a person in less-than-optimal environments, 
while coping with both high and low image quality—see 
Lee [12] for detailed methods and procedures for 
optimizing VASIR’s sub-components.  

As with most iris recognition algorithms, VASIR has a 
number of input parameters, but VASIR’s performance is 
driven primarily by only six parameters (that can be 
adjusted for a given dataset): 1) scale factor for the iris size, 
2) pupil circle ratio, 3) threshold for detecting pupil 
boundary, 4) Hough transform scaling factor for detecting 
the iris boundary, and 5) closing and 6) opening iteration 
numbers for reducing noise within an image. 

For the seven datasets, these parameters have been 
optimized in a statistically rigorous fashion by using 
orthogonal fractional factorial experiment designs. Details 
of this extensive optimization and sensitivity analysis study 
for biometric systems are given in Lee et al [14].  

Note that the six parameter values for each dataset are 
near-optimal, with opportunities still remaining for 
continued optimization. 

4.2. Evaluation Protocol 
In this section, we briefly describe the protocol that we 

used for our evaluation. The iris recognition performance is 
conventionally evaluated by four metrics [15][16]. The 
True Accept Rate (TAR)—also equivalently known as 
“Verification Rate (VR)—is a proportion of image pairs 
where two biometric samples are indeed of the same 
person’s eye. The True Reject Rate (TRR) is where the 
algorithm correctly decided that two samples (genuine and 
imposter) are not of the same person. The False Accept 
Rate (FAR) is defined as the rate where samples are ac-
cepted as the same identity while in reality they are 
different. The False Reject Rate (FRR) is where two 
samples from the same person’s eye are rejected. Note that 
FAR and FRR are often referred as FMR (False Match Rate) 
and FNMR (False Non-Match Rate), respectively. FAR and 
FRR share an overlapping area between genuine (mated) 
and imposter (non-mated) distributions and a smaller 
overlapping area is considered to be a better performance.  

The gallery (query) set is the biometric sample 
database of known individuals for a specific implementa-
tion or evaluation experiment. The probe (target) set is the 
submitted biometric sample to compare against one or more 
references in the gallery [17].  

The four metrics are not independent, in fact, the TRR 
and FRR can be computed as (TRR = 1 – FAR) and (FRR = 
1 – TAR), respectively. Based on these rates, Error Equal 
Rate (EER) can be computed as the rate in which FAR and 
FRR are equal. We used the mated (genuine) scores as 
threshold to calculate the four metrics. 

For benchmarking purposes, we decided in our study 
to have both the gallery set and the probe set to be the same. 
Hence, this allows us to efficiently calculate only half of the 
off-diagonal elements of the similarity matrix [18]. For 
non-mated scores, the gallery images can be compared 
against all probe images whereby the probe subject is a 
different person. This full matching (one to all others) can 
be time-consuming and is not necessary since the 
non-mated scores are sufficiently consistent for virtually all 
probe subjects [18]. Our protocol randomly selects a 
representative subsample of all probe samples, all of a 
different person for getting the non-mated results. We find 
50 subjects to be a sufficient subsample [18]—a different 
size subsample may be required depending on the number 
of subjects and number of images. This not only will reduce 
execution time but also allows us to characterize the 
performance more easily.  

VASIR performance for verification is evaluated by 
VR at fixed values of FAR, and by EER. In particular, 
performance is measured by four criteria: 1) VR at FAR = 
0.001, 2) VR at FAR = 0.01, 3) VR at FAR = 0.1, and 4) 
EER. High VR values and a small EER value indicate 
superior algorithm performance. Note that if images failed 
to load/process due to the file corruption, these images 
(< .04 %) were excluded in our evaluations. 

4.3. Experts (Opinion) Case Study 
In addition to the above algorithm evaluation, we 

conducted a complementary reference study by surveying 
seven biometrics experts in the iris recognition field. The 
purpose of this study is to provide a ranked list of the iris 
recognition performance of the six sensors (see the sensor 
type in Table 2) based on their expert knowledge and 
experience. Some of the experts had experience with all six 
sensors, while others only with some of the sensors. The 
experts were instructed to use their professional judgment 
to rank the six sensors and to use information from other 
sources (e.g., Internet) as necessary. They were also 
instructed to assume that performance is to be defined as 
FRR at FAR=0.001. Further, they should assume that there 
is no cross sensor matching, and that the sensors are 
operating under normal conditions. The expert judges were 
given randomly ordered sensor lists along with a 
questionnaire that included the information about sensor 
model, sensor class, single or dual iris capture function, and 
handheld state. This study was done simultaneously with 
the algorithm evaluations. 
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5. Results 

5.1. Algorithm (VASIR) Experiment Results 
This section describes the analysis of the VASIR 

performance results carried out on the seven datasets 
spanning six different sensor types. For the VASIR case 
study, a summary of the number of mated scores and 
non-mated scores and the performance results with four 
criteria are given in Table 3. 

 
Table 3 VASIR performance results on the seven datasets for left 

(L)/right (R) and four performance metrics 
Set Code L/R #  

Mated 
# 

Nonmated 
VASIR Performance (%) 

VR001 VR01 VR1 EER 

D1 LG2200 
-ICE 

L 14,653 76,350 93.2 95.3 97.4 3.6
R 12,221 71,300 93.4 95.4 97.2 3.7

D2 LG2200 
-MBGC 

L 96,341 201,250 90.6 93.0 95.2 5.4
R 95,779 200,650 89.2 92.5 95.2 5.5

D3 IOM L 1,594 29,300 48.8 62.8 78.0 17.3
R 1,594 29,300 47.3 60.1 75.2 19.5

D4 LG4000 L 43,317 315,950 97.7 98.0 98.4 1.9
R 43,093 315,000 96.8 97.3 98.0 2.5

D5 LGiCAM L 22,599 277,450 97.2 97.5 98.2 2.3
R 22,655 277,850 96.8 97.3 98.0 2.5

D6 IGAD100 L 40,298 299,700 98.5 98.7 98.9 1.3
R 38,993 294,600 98.1 98.4 98.8 1.5

D7 CFAIRS L 211,127 675,351 78.1 84.6 90.3 9.7
R 214,991 682,400 65.2 77.9 85.7 13.2

 
In this evaluation, the total number of mated scores is 

859,255 and the total number of non-mated scores is 
3,746,453 across all seven datasets. For datasets D1 to D6, 
the table shows that the performance results are similar for 
both left and right eyes, but with average results from the 
left eye is slightly better than the right eye across all four 
criteria (except D1). For the D7 dataset, the left eye results 

are significantly higher than right differencing by 12.9 % 
for VR at FAR=0.001 and by 3.5 % for EER. This D7 result 
prompts the need for further investigation. 

