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We investigated direct and indirect formation of somatic embryogenesis in Brassica oleracea var. botrytis (cau-
liflower), a very important vegetable crop worldwide. Direct somatic embryogenesis, which is rather rare, was
achieved in culture of 2-week-old hypocotyl explants of Brassica oleracea var. botrytis on MS medium supple-
mented with 1.0 mg/l 2,4-dichlorophenoxyacetic acid (2,4-D) and 0.5; 1.0; and 1.5 mg/l kinetin. Initial induction
of embryogenic callus was achieved on MS supplemented with very low concentrations of 2,4-D (0.05 mg/l and
0.1 mg/l). Indirect somatic embryogenesis from leaf sections was obtained on MS supplemented with 0.05 or 
0.1 mg/l 2,4-D. We examined various stages of somatic embryos (globular, heart, torpedo, cotyledonary). More
embryos per explant were produced through the indirect pathway (23–25) than through the direct pathway
(14–19). The number of embryos produced was high. There is a potential for recurrent, repeated or secondary
somatic embryogenesis, possibly an unlimited source for mass propagation and ideal for synthetic seed pro-
duction in this species. Plant regeneration was achieved on half-strength MS medium without any hormones.
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INTRODUCTION

Plant cells are totipotent, and somatic embryogene-
sis is evidence of totipotency (Ikeda-Iwai et al.,
2003). Somatic embryogenesis is the process by
which somatic cells develop into somatic embryos
(Arnold et al., 2002) through characteristic embry-
ological developments without gametic fertilization
(Schumann et al., 1995). Somatic embryogenesis,
with high production of regenerants, lower frequen-
cy of chimeras and low incidence of somaclonal vari-
ation (Ahloowalia, 1991), is a reliable mass propa-
gation system in plant tissue culture. Somatic
embryogenesis can be induced to occur directly or
indirectly (Sharp et al., 1980) by modulating tissue
culture conditions in vitro (Namasivayam, 2007). In
direct somatic embryogenesis, embryos develop
directly on the surface of explants; in indirect somat-
ic embryogenesis there is an intermediary step of
callus formation or cell suspension culture (William
and Maheswaran, 1986). Direct or indirect somatic
embryogenesis can be achieved in a plant species by
manipulating the plant growth regulators and

explant types (Vikrant and Rashid, 2001; Martin
and Madassery, 2005; Ali et al., 2007).

Brassica oleracea var. botrytis, commonly
known as cauliflower, is a member of the
Brassicacea (Cruciferea) family. It is widely con-
sumed as a vegetable and cultivated all over China
and other parts of the world (Lv et al., 2005). Due to
its high economic value, it has received much atten-
tion from plant biotechnologists worldwide. Genetic
improvement of this species is extensively reported,
including research on the breeding system (Watts,
1963), hybrid seed production (Bhalla and Nicole,
1999) and genetic transformation (Pogrebnyak et
al., 2006; Lv et al., 2005; Eimert and Siegemund,
1992; David and Tempè, 1988). Several types of
explants have been used as starting material to initi-
ate in vitro culture of this species, including proto-
plasts (Vatsya, 1982; Jourdan et al., 1990; Fransz,
1994; Chikkala et al., 2008), leaf (Pareek and
Chandra, 1978), hypocotyls (Zobayed et al., 1999;
Leroy et al., 2000; Qin et al., 2006) and curd (Kieffer

AAbbbbrreevviiaattiioonnss:: MS – Murashige and Skoog; 2,4-D – 2,4-
dichlorophenoxy acetic acid; NAA – naphthalene acetic acid;
BAP – 6-benzylaminopurine
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et al., 1995; Kieffer et al., 2001). Indirect shoot
organogenesis (Qin et al., 2006; Chikkala et al.,
2008) and indirect somatic embryogenesis (Pareek
and Chandra, 1978; Leroy et al., 2000) of cauli-
flower have been studied, but we know of no reports
of direct somatic embryogenesis in this species. 

