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Abstract When attending an object in visual space, per-
ception of the object remains stable despite frequent eye
movements. It is assumed that visual stability is due to the
process of remapping, in which retinotopically organized
maps are updated to compensate for the retinal shifts
caused by eye movements. Remapping is predictive when it
starts before the actual eye movement. Until now, most evi-
dence for predictive remapping has been obtained in single
cell studies involving monkeys. Here, we report that predic-
tive remapping affects visual attention prior to an eye
movement. Immediately following a saccade, we show that
attention has partly shifted with the saccade (Experiment
1). Importantly, we show that remapping is predictive and
affects the locus of attention prior to saccade execution
(Experiments 2 and 3): before the saccade was executed, there
was attentional facilitation at the location which, after the
saccade, would retinotopically match the attended location.

Keywords Visual attention - Predictive remapping -
Spatial updating

Each time we make an eye movement, the retinal projection
of the world shifts dramatically. This stands in contrast
with our conscious and stable perception of the world. It is
believed that one way in which this perceptual stability is
achieved is through a mechanism known as predictive
remapping. Predictive remapping refers to the fact that in
the interval in which an eye movement has been pro-
grammed but not yet executed, many visual neurons shift
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their receptive fields (RFs) from their current, pre-saccadic
location to their post-saccadic location.

Predictive remapping was first described by Duhamel
etal. (1992) in a classic study in which neural activity was
recorded from the monkey lateral intraparietal area (LIP).
They showed that just before the execution of a saccade
some LIP neurons become responsive to stimuli presented
in their post-saccadic RF. They did this by presenting a
stimulus outside of the neuron’s RF and having the monkey
make an eye movement to bring the stimulus into the neu-
ron’s RF. Even though no stimulus was present in their cur-
rent (pre-saccadic) RF, just before the eye movement a
subset of LIP neurons became active “as if” the saccade had
already been executed and had brought the stimulus into
their (post-saccadic) RF. The effects of predictive remap-
ping appear to be particularly strong in the PPC, but have
been reported in a number of other oculomotor and visual
areas as well, such as the extrastriate cortex, the frontal eye
fields and the superior colliculus (Nakamura and Colby
2002; Umeno and Goldberg 1997; Walker et al. 1995).

Recently, in a compelling psychophysical study,
Melcher (2007) used the tilt adaptation after effect (TAE) to
demonstrate predictive remapping in human participants.
TAE is a systematic bias in reporting the orientation of a
tester stimulus, typically a slightly tilted grating, after being
exposed for some time to a tilted adapter stimulus. After the
presentation of the adapter stimulus, participants had to
make an eye movement. The tester stimulus was presented
at the location which after saccade execution would retino-
topically match the adapter location. Crucially, TAE was
found at this location even if the eye movement had not yet
occurred, and therefore the tester and the adapter were not
yet retinotopically matched. Predictive remapping in
humans was also demonstrated in a recent ERP study.
Parks and Corballis (2008) showed that if a saccade carries
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a stimulus from one visual hemifield into the other, the cor-
responding interhemispheric shift of the stimulus’ neuro-
physiological correlate occurs well before the saccade.
Remapping is considered to be a strong candidate mech-
anism for explaining why visual perception, or at least con-
scious experience thereof, is left largely undisturbed by eye
movements. The intuitive notion that the brain contains a
representation of the world in purely spatiotopic (world
centered) coordinates has received some support (e.g.,
d’Avossa et al. 2007; Galletti et al. 1995), but is no longer
favored as the complete solution to the problem of visual
stability (Colby and Goldberg 1999; Wurtz 2008). Instead,
it is believed that visual information is represented largely
in retinotopic (eye centered) maps and is constantly
remapped within those maps to compensate for saccade-
induced retinal changes. Frequently, remapping occurs
before the onset of a saccade in which case it is called pre-
dictive. One way of describing this process is that neurons
receive a “status report” on the location that will be brought
into their RF by an impending saccade. This “status report”
allows visual information to be preserved across saccades.
The important role that remapping plays in visual stability
is illustrated by a number of studies investigating remap-
ping in human participants using functional magnetic reso-
nance imaging (Medendorp etal. 2003; Merriam et al.
2003; 2007). In these studies, a visual stimulus was pre-
sented and subsequently extinguished, leaving a memory
trace (residual neural activity). Next, a saccade was exe-
cuted such that the former stimulus location was carried
across the vertical meridian into the opposite visual field.
The key finding in these studies is that, with the eye move-
ment, the neural correlate of the memory trace shifts to the
opposite hemisphere as well. Therefore, although the mem-
ory trace is represented in retinotopic coordinates, an eye
movement does not cause the memory trace to be misa-
ligned with the world. Rather, the memory trace is
remapped onto a different set of neurons, such that the
memory trace remains tied to the correct spatial location.
Without the need for a spatiotopic representation of the
world, this explains why we are able to integrate informa-
tion presented at the same location before and after an eye
movement (Ezzati et al. 2008; Melcher and Morrone 2003;
Wittenberg et al. 2008). Possibly, also the finding that, in
some cases, people are very limited in their ability to inte-
grate visual information across saccades (e.g., Irwin 1991)
can be explained in terms of remapping, or a lack thereof.
In a recent study, Golomb et al. (2008) investigated how
the locus of attention is affected by an eye movement. They
aimed to answer the question what happens when attention
is endogenously directed to a location, and subsequently
the eyes move elsewhere while the attended location
remains relevant to the task. While fixating, participants
received a spatial cue and were instructed to hold the cued
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location in memory. It was assumed that keeping a location
in memory requires the deployment of spatial attention to
the memorized location (Awh and Jonides 2001). After
saccade execution, Golomb et al. measured reaction times
(RTs) to probes presented at the memorized (spatiotopic)
location and the location which retinotopically matched
the memorized location. RT facilitation was found at both
locations. This suggests that the locus of attention is partly,
but not entirely, independent of eye position. More spe-
cifically, this suggests that the neural correlate of visual
attention was partly remapped to compensate for the eye
movement.