For both left and right eyes, the overall results show 
that the D3 (Sarnoff IOM) dataset has the poorest 
performance with the lowest average VR at FAR=0.001 of 
48.0 % and the highest average EER of 18.2 %, while the 
D4 (IrisGuard AD100) dataset has the best performance 
with the highest average VR at FAR=0.001 of 98.3 % and 
the lowest average EER of 1.4 %.  

Figure 2 shows ROC curve comparison of VASIR’s 
VR performance results over the seven datasets. Although 
VASIR’s performance varies over the seven markedly 
diverse datasets, nonetheless, this study serves as a valuable 
baseline for both algorithmic performance and dataset 
severity. As with the Table 3 results, the “most challenging” 
dataset for VASIR is D3 (blue dotted line) collected from 
the Sarnoff IOM sensor. The “easiest” dataset is the D6 (red 
dotted line) collected from the IrisGuard AD100 sensor.  

Figure 3 illustrates (via a block plot) the ranking of the 
seven datasets for each of the four criteria and for both eye 
positions. For both left and right eyes, the results of VASIR 
performance ranked list of datasets are consistent over the 
four criteria—therefore, we conclude that the VASIR 
performance ranking of the seven datasets is robust across 
both eye position and all four performance metrics. Further, 
the block plot shows that the results for left are higher than 
the results for right across all datasets except D1 
(LG2200-ICE)—the right result for D1 has slightly better 
performance and this result is consistent with the 
conclusion from [1].  

In summary, the order of the seven datasets (from 
easiest to hardest) based on the average VR and the EER 
value is given in Table 4. 

            
Figure 2 Comparisons of VASIR’s VR performance over the seven datasets 
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Figure 3 The rank of VASIR performance on the seven datasets 
for all four criteria and the left (L)/right (R) eye position 
 
Table 4 VASIR performance ranking (easiest to hardest) over the 

seven datasets 

Rank Sensor 
code Set 

VASIR Performance (%) 
VR @ 

FAR=.001 
VR @ 

FAR=.01 
VR @ 

FAR=.1 EER 

1 IGAD100 D6 98.3 98.6 98.9 1.4 
2 LG4000 D4 97.3 97.7 98.2 2.2 
3 LGiCAM D5 97.0 97.4 98.1 2.4 
4 LG2200-ICE D1 93.3 95.4 97.3 3.7 
5 LG2200-MBGC D2 89.9 92.8 95.2 5.5 
6 CFAIRS D7 71.7 81.3 88.0 11.5 
7 IOM D3 48.1 61.5 76.6 18.4 

 

From Table 4, D6 (IGAD100) has the highest 
performance closely followed by D4 (LG4000) and D5 
(LGiCAM). These sensor models have multiple NIR LEDs 
cluster to illuminate the iris region and contain a built-in 
image quality control software—especially, IGAD100 
system has the function to measure motion and to adjust the 
illumination of the iris image. The eye distance with the 
camera for IGAD100 is within 12 inches, for LG4000 is 
within 14 inches, and for LGiCAM is within 13 inches.  

On the other hand, D3 (IOM) has the lowest rank—the 
iris images were isolated from the face-visible video frame 
and the system deals with moving subject at a distance. As 
shown samples in Figure 4, out of the seven datasets, the 
D3 dataset contains the most challenging iris images for the 
VASIR algorithm, mainly, due to the poor image quality by 
poor illumination, out-of-focus, and other deficiencies.  

To gain understanding into the ranking of the seven 
datasets, Figure 5 provides the distributions of mated 
(green) and non-mated (red) scores from the seven datasets 
(in rank order). Note that the overlap region between the 
mated and non-mated distribution significantly increases 
when going from the easiest to hardest performance. We 
also observe that while the mated distribution shape (green) 
changed from one plot to the next, the shape of the 
non-mated distribution (red) stayed relatively consistent 
over all seven datasets. For the mated case, the lower bound 
on the Hamming Distance (HD) value range tends to 
increase with the ranked dataset (from 0.06 to 0.22), while 
the upper bound remains invariant at approximately 0.52. 
For the non-mated case, the HD value ranges are stable 
over the given datasets except D3.  

Based on the observation, we arrive at the important 
conclusion that the main driver of the classification 
between mated and non-mated distribution in iris 
recognition is not the non-mated score, but rather the mated 
score. This conclusion is consistent with the study on the 
analysis of the iris image quality score levels done by Lee 
(see p62 in [12]). 

 

 
Figure 4 Demonstration of poor quality images selected as the best image from videos captured by an IOM sensor (D3) 

 

magnified 
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Figure 5 Mated (green) and non-mated (red) distributions of Hamming Distance (HD) scores on the seven datasets  

(ordered by easiest to hardest) 
 

5.2. Expert Survey Results 
This section describes the results of a parallel study in 

which a survey was conducted from seven biometrics 
experts. The focus of the survey was to gather expert 
opinions on the relative (perceived) quality of the given six 
sensors that were used in the previous algorithmic (VASIR) 
experiments. Motivation for this survey was to determine 
the correlation between VASIR experiment-based rankings 
and expert survey-based rankings. 