Here we examined the effects of different com-
binations and concentrations of plant growth regu-
lators (2,4-D and kinetin) on indirect and direct
somatic embryogenesis in cauliflower. We report, for
the first time, the formation of somatic embryos
without an intervening callus phase on hypocotyl
explants derived from cauliflower seedlings. We also
examined the different developmental stages of
somatic embryos originated from embryogenic cal-
lus in indirect somatic embryogenesis.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

PLANT MATERIALS

This work used commercial seeds of cauliflower,
Brassica oleracea var. botrytis (YMWOO
Corporation) purchased in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia.
They were stored at 4°C until used.

SURFACE STERILIZATION

The seeds were soaked in distilled water with 1 or 2
drops of Tween-20 for 20 min, followed by 60% (v/v)
sodium hypochlorite (Chlorox) solution, gently agi-
tated for 15 min. The seeds were then rinsed 3 times
in distilled water, soaked in 70% (v/v) ethanol for 30
sec, and rinsed 3 times in sterile distilled water.

SEED GERMINATION

Surface-disinfected seeds were cultured on MS
(Murashige and Skoog, 1962) basal medium (~20 ml)
in sterile screw-cap bottles. MS basal medium con-
tained 3% (w/v) sucrose and 0.88% (w/v) agar. Seeds
were germinated at 25±1°C under a 16 h photoperi-
od (light intensity 40 μm m-2s-1). 

CULTURE MEDIUM

For all direct and indirect somatic embryogenesis,
2,4-D and kinetin at different concentrations, both
singly and combined, were evaluated for their
effects on indirect and direct somatic embryogene-
sis. 2,4-D and kinetin were dissolved in 1 M NaOH.
Technical agar (0.8%, w/v) was used as solidifying
agent. The pH of the medium was adjusted to 5.8
before sterilizing at 121°C and 103 kPa for 20 min.
All the tissue culture media were poured into ster-
ile screw-cap bottles (~20 ml) and stored at

25±1°C prior to use. Half-strength MS medium was
used as regeneration medium for cotyledonary-stage
somatic embryos.

EXPLANT PREPARATION AND CULTURE

Hypocotyls (10 mm long) and juvenile leaf segments
(8 × 8 mm) derived from 2-week-old aseptic
seedlings were excised and used as initial explants.
The leaf surface was wounded with a scalpel before
inoculation onto MS medium. 

Standard tissue culture methods were used in this
work. All cultures were incubated at 25±1°C under a
16 h photoperiod (light intensity 40 μm m-2s-1). All
cultures were subcultured at 2-week intervals onto
fresh media. 

IDENTIFICATION OF EMBRYOGENIC CALLUS

Callus (0.1 g) was placed on a glass slide and 2 or 3
drops of 2% (w/v) acetocarmine solution were
dropped onto the callus. The callus was divided into
small pieces and heated over a low flame for 3 sec.
The slide was rinsed with distilled water to remove
all liquid. Two to three drops of 0.5% (w/v) Evan's
blue solution was dropped onto acetocarmine-
stained cells. After 30 sec the slide was rinsed again
with distilled water and all excess water was
removed. One or two drops of glycerol were added
to the stained cells to prevent the cells from drying.

SCANNING ELECTRON MICROSCOPIC (SEM) STUDIES

Fresh specimens of embryogenic callus were rinsed
with sterile distilled water and soaked in aqueous
solution of osmium tetroxide (OsO4) at 4°C for 12 h.
The specimens were then rinsed with sterile distilled
water 3 times. The specimens were dehydrated
sequentially in an ethanol series (10%, 20%, 30%,
40%, 50%, 60%, 70%. 80%. 90%, v/v), absolute
ethanol and absolute acetone, 15 min for every
reagent.

The specimens were further dehydrated with
SPI-Dry CPD equipment. The dehydrated specimens
were mounted onto aluminum stubs with conduct-
ing carbon cement (LEIT-C) and then sputter-coated
with a 50 mm layer of gold (Spi-Module sputter
coater). The surface micromorphology of the speci-
mens was viewed with a JOEL JSM 6400 at 6 kV to
10 kV.