 
Table 5 Comparison of algorithm VASIR-based and expert-based 

ranking (easiest {1} to hardest {6}) on the six sensors 

Set Sensor 
type 

VASIR Expert 
VR001 VR01 VR1 EER 

Avg E
1 

E
2 

E
3

E
4

E
5

E
6

E
7 AvgL R L R L R L R 

D1D2 LG2200 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 3 4 4 3 4 3 3.3 
D3 IOM 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 6 5 6 5.9 
D4 LG4000 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2.1 2 2 1 2 2 1 1 1.6 
D5 LGiCAM 3 2 3 2 3 2 3 2 2.5 3 4 3 3 5 3 4 3.6 
D6 IGAD100 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 1.4 
D7 CFAIRS 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 5 4 6 5 5.0 

 

 
Figure 6 Correlation (94 %) of VASIR ranking and expert ranking 
 

For this study, we surveyed the ranked list (easiest {1} 
to hardest {6}) from seven experts (E … E  for the iris 

recognition performance on the six sensors—note that D1 
and D2 were collected by the same LG2200 sensor, so we 
used the coded dataset D1D2 for the LG2200 sensor for 
comparison. Table 5 summarizes the comparison of the 
VASIR experiment-based ranking results and the expert 
survey-based ranking result; we averaged the LG2200 
ranking results for datasets D1 and D2. 

The expert-based results show that ranking from 
easiest to hardest is quite consistent across the seven 
experts. For example, 6 out of 7 experts predicted the IOM 
system would perform worst in iris recognition and a 
majority of the experts (4 of 7) responded that the 
IGAD100 system would perform best followed by 
LG4000—in fact, the experts were struggling between 
IGAD100 and LG4000 for the best. Based on the overall 
results across the seven experts, the ranked list (easiest to 
hardest) in terms of iris sensor performance is 1) IrisGaurd 
AD100, 2) LG4000, 3) LG2200, 3) LGiCAM TD100, 5) 
CFAIRS, and then 6) IOM, which is very similar to the 
VASIR evaluation results except LG2200 and LGiCAM.  
We note that two (E1, E4) of the experts had identical 
rankings with VASIR’s average ranking. Further, as shown 
in Figure 6, the experts’ average ranking and VASIR’s 
average ranking were highly correlated (94%)—hence, this 
would provide an interesting potential link whereby 
VASIR-based sensor ranking conclusions serve as a pre 
-dictor for human expert-based sensor ranking conclusion.  

6. Conclusions 
This study presented a structured evaluation protocol for 

algorithm robustness assessment. We used the open-source 
research algorithm VASIR to demonstrate this protocol. 
VASIR’s performance was characterized by four 
performance metrics over seven diverse datasets captured 
from six different sensor types. Further, a parallel 
biometrics-expert survey was conducted to provide a 
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ranked list of the given six sensors for iris recognition. 
For the VASIR algorithm experiment, the results showed 

that the dataset collected by the Iris Guard AD100 
(IGAD100) system had the highest performance with VR at 
FAR=0.001 of 98.3 % and EER value of 1.4 %, while the 
dataset with Iris on Move (IOM) had the lowest 
performance with VR at FAR=0.001 of 48.1 % and EER 
value of 18.4 %. The ranked list results for VASIR 
performance over seven dataset were robust across all four 
performance metrics and eye position. The order from 
highest to lowest was as follows: 1) D6: IrisGuard AD100, 
2) D4: LG4000, 3) D5: LGiCAM TD100, 4) D1: 
LG2200-ICE, 5) D2: LG2200-MBGC, 6) D7: CFAIRS, 
and 7) D3: IOM. Further, we observed that the main driver 
of the classification between mated and non-mated 
distribution in iris recognition was not the non-mated score, 
but rather the mated score. 

For the biometrics expert study, the results showed that 
the ranking of the six sensors is surprisingly consistent 
across the seven participants. It is also of interest that the 
sensor average ranking from the experts was highly 
correlated with the average ranking based on the VASIR 
algorithm study. Hence, an unexpected derivative result 
from our robustness protocol was that the VASIR algorithm 
of the protocol may serve as a good predictor for the 
human-expert ranking of sensors in iris recognition.  

The latest version of VASIR algorithm, the evaluation 
protocol and its scripts, and the study results are publically 
available at: http://www.nist.gov/itl/iad/ig/vasir.cfm 

Our study will give academia, industry, and government 
researchers an opportunity for insightful understandings of 
the algorithm, for comparing user algorithms with the 
module-based algorithms (e.g., segmentation), and for 
educationally advancing iris-based biometrics technology 
in general. 

Disclaimer 
The identification of any commercial product or trade name 
does not imply recommendation or endorsement by the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology, nor does it 
imply that the materials or equipment identified are 
necessarily the best available for the purpose. 

References 
[1] P. J. Phillips, K. W. Bowyer, P. J. Flynn, X. Liu, and W. T. 

Scruggs, “The iris challenge evaluation 2005,” in 2nd IEEE 
International Conference on Biometrics: Theory, 
Applications and Systems, 2008, pp. 1–8. 

[2] P. J. Phillips, P. J. Flynn, J. R. Beveridge, K. W. Bowyer, W. 
T. Scruggs, A. O’Toole, and et al., “Overview of the Multiple 
Biometrics Grand Challenge,” National Institute of Standard 
and Technology, NIST Interagency/Internal Report 
(NISTIR) 7607, 2009. 

[3] R. Connaughton, A. Sgroi, K. W. Bowyer, and P. Flynn, “A 
cross-sensor evaluation of three commercial iris cameras for 

iris biometrics,” in Computer Vision and Pattern Recognition 
Workshops (CVPRW), 2011 IEEE Computer Society 
Conference on, 2011, pp. 90–97. 

[4] R. Connaughton, A. Sgroi, K. Bowyer, and P. J. Flynn, “A 
Multialgorithm Analysis of Three Iris Biometric Sensors,” 
Information Forensics and Security, IEEE Transactions on, 
vol. 7, no. 3, pp. 919–931, 2012. 

[5] Internation Biometirc Group, “Independent Testing of Iris 
Recognition Technology,” Technical Report, 2005. 

[6] Authenti-Corp, “Iris Recognition Study 2006 (IRIS06)” 
Technical Report, 2007. 

[7] K. W. Bowyer, S. E. Baker, A. Hentz, K. Hollingsworth, T. 
Peters, and P. J. Flynn, “Factors that degrade the match 
distribution in iris biometrics,” Identity in the Information 
Society, vol. 2, no. 3, pp. 327–343, Dec. 2009. 