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS

All experiments followed a completely random-
ized design. Thirty cultures were raised for each
treatment. Mean values were compared by ANOVA
and Duncan's multiple range test (Duncan, 1955).
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RESULTS

Generally, whitish cream and yellowish callus were
observed after 2–3 weeks of culture on most of the
media used. Preliminary studies had indicated that
NAA and BAP induced only nonembryogenic callus
which did not develop into somatic embryos. The
present work showed that 2,4-D applied singly as
well as in combination with kinetin was able to
induce somatic embryogenesis in cauliflower.
Juvenile leaf and hypocotyl explants produced cal-
lus in vitro on MS media supplemented with several
concentrations of 2,4-D individually as well as com-
bined with kinetin (Tab. 1). The part most produc-
tive of callus in cauliflower was juvenile leaf when
cultured on MS supplemented with 0.05 mg/l 2,4-D.
However, embryogenic callus was successfully
induced only from juvenile leaf explants cultured on
MS media supplemented with 0.05 mg/l and 0.1 mg/l
2,4-D; the latter concentration gave higher embryo-
genic callus formation. The juvenile leaf explants
enlarged and callus tissue was initiated from the cut
edges and the wounds on the leaf explants. The cul-
tures were maintained at 25±1°C under a 16 h pho-
toperiod and subcultured every 4 weeks. Callus ini-
tiation began 2–3 weeks after inoculation and 4–6
weeks after culture establishment. Callus proliferat-
ed massively and subsequently covered the entire
surface of the explants (Fig. 1a,c). The yellowish cal-
lus was later identified as embryogenic callus by
double staining after the fourth week (Fig. 1b). The
yellowish embryogenic callus was structurally fri-
able (Fig. 1a,c). Scanning electron microscopy
(SEM) was used to observe callus cell structure, and
showed the micromorphology of the embryogenic
callus surface to be nodular (Fig. 1h). Somatic
embryos were observed on the callus from the sixth
week onwards. Different stages of somatic embryos
were observed simultaneously on the seventh week:
globular (Fig. 1d), heart (Fig. 1e), torpedo (Fig. 1f)
and cotyledonary (Fig. 1g). Withdrawal of 2,4-D from
the media was needed for the somatic embryos to
develop to maturation. Cotyledonary-stage somatic
embryos were transferred to half-strength MS media
and successfully converted to plantlets in the
absence of 2,4-D (Fig. 3)

In this work we also evaluated combinations of
1.0 mg/l 2,4-D with different concentrations of
kinetin for their effects on direct somatic embryoge-
nesis in cauliflower. Nonmorphogenic callus was
observed on hypocotyl explants cultured on MS
media fortified with 1.0 mg/l 2,4-D + 0.05 mg/l
kinetin as well as 1.0 mg/l 2,4-D + 0.1 mg/l kinetin.
Unlike the embryogenic callus, nonmorphogenic cal-
lus was white and compact in structure (Fig. 2a).
Somatic embryos formed directly on the surface
of hypocotyl explants cultured on MS media with
1.0 mg/l 2,4-D + 0.5/1.0/1.5 mg/l kinetin (Tab. 1).

Adventitious somatic embryos formed directly on
the hypocotyl explants without an intervening callus
phase, meeting the condition of direct somatic
embryogenesis. Hypocotyl explants were slightly
swollen and became darkened during the first 
5 weeks of culture. Initiation of somatic embryos
began 4–5 weeks after inoculation, with a sparse dis-
tribution on the surface of hypocotyl explants 
(Fig. 2b). Six to seven weeks after culture establish-
ment, somatic embryos proliferated extensively on
the explants (Fig. 2c,d), but in these experiments we
observed embryo-like structures on the hypocotyl
explants, and their development ceased at the glob-
ular stage.