[8] Patrick Grother, E. Tabassi, G. W. Quinn, and W. J. 
Salamon, “IREX I: Performance of Iris Recognition 
Algorithms on Standard Images,” National Institute of 
Standards and Technology, NIST Interagency/Internal 
Report (NISTIR) NISTIR 7629, 2009. 

[9] P. J. Phillips, W. T. Scruggs, A. J. O’Toole, P. J. Flynn, K. 
W. Bowyer, C. L. Schott, and M. Sharpe, “FRVT 2006 and 
ICE 2006 Large-Scale Experimental Results,” IEEE 
Transactions on Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence, 
vol. 32, no. 5, pp. 831–846, May 2010. 

[10] P. Grother, G. W. Quinn, J. R. Matey, M. Ngan, W. J. 
Salamon, G. Fiumara, and C. I. Watson, “IREXIII - 
Performance of Iris Identification Algorithms,” NIST 
Interagency/Internal Report (NISTIR) 7836, 2012. 

[11] J. R. Matey, O. Naroditsky, K. Hanna, R. Kolczynski, D. J. 
LoIacono, S. Mangru, M. Tinker, T. M. Zappia, and W. Y. 
Zhao, “Iris on the Move: Acquisition of Images for Iris 
Recognition in Less Constrained Environments,” IEEE 
Proceedings, vol. 94, no. 11, pp. 1936–1947, 2006. 

[12] Y. Lee, “VASIR: Video-based Automatic System for Iris 
Recognition,” Dissertation, School of Computer Science and 
Engineering, Chung-Ang University, South Korea, 2012. 

[13] Y. Lee, R. J. Micheals, J. J. Filliben, and P. J. Phillips, 
“VASIR: An Open-Source Research Platform for Advanced 
Iris Recognition Technologies,” Journal of Research of the 
National Institute of Standards and Technology, vol. 118, p. 
218, Apr. 2013. 

[14] Y. Lee, J. J. Filliben, R. J. Micheals, and P. Jonathon Phillips, 
“Sensitivity analysis for biometric systems: A methodology 
based on orthogonal experiment designs,” Computer Vision 
and Image Understanding, vol. 117, pp. 532–550, Jan. 2013. 

[15] Flynn, PJ and Phillips, PJ, “ICE mining: Quality and 
demographic investigation of ICE 2006 performance 
results,” National Institute of Standards and Technology, 
Tech. Rep., 2008. 

[16] P. Grother, R. Micheals, and P. J. Phillips, “Face Recognition 
Vendor Test 2002 Performance Metrics,” Fourth 
International Conference on Audio-Visual Based Person 
Authentication, 2003. 

[17] NSTC Subcommittee on Biometrics, “Biometrics Glossary,” 
National Science and Technology Council (NSTC), 2006. 