DISCUSSION

We found that hypocotyl and leaf explants of
Brassica oleraceae var. botrytis (cauliflower) could
form somatic embryos directly and indirectly when
cultured on MS medium supplemented with low
concentrations of 2,4-D and kinetin. In Phyla nodi-
flora, Ahmed et. al. (2011) induced viable embryo-
genic callus on MS medium supplemented with 2,4-D
and NAA with ascorbic acid; it did not occur in their
control (without growth regulators). We induced
abundant embryogenic callus from juvenile leaf of
cauliflower on MS medium supplemented with 0.1
mg/l 2,4-D (Fig. 1a,c). Leroy et al. (2000), in con-
trast, found a combination of auxin and cytokinin
(2,4-D and kinetin) to be effective for embryogenic
callus induction in cauliflower, using hypocotyls as
initial explants. Their embryogenic callus was bright
green and structurally friable. Our embryogenic cal-
lus from juvenile leaf was off-white and friable. To
induce direct somatic embryogenesis on hypocotyl
explants of cauliflower we found it essential to add
kinetin together with 2,4-D, but those somatic
embryos ceased at the globular stage (Fig. 2c,d). On
the other hand, the somatic embryos originated
from embryogenic callus induced on 2,4-D alone
developed through the globular, heart, torpedo and
cotyledonary stages (Fig. 1d–g) before successfully
converting to plantlets on half-strength MS. Karami
(2008) found that higher concentrations of 2,4-D
(2.0 mg/l) promoted embryogenic callus formation
in carnation (Dianthus caryophyllus L.).

Indirect and direct somatic embryogenesis can
both be achieved in a particular plant species by
manipulating the plant growth regulators, and have
been reported in Paspalum scrobiculatum (Vikrant
and Rashid, 2001), Quassia amara L. (Martin and
Madassery, 2005), Phyla nodiflora L. (Ahmed et al.,
2011) and Saccharum officinarum (Ali et al., 2007).
Recurrent, repetitive or secondary somatic embryo-
genesis using somatic embryos as initial explants
presents a potentially unlimited source of somatic

Poon et al.28

Brought to you by | University of Malaya Library
Authenticated | 202.185.77.115

Download Date | 10/8/13 8:49 AM



Somatic embryogenesis and plant regeneration of cauliflower 29

FFiigg..  22..  Somatic embryogenesis from hypocotyl explant cultured on MS medium supplemented with 2,4-D and kinetin.
(aa) White and compact non-morphogenic callus formed on hypocotyl explants cultured on MS + 1.0 mg/l 2,4-D + 0.05
mg/l kinetin, (bb) Somatic embryos emerged on surface of hypocotyl explant cultured on MS + 1.0 mg/l 2,4-D + 1.0 mg/l
kinetin, (cc) Proliferation of globular-stage somatic embryos on explant surface, (dd) Somatic embryos covering the entire
surface of hypocotyl explants. FFiigg..  33..  Regenerated plantlet cultured on MS supplemented with 0.05 mg/l IBA after 
3 weeks of incubation. 

FFiigg..  11. Indirect somatic embryogenesis from hypocotyl explants cultured on MS medium supplemented with 0.1 mg/l
2,4-D. (aa) Embryogenic callus induced on explant surface, (bb) Embryogenic cells stained bright red, suspensor cells
stained blue in double staining test, (cc––gg) Stages of somatic embryos: (cc) Pre-globular, (dd) Globular, (ee) Heart, 
(ff) Torpedo, (gg) Cotyledonary, (hh) SEM shows the micromorphology of embryogenic callus, nodular in structure. 

Brought to you by | University of Malaya Library
Authenticated | 202.185.77.115

Download Date | 10/8/13 8:49 AM



Poon et al.30

embryos obtained from primary somatic embryoge-
nesis. Recurrent somatic embryogenesis has been
reported in Dianthus caryopyllus (Karami et al.,
2007) and Coriandrum sativum L. (Murthy et al.,
2008). Before recurrent somatic embryogenesis can
be studied, an efficient and reproducible protocol
for primary somatic embryogenesis must be estab-
lished. Apart from providing initial explants for
recurrent somatic embryogenesis, the regeneration
system we have established should prove useful for
transgenic studies as well as to for supplying
propagules such as somatic embryos and
microshoots for artificial seed production in this
species.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

We thank the University of Malaya and the Malaysian
Ministry of Science, Technology and Innovation for
funding this work (grant no. 02-01-03-SF0373). 