[18] Y. Lee, Phillips, P. J., Micheals, R. J., Filliben, J. J., and 
Sahibzada, H. A., “Ocular and Iris Recognition Baseline 
Algorithm,” National Institute of Standard and Technology, 
NIST Interagency/Internal Report (NISTIR) 7828, 2011. 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /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 /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /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 true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AbadiMT-CondensedLight
    /ACaslon-Italic
    /ACaslon-Regular
    /ACaslon-Semibold
    /ACaslon-SemiboldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Bold
    /AdobeArabic-BoldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Italic
    /AdobeArabic-Regular
    /AdobeHebrew-Bold
    /AdobeHebrew-BoldItalic
    /AdobeHebrew-Italic
    /AdobeHebrew-Regular
    /AdobeHeitiStd-Regular
    /AdobeMingStd-Light
    /AdobeMyungjoStd-Medium
    /AdobePiStd
    /AdobeSansMM
    /AdobeSerifMM
    /AdobeSongStd-Light
    /AdobeThai-Bold
    /AdobeThai-BoldItalic
    /AdobeThai-Italic
    /AdobeThai-Regular
    /AGaramond-Bold
    /AGaramond-BoldItalic
    /AGaramond-Italic
    /AGaramond-Regular
    /AGaramond-Semibold
    /AGaramond-SemiboldItalic
    /AgencyFB-Bold
    /AgencyFB-Reg
    /AGOldFace-Outline
    /AharoniBold
    /Algerian
    /Americana
    /Americana-ExtraBold
    /AndaleMono
    /AndaleMonoIPA
    /AngsanaNew
    /AngsanaNew-Bold
    /AngsanaNew-BoldItalic
    /AngsanaNew-Italic
    /AngsanaUPC
    /AngsanaUPC-Bold
    /AngsanaUPC-BoldItalic
    /AngsanaUPC-Italic
    /Anna
    /ArialAlternative
    /ArialAlternativeSymbol
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialMT-Black
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialRoundedMTBold
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /ArrusBT-Bold
    /ArrusBT-BoldItalic
    /ArrusBT-Italic
    /ArrusBT-Roman
    /AvantGarde-Book
    /AvantGarde-BookOblique
    /AvantGarde-Demi
    /AvantGarde-DemiOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Book
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-BookOblique
    /BakerSignet
    /BankGothicBT-Medium
    /Barmeno-Bold
    /Barmeno-ExtraBold
    /Barmeno-Medium
    /Barmeno-Regular
    /Baskerville
    /BaskervilleBE-Italic
    /BaskervilleBE-Medium
    /BaskervilleBE-MediumItalic
    /BaskervilleBE-Regular
    /Baskerville-Bold
    /Baskerville-BoldItalic
    /Baskerville-Italic
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /BatangChe
    /Bauhaus93
    /Bellevue
    /BellGothicStd-Black
    /BellGothicStd-Bold
    /BellGothicStd-Light
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlingAntiqua-Bold
    /BerlingAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BerlingAntiqua-Italic
    /BerlingAntiqua-Roman
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BernhardModernBT-Bold
    /BernhardModernBT-BoldItalic
    /BernhardModernBT-Italic
    /BernhardModernBT-Roman
    /BiffoMT
    /BinnerD
    /BinnerGothic
    /BlackadderITC-Regular
    /Blackoak
    /blex
    /blsy
    /Bodoni
    /Bodoni-Bold
    /Bodoni-BoldItalic
    /Bodoni-Italic
    /BodoniMT
    /BodoniMTBlack
    /BodoniMTBlack-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Bold
    /BodoniMT-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Bold
    /BodoniMTCondensed-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Italic
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /Bodoni-Poster
    /Bodoni-PosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /Bookman-Demi
    /Bookman-DemiItalic
    /Bookman-Light
    /Bookman-LightItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolOne-Regular
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BookshelfSymbolThree-Regular
    /BookshelfSymbolTwo-Regular
    /Botanical
    /Boton-Italic
    /Boton-Medium
    /Boton-MediumItalic
    /Boton-Regular
    /Boulevard
    /BradleyHandITC
    /Braggadocio
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrowalliaNew
    /BrowalliaNew-Bold
    /BrowalliaNew-BoldItalic
    /BrowalliaNew-Italic
    /BrowalliaUPC
    /BrowalliaUPC-Bold
    /BrowalliaUPC-BoldItalic
    /BrowalliaUPC-Italic
    /BrushScript
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CaflischScript-Bold
    /CaflischScript-Regular
    /Calibri
    /Calibri-Bold
    /Calibri-BoldItalic
    /Calibri-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /CalisMTBol
    /CalistoMT
    /CalistoMT-BoldItalic
    /CalistoMT-Italic
    /Cambria
    /Cambria-Bold
    /Cambria-BoldItalic
    /Cambria-Italic
    /CambriaMath
    /Candara
    /Candara-Bold
    /Candara-BoldItalic
    /Candara-Italic
    /Carta
    /CaslonOpenfaceBT-Regular
    /Castellar
    /CastellarMT
    /Centaur
    /Centaur-Italic
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchL-Bold
    /CenturySchL-BoldItal
    /CenturySchL-Ital
    /CenturySchL-Roma
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /CGTimes-Bold
    /CGTimes-BoldItalic
    /CGTimes-Italic
    /CGTimes-Regular
    /CharterBT-Bold
    /CharterBT-BoldItalic
    /CharterBT-Italic
    /CharterBT-Roman
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-Bold
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-Book
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-BookItalic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /Cmb10
    /CMB10
    /Cmbsy10
    /CMBSY10
    /CMBSY5
    /CMBSY6
    /CMBSY7
    /CMBSY8
    /CMBSY9
    /Cmbx10
    /CMBX10
    /Cmbx12
    /CMBX12
    /Cmbx5
    /CMBX5
    /Cmbx6
    /CMBX6
    /Cmbx7
    /CMBX7
    /Cmbx8
    /CMBX8
    /Cmbx9
    /CMBX9
    /Cmbxsl10
    /CMBXSL10
    /Cmbxti10
    /CMBXTI10
    /Cmcsc10
    /CMCSC10
    /Cmcsc8
    /CMCSC8
    /Cmcsc9
    /CMCSC9
    /Cmdunh10
    /CMDUNH10
    /Cmex10
    /CMEX10
    /CMEX7
    /CMEX8
    /CMEX9
    /Cmff10
    /CMFF10
    /Cmfi10
    /CMFI10
    /Cmfib8
    /CMFIB8
    /Cminch
    /CMINCH
    /Cmitt10
    /CMITT10
    /Cmmi10
    /CMMI10
    /Cmmi12
    /CMMI12
    /Cmmi5
    /CMMI5
    /Cmmi6
    /CMMI6
    /Cmmi7
    /CMMI7
    /Cmmi8
    /CMMI8
    /Cmmi9
    /CMMI9
    /Cmmib10
    /CMMIB10
    /CMMIB5
    /CMMIB6
    /CMMIB7
    /CMMIB8
    /CMMIB9
    /Cmr10
    /CMR10
    /Cmr12
    /CMR12
    /Cmr17
    /CMR17
    /Cmr5
    /CMR5
    /Cmr6
    /CMR6
    /Cmr7
    /CMR7
    /Cmr8
    /CMR8
    /Cmr9
    /CMR9
    /Cmsl10
    /CMSL10
    /Cmsl12
    /CMSL12
    /Cmsl8
    /CMSL8
    /Cmsl9
    /CMSL9
    /Cmsltt10
    /CMSLTT10
    /Cmss10
    /CMSS10
    /Cmss12
    /CMSS12
    /Cmss17
    /CMSS17
    /Cmss8
    /CMSS8
    /Cmss9
    /CMSS9
    /Cmssbx10
    /CMSSBX10
    /Cmssdc10
    /CMSSDC10
    /Cmssi10
    /CMSSI10
    /Cmssi12
    /CMSSI12
    /Cmssi17
    /CMSSI17
    /Cmssi8
    /CMSSI8
    /Cmssi9
    /CMSSI9
    /Cmssq8
    /CMSSQ8
    /Cmssqi8
    /CMSSQI8
    /Cmsy10
    /CMSY10
    /Cmsy5
    /CMSY5
    /Cmsy6
    /CMSY6
    /Cmsy7
    /CMSY7
    /Cmsy8
    /CMSY8
    /Cmsy9
    /CMSY9
    /Cmtcsc10
    /CMTCSC10
    /Cmtex10
    /CMTEX10
    /Cmtex8
    /CMTEX8
    /Cmtex9
    /CMTEX9
    /Cmti10
    /CMTI10
    /Cmti12
    /CMTI12
    /Cmti7
    /CMTI7
    /Cmti8
    /CMTI8
    /Cmti9
    /CMTI9
    /Cmtt10
    /CMTT10
    /Cmtt12
    /CMTT12
    /Cmtt8
    /CMTT8
    /Cmtt9
    /CMTT9
    /Cmu10
    /CMU10
    /Cmvtt10
    /CMVTT10
    /ColonnaMT
    /Colossalis-Bold
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /Consolas
    /Consolas-Bold
    /Consolas-BoldItalic
    /Consolas-Italic
    /Constantia
    /Constantia-Bold
    /Constantia-BoldItalic
    /Constantia-Italic
    /CooperBlack
    /CopperplateGothic-Bold
    /CopperplateGothic-Light
    /Copperplate-ThirtyThreeBC
    /Corbel
    /Corbel-Bold
    /Corbel-BoldItalic
    /Corbel-Italic
    /CordiaNew
    /CordiaNew-Bold
    /CordiaNew-BoldItalic
    /CordiaNew-Italic
    /CordiaUPC
    /CordiaUPC-Bold
    /CordiaUPC-BoldItalic
    /CordiaUPC-Italic
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Courier-Oblique
    /CourierStd
    /CourierStd-Bold
    /CourierStd-BoldOblique
    /CourierStd-Oblique
    /CourierX-Bold
    /CourierX-BoldOblique
    /CourierX-Oblique
    /CourierX-Regular
    /CreepyRegular
    /CurlzMT
    /David-Bold
    /David-Reg
    /DavidTransparent
    /Dcb10
    /Dcbx10
    /Dcbxsl10
    /Dcbxti10
    /Dccsc10
    /Dcitt10
    /Dcr10
    /Desdemona
    /DilleniaUPC
    /DilleniaUPCBold
    /DilleniaUPCBoldItalic
    /DilleniaUPCItalic
    /Dingbats
    /DomCasual
    /Dotum
    /DotumChe
    /EdwardianScriptITC
    /Elephant-Italic
    /Elephant-Regular
    /EngraversGothicBT-Regular
    /EngraversMT
    /EraserDust
    /ErasITC-Bold
    /ErasITC-Demi
    /ErasITC-Light
    /ErasITC-Medium
    /ErieBlackPSMT
    /ErieLightPSMT
    /EriePSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /Euclid
    /Euclid-Bold
    /Euclid-BoldItalic
    /EuclidExtra
    /EuclidExtra-Bold
    /EuclidFraktur
    /EuclidFraktur-Bold
    /Euclid-Italic
    /EuclidMathOne
    /EuclidMathOne-Bold
    /EuclidMathTwo
    /EuclidMathTwo-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol
    /EuclidSymbol-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol-BoldItalic
    /EuclidSymbol-Italic
    /EucrosiaUPC
    /EucrosiaUPCBold
    /EucrosiaUPCBoldItalic
    /EucrosiaUPCItalic
    /EUEX10
    /EUEX7
    /EUEX8
    /EUEX9
    /EUFB10
    /EUFB5
    /EUFB7
    /EUFM10
    /EUFM5
    /EUFM7
    /EURB10
    /EURB5
    /EURB7
    /EURM10
    /EURM5
    /EURM7
    /EuroMono-Bold
    /EuroMono-BoldItalic
    /EuroMono-Italic
    /EuroMono-Regular
    /EuroSans-Bold
    /EuroSans-BoldItalic
    /EuroSans-Italic
    /EuroSans-Regular
    /EuroSerif-Bold
    /EuroSerif-BoldItalic
    /EuroSerif-Italic
    /EuroSerif-Regular
    /EuroSig
    /EUSB10
    /EUSB5
    /EUSB7
    /EUSM10
    /EUSM5
    /EUSM7
    /FelixTitlingMT
    /Fences
    /FencesPlain
    /FigaroMT
    /FixedMiriamTransparent
    /FootlightMTLight
    /Formata-Italic
    /Formata-Medium
    /Formata-MediumItalic
    /Formata-Regular
    /ForteMT
    /FranklinGothic-Book
    /FranklinGothic-BookItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Demi
    /FranklinGothic-DemiCond
    /FranklinGothic-DemiItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyItalic
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-Book
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-BookItal
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-Demi
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-DemiItal
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumCond
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /FrankRuehl
    /FreesiaUPC
    /FreesiaUPCBold
    /FreesiaUPCBoldItalic
    /FreesiaUPCItalic
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /FrenchScriptMT
    /Frutiger-Black
    /Frutiger-BlackCn
    /Frutiger-BlackItalic
    /Frutiger-Bold
    /Frutiger-BoldCn
    /Frutiger-BoldItalic
    /Frutiger-Cn
    /Frutiger-ExtraBlackCn
    /Frutiger-Italic
    /Frutiger-Light
    /Frutiger-LightCn
    /Frutiger-LightItalic
    /Frutiger-Roman
    /Frutiger-UltraBlack
    /Futura-Bold
    /Futura-BoldOblique
    /Futura-Book
    /Futura-BookOblique
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-BoldItalic
    /FuturaBT-Book
    /FuturaBT-BookItalic
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /FuturaBT-MediumItalic
    /Futura-Light
    /Futura-LightOblique
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Bold
    /GalliardITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Italic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Roman
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-BoldCondensed
    /Garamond-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Garamond-BoldItalic
    /Garamond-BookCondensed
    /Garamond-BookCondensedItalic
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Garamond-LightCondensed
    /Garamond-LightCondensedItalic
    /Gautami
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Light
    /GeometricSlab703BT-LightItalic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /GeorgiaRef
    /Giddyup
    /Giddyup-Thangs
    /Gigi-Regular
    /GillSans
    /GillSans-Bold
    /GillSans-BoldItalic
    /GillSans-Condensed
    /GillSans-CondensedBold
    /GillSans-Italic
    /GillSans-Light
    /GillSans-LightItalic
    /GillSansMT
    /GillSansMT-Bold
    /GillSansMT-BoldItalic