REFERENCES

AHMED ABA, RAO AS, RAO MV, and TAHA RM. 2011. Effect of
picloram, additives and plant growth regulators on
somatic embryogenesis of Phyla nodiflora (L.) Greene.
Brazilian Archives of Biology and Technology 54:
7–13.

AHLOOWALIA BS. 1991. Somatic embryos in monocots: The
genesis and genetic stability. Revue de Cytolgie et de
Biologie Vegetales, Le Botaniste 14: 223–235.

ALI A, NAZ S, and IQBAL J. 2007. Effect of different explants
and media compositions for efficient somatic embryoge-
nesis in sugarcane (Saccharum officinarum). Pakistan
Journal of Botany 39(6): 1961–1977.

ARNOLD VS, SABALA I, BOZHKOV P, DYACHOK J, and FILONOVA L.
2002. Developmental pathways of somatic embryogene-
sis. Plant Cell Tissue Organ Culture 69: 233–249.

BHALLA PL, and WEERD DN. 1999. In vitro propagation of cauli-
flower, Brassica oleracea var. botrytis for hybrid seed pro-
duction. Plant Cell Tissue and Organ Culture 56: 89–95.

CHIKKALA VRN, NUGENT GD, DIX PJ, and STEVENSON TW. 2008.
Regeneration from leaf explants and protoplasts of
Brassica oleracea var. botrytis (cauliflower). Scientia
Horticulturae 119: 330–334.

DUNCAN DB. 1955. Multiple range and multiple F-tests.
Biometrics 11: 1–42.

EIMERT K, and SIEGEMUND F. 1992. Transformation of cauli-
flower (Brassica oleracea var. botrytis)-an experimental
survey. Plant Molecular Biology 19: 485–490.

FRANSZ PF, LEUNISSEN EHM, VAN EFA, KEIZER PLC, and COLIJN-
HOOYMANS TM. 1994. Improvement of protoplast regenera-
tion from a recalcitrant inbred line of Brassica oleracea: a
morphogenetic analysis. Plant Science 98: 87–95. 

IKEDA-IWAI M, UMEHARA M, SATOH S, and KAMADA H. 2003.
Stress-induced somatic embryogenesis in vegetative tis-
sues of Arabidopsis thaliana. The Plant Journal 34:
107–114.

JOURDAN PS, EARLE ED, and MUTSCHLER MA. 1990. Improved
protoplast culture and stability of cytoplasmic traits in
plants regenerated from leaf protoplasts of cauliflower
(Brassica oleracea ssp. botrytis). Plant Cell Tissue and
Organ Culture 21: 227–236.

KARAMI O. 2008. Induction of embryogenic callus and plant
regeneration in Carnation (Dianthus caryophyllus L.).
Online Journal of Biological Sciences 8(4): 68–72.

TABLE 1. Induction of indirect and direct somatic embryogenesis from hypocotyl and juvenile leaf explants of Brassica
oleraceae var. botrytis

Values are means ±SE of 30 explants per treatment. Means with the same letter within columns do not differ significantly by one-way
ANOVA and Duncan's multiple range test  (p<0.05). 

Brought to you by | University of Malaya Library
Authenticated | 202.185.77.115

Download Date | 10/8/13 8:49 AM



Somatic embryogenesis and plant regeneration of cauliflower 31

KIEFFER M, FULLER MP, and JELLINGS AJ. 1995. Rapid mass
production of cauliflower propagules from fractionated
and graded curd. Plant Science 107: 229–235.

KIEFFER M, SIMKINS N, FULLER MP, and JELLINGS AJ. 2001. A
cost effective protocol for in vitro mass propagation of
cauliflower. Plant Science 160: 1015–1024.