    /GillSansMT-Condensed
    /GillSansMT-ExtraCondensedBold
    /GillSansMT-Italic
    /GillSans-UltraBold
    /GillSans-UltraBoldCondensed
    /GloucesterMT-ExtraCondensed
    /Gothic-Thirteen
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Roman
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Regular
    /GoudyStout
    /GoudyTextMT-LombardicCapitals
    /GSIDefaultSymbols
    /Gulim
    /GulimChe
    /Gungsuh
    /GungsuhChe
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Black
    /Helvetica-BlackOblique
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Condensed
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Black
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BlackObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Bold
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BoldObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Light
    /Helvetica-Condensed-LightObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Fraction
    /Helvetica-Narrow
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Bold
    /Helvetica-Narrow-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Humanist521BT-BoldCondensed
    /Humanist521BT-Light
    /Humanist521BT-LightItalic
    /Humanist521BT-RomanCondensed
    /Imago-ExtraBold
    /Impact
    /ImprintMT-Shadow
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /IrisUPC
    /IrisUPCBold
    /IrisUPCBoldItalic
    /IrisUPCItalic
    /Ironwood
    /ItcEras-Medium
    /ItcKabel-Bold
    /ItcKabel-Book
    /ItcKabel-Demi
    /ItcKabel-Medium
    /ItcKabel-Ultra
    /JasmineUPC
    /JasmineUPC-Bold
    /JasmineUPC-BoldItalic
    /JasmineUPC-Italic
    /JoannaMT
    /JoannaMT-Italic
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /Kartika
    /Kaufmann
    /KaufmannBT-Bold
    /KaufmannBT-Regular
    /KidTYPEPaint
    /KinoMT
    /KodchiangUPC
    /KodchiangUPC-Bold
    /KodchiangUPC-BoldItalic
    /KodchiangUPC-Italic
    /KorinnaITCbyBT-Regular
    /KozGoProVI-Medium
    /KozMinProVI-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KunstlerScript
    /Latha
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothic
    /LetterGothic-Bold
    /LetterGothic-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothic-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LetterGothic-Slanted
    /LetterGothicStd
    /LetterGothicStd-Bold
    /LetterGothicStd-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicStd-Slanted
    /LevenimMT
    /LevenimMTBold
    /LilyUPC
    /LilyUPCBold
    /LilyUPCBoldItalic
    /LilyUPCItalic
    /Lithos-Black
    /Lithos-Regular
    /LotusWPBox-Roman
    /LotusWPIcon-Roman
    /LotusWPIntA-Roman
    /LotusWPIntB-Roman
    /LotusWPType-Roman
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBoldOblique
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterOblique
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Lydian
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaiandraGD-Regular
    /Mangal-Regular
    /Map-Symbols
    /MathA
    /MathB
    /MathC
    /Mathematica1
    /Mathematica1-Bold
    /Mathematica1Mono
    /Mathematica1Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica2
    /Mathematica2-Bold
    /Mathematica2Mono
    /Mathematica2Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica3
    /Mathematica3-Bold
    /Mathematica3Mono
    /Mathematica3Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica4
    /Mathematica4-Bold
    /Mathematica4Mono
    /Mathematica4Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica5
    /Mathematica5-Bold
    /Mathematica5Mono
    /Mathematica5Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica6
    /Mathematica6Bold
    /Mathematica6Mono
    /Mathematica6MonoBold
    /Mathematica7
    /Mathematica7Bold
    /Mathematica7Mono
    /Mathematica7MonoBold
    /MatisseITC-Regular
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /Mesquite
    /Mezz-Black
    /Mezz-Regular
    /MICR
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MingLiU
    /Minion-BoldCondensed
    /Minion-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Minion-Condensed
    /Minion-CondensedItalic
    /Minion-Ornaments
    /MinionPro-Bold
    /MinionPro-BoldIt
    /MinionPro-It
    /MinionPro-Regular
    /MinionPro-Semibold
    /MinionPro-SemiboldIt
    /Miriam
    /MiriamFixed
    /MiriamTransparent
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MonotypeSorts
    /MSAM10
    /MSAM5
    /MSAM6
    /MSAM7
    /MSAM8
    /MSAM9
    /MSBM10
    /MSBM5
    /MSBM6
    /MSBM7
    /MSBM8
    /MSBM9
    /MS-Gothic
    /MSHei
    /MSLineDrawPSMT
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSOutlook
    /MS-PGothic
    /MS-PMincho
    /MSReference1
    /MSReference2
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSansSerif-Bold
    /MSReferenceSansSerif-BoldItalic
    /MSReferenceSansSerif-Italic
    /MSReferenceSerif
    /MSReferenceSerif-Bold
    /MSReferenceSerif-BoldItalic
    /MSReferenceSerif-Italic
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MSSong
    /MS-UIGothic
    /MT-Extra
    /MT-Symbol
    /MT-Symbol-Italic
    /MVBoli
    /Myriad-Bold
    /Myriad-BoldItalic
    /Myriad-Italic
    /MyriadPro-Black
    /MyriadPro-BlackIt
    /MyriadPro-Bold
    /MyriadPro-BoldIt
    /MyriadPro-It
    /MyriadPro-Light
    /MyriadPro-LightIt
    /MyriadPro-Regular
    /MyriadPro-Semibold
    /MyriadPro-SemiboldIt
    /Myriad-Roman
    /Narkisim
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Bold
    /NewCenturySchlbk-BoldItalic
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Italic
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Roman
    /NewMilleniumSchlbk-BoldItalicSH
    /NewsGothic
    /NewsGothic-Bold
    /NewsGothicBT-Bold
    /NewsGothicBT-BoldItalic
    /NewsGothicBT-Italic
    /NewsGothicBT-Roman
    /NewsGothic-Condensed
    /NewsGothic-Italic
    /NewsGothicMT
    /NewsGothicMT-Bold
    /NewsGothicMT-Italic
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NimbusMonL-Bold
    /NimbusMonL-BoldObli
    /NimbusMonL-Regu
    /NimbusMonL-ReguObli
    /NimbusRomDGR-Bold
    /NimbusRomDGR-BoldItal
    /NimbusRomDGR-Regu
    /NimbusRomDGR-ReguItal
    /NimbusRomNo9L-Medi
    /NimbusRomNo9L-MediItal
    /NimbusRomNo9L-Regu
    /NimbusRomNo9L-ReguItal
    /NimbusSanL-Bold
    /NimbusSanL-BoldCond
    /NimbusSanL-BoldCondItal
    /NimbusSanL-BoldItal
    /NimbusSanL-Regu
    /NimbusSanL-ReguCond
    /NimbusSanL-ReguCondItal
    /NimbusSanL-ReguItal
    /Nimrod
    /Nimrod-Bold
    /Nimrod-BoldItalic
    /Nimrod-Italic
    /NSimSun
    /Nueva-BoldExtended
    /Nueva-BoldExtendedItalic
    /Nueva-Italic
    /Nueva-Roman
    /NuptialScript
    /OCRA
    /OCRA-Alternate
    /OCRAExtended
    /OCRB
    /OCRB-Alternate
    /OfficinaSans-Bold
    /OfficinaSans-BoldItalic
    /OfficinaSans-Book
    /OfficinaSans-BookItalic
    /OfficinaSerif-Bold
    /OfficinaSerif-BoldItalic
    /OfficinaSerif-Book
    /OfficinaSerif-BookItalic
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /OnyxBT-Regular
    /OzHandicraftBT-Roman
    /PalaceScriptMT
    /Palatino-Bold
    /Palatino-BoldItalic
    /Palatino-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Palatino-Roman
    /PapyrusPlain
    /Papyrus-Regular
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Parisian
    /ParkAvenue
    /Penumbra-SemiboldFlare
    /Penumbra-SemiboldSans
    /Penumbra-SemiboldSerif
    /PepitaMT
    /Perpetua
    /Perpetua-Bold
    /Perpetua-BoldItalic
    /Perpetua-Italic
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Bold
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Light
    /PhotinaCasualBlack
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /Poetica-SuppOrnaments
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /PopplLaudatio-Italic
    /PopplLaudatio-Medium
    /PopplLaudatio-MediumItalic
    /PopplLaudatio-Regular
    /PrestigeElite
    /Pristina-Regular
    /PTBarnumBT-Regular
    /Raavi
    /RageItalic
    /Ravie
    /RefSpecialty
    /Ribbon131BT-Bold
    /Rockwell
    /Rockwell-Bold
    /Rockwell-BoldItalic
    /Rockwell-Condensed
    /Rockwell-CondensedBold
    /Rockwell-ExtraBold
    /Rockwell-Italic
    /Rockwell-Light
    /Rockwell-LightItalic
    /Rod
    /RodTransparent
    /RunicMT-Condensed
    /Sanvito-Light
    /Sanvito-Roman
    /ScriptC
    /ScriptMTBold
    /SegoeUI
    /SegoeUI-Bold
    /SegoeUI-BoldItalic
    /SegoeUI-Italic
    /Serpentine-BoldOblique
    /ShelleyVolanteBT-Regular
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /Shruti
    /SimHei
    /SimSun
    /SimSun-PUA
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /StandardSymL
    /Stencil
    /StoneSans
    /StoneSans-Bold
    /StoneSans-BoldItalic
    /StoneSans-Italic
    /StoneSans-Semibold
    /StoneSans-SemiboldItalic
    /Stop
    /Swiss721BT-BlackExtended
    /Sylfaen
    /Symbol
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /Tci1
    /Tci1Bold
    /Tci1BoldItalic
    /Tci1Italic
    /Tci2
    /Tci2Bold
    /Tci2BoldItalic
    /Tci2Italic
    /Tci3
    /Tci3Bold
    /Tci3BoldItalic
    /Tci3Italic
    /Tci4
    /Tci4Bold
    /Tci4BoldItalic
    /Tci4Italic
    /TechnicalItalic
    /TechnicalPlain
    /Tekton
    /Tekton-Bold
    /TektonMM
    /Tempo-HeavyCondensed
    /Tempo-HeavyCondensedItalic
    /TempusSansITC
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-BoldItalicOsF
    /Times-BoldSC
    /Times-ExtraBold
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-ItalicOsF
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Times-RomanSC
    /Trajan-Bold
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /TwCenMT-Bold
    /TwCenMT-BoldItalic
    /TwCenMT-Condensed
    /TwCenMT-CondensedBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedExtraBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedMedium
    /TwCenMT-Italic
    /TwCenMT-Regular
    /Univers-Bold
    /Univers-BoldItalic
    /UniversCondensed-Bold
    /UniversCondensed-BoldItalic
    /UniversCondensed-Medium
    /UniversCondensed-MediumItalic
    /Univers-Medium
    /Univers-MediumItalic
    /URWBookmanL-DemiBold
    /URWBookmanL-DemiBoldItal
    /URWBookmanL-Ligh
    /URWBookmanL-LighItal
    /URWChanceryL-MediItal
    /URWGothicL-Book
    /URWGothicL-BookObli
    /URWGothicL-Demi
    /URWGothicL-DemiObli
    /URWPalladioL-Bold
    /URWPalladioL-BoldItal
    /URWPalladioL-Ital
    /URWPalladioL-Roma
    /USPSBarCode
    /VAGRounded-Black
    /VAGRounded-Bold
    /VAGRounded-Light
    /VAGRounded-Thin
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VerdanaRef
    /VinerHandITC
    /Viva-BoldExtraExtended
    /Vivaldii
    /Viva-LightCondensed
    /Viva-Regular
    /VladimirScript
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Westminster
    /Willow
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /WNCYB10
    /WNCYI10
    /WNCYR10
    /WNCYSC10
    /WNCYSS10
    /WoodtypeOrnaments-One
    /WoodtypeOrnaments-Two
    /WP-ArabicScriptSihafa
    /WP-ArabicSihafa
    /WP-BoxDrawing
    /WP-CyrillicA
    /WP-CyrillicB
    /WP-GreekCentury
    /WP-GreekCourier
    /WP-GreekHelve
    /WP-HebrewDavid
    /WP-IconicSymbolsA
    /WP-IconicSymbolsB
    /WP-Japanese
    /WP-MathA
    /WP-MathB
    /WP-MathExtendedA
    /WP-MathExtendedB
    /WP-MultinationalAHelve
    /WP-MultinationalARoman
    /WP-MultinationalBCourier
    /WP-MultinationalBHelve
    /WP-MultinationalBRoman
    /WP-MultinationalCourier
    /WP-Phonetic
    /WPTypographicSymbols
    /XYATIP10
    /XYBSQL10
    /XYBTIP10
    /XYCIRC10
    /XYCMAT10
    /XYCMBT10
    /XYDASH10
    /XYEUAT10
    /XYEUBT10
    /ZapfChancery-MediumItalic
    /ZapfDingbats
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Bold
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-BoldItalic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Demi
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-DemiItalic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Italic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Roman
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 200
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 200
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00167
  /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 <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  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 /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