KUMAR A, KUMAR VA, and KUMAR J. 1993. Rapid in vitro prop-
agation of cauliflower. Plant Science 90: 175–178.

LEROY XJ, LEON K, CHARLES G, and BRANCHARD M. 2000.
Cauliflower somatic embryogenesis and analysis of
regenerant stability by ISSRs. Plant Cell Report 19:
1102–1107.

LV LL, LEI JJ, SONG M, LI LY, and CAO BH. 2005. Study on
transformation of cowpea trypsin inhibitor gene into cau-
liflower (Brassica oleracea var. botrytis). African
Journal of Biotechnology 4(1): 45–49.

MARTIN KP, and MADASSERY J. 2005. Direct and indirect somat-
ic embryogenesis on cotyledon explants of Quassia
amara L., an antileukaemic drug plant. In Vitro Cellular
and Developmental Biology 41: 54–57.

MURASHIGE T, and SKOOG F. 1962. A revised medium for rapid
growth and bioassays with tobacco tissue cultures.
Physiology Plantarum 51: 473–497.

MURTHY HN, HAHN EJ, and PAEK KY. 2008. Recurrent somatic
embryogenesis and plant regeneration in Coriandrum
sativum L. Scientia Horticulturae 118: 168–171.

NAMASIVAYAM P. 2007. Acquisition of embryogenic competence
during somatic embryogenesis. Plant Cell, Tissue and
Organ Culture 90: 1–8.

PAREEK LK, and CHANDRA N. 1978. Somatic embryogenesis in
leaf callus from cauliflower (Brassica oleracea var.
botrytis). Plant Science Letters 11: 311–316.

POGREBNYAK N, MARKLEY K, SMIMOV Y, BRODZIK R, and BANDUR-

SKA K. 2006. Collard and cauliflower as a base for pro-

duction of recombinant antigens. Plant Science 171:
677–685. 

SCHUMANN G, RYSCHIKA U, SCHULZE J, and KLOCKE E. 1995.
Anatomy of somatic embryogenesis. In: Bajaj, YPS [ed.]
Biotechnology in Agriculture and Forestry, vol. 30:
Somatic Embryogenesis and Synthetic Seed 1, 71–86.
Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg. 

SHARP WR, SONDAHL MR, CALDAS LS, and MARAFFA SB. 1980.
The physiology of in vitro sexual embryogenesis.
Horticulture Review 2: 268–310.

QIN Y, GAO LH, PULLI S, and GUO YD. 2006. Shoot differentia-
tion, regeneration and analysis of somaclonal variation
by RAPD. Hereditas 143: 91–98.

VATSYA B, and BHASKARAN S. 1982. Plant regeneration from
cotyledonary protoplasts of cauliflower (Brassica oler-
acea var. botrytis). Protoplasma 113: 161–163.

VIKRANT, and RASHID A. 2001. Direct as well as indirect somat-
ic embryogenesis from immature (unemerged) inflores-
cence of a minor millet Paspalum scrobiculatum L.
Euphytica 120: 167–172.

WATTS LE. 1963. Investigations into the breeding system of
cauliflower Brassica oleracea var. botrytis (L.).
Euphytica 12: 323–340.

WILLIAM EG, and MAHESWARAN G. 1986. Somatic embryogene-
sis: factors influencing coordinate behavior of cells as an
embryogenic group. Annals of Botany 57: 44–462.

YANG Q, CHAUVIN JE, and HERVE Y. 1992. A study of factors
affecting anther culture of cauliflower (Brassica oleracea
var. botrytis). Plant Cell Tissue and Organ Culture 28:
289–296.

ZOBAYED SMA, ARMSTRONG J, and Armstrong  W. 1999.
Cauliflower shoot-culture: effects of different types of
ventilation on growth and physiology. Plant Science 141:
209–217.

Brought to you by | University of Malaya Library
Authenticated | 202.185.77.115

Download Date | 10/8/13 8:49 AM



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <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 [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