The present study investigated remapping of visual
attention. We used the presentation of an irrelevant onset
to manipulate attention exogenously (see, e.g., Theeuwes
1991; Yantis and Jonides 1984). Experiment 1 was designed
to determine whether exogenous attention is partly, but not
completely, remapped as Golomb et al. reported in the case
of endogenous attention. If so, we would expect attentional
facilitation at the attended (spatiotopic) location as well as
the location matching the attended location retinotopically.
In Experiments 2 and 3, we tested whether remapping was
predictive such that it would affect the allocation of atten-
tion prior to saccade execution. If so, we would expect
attentional facilitation at the retinotopic location (now actually
the “future retinotopic” location) after the eye movement
has been cued, but before it has been executed.

Experiment 1

The paradigm was modeled after Golomb et al. (2008). Par-
ticipants had to execute a saccade. Simultaneously with the
presentation of the saccade goal an irrelevant abrupt onset
was presented, which is known to summon attention. After
the execution of the saccade, a probe stimulus (a titled line
segment) appeared at one of four locations (the spatiotopic,
retinotopic and two control locations). Participants made a
speeded keypress response to indicate the orientation of the
probe.

Method

Eighteen naive observers participated in the experiment.
Eye movements were recorded using an Eyelink II (SR
research). Each trial started with the presentation of a gray
fixation dot on a black display at one of four possible loca-
tions (Fig. la and b). After 500 ms, three additional and
identical dots were presented, forming the corners of a
9.0° x 9.0° square. After another 500 ms, the fixation dot
reduced in size and one of the adjacent dots turned green,
indicating that a saccade had to be made to that location.
Participants did not know in advance to which location they
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Fig.1 a, b Two schematic example trials of Experiment 1. The
saccade goal is denoted by the open circle. a An example of an actual
retinotopic trial. b An example of an actual spatiotopic trial. The gray
box contains examples of probe positions in different conditions, in tri-
als in which the onset was presented at the center location. ¢ A sche-
matic example trial of Experiment 3 in the actual future retinotopic
condition. In this example, the probe and the onset are presented in
different visual quadrants, in this case on opposite sides of the horizon-
tal meridian, but it could be on opposite sides of the vertical meridian
as well. The gray box contains example stimulus configurations for
actual and mirror future retinotopic trials. The probe and the onset
could be presented in the same or in different visual quadrants; analysis
revealed that there was no effect of visual quadrant (see “Results” of
Experiment 3). Visual quadrants are marked by shades of gray for
convenience. Actual and mirror spatiotopic trials were included in
Experiment 3 as well, but they are not depicted here

had to execute a saccade. At the same time the dot turned
green (the saccade cue), an onset stimulus (a 1.8° x 1.8°
square) was presented for 100 ms at one of two (given a
certain fixation point and saccade cue) possible locations
6.4° from the initial fixation dot and the saccade cue. Partic-
ipants were instructed to make a saccade to the green dot as
quickly as possible. The saccade cue and the onset were
presented simultaneously, because a delay between the
onset and the saccade cue may lead to inhibition of the
onset. Thirty milliseconds after the initiation of the saccade
while the eyes were in motion a tilted gray line segment
(the probe) was presented for 100 ms. We choose to present
the probe in mid-flight (during saccadic suppression) rather
than after the saccade to prevent the probe from capturing
attention exogenously. The probe was presented sufficiently

long for participants to observe it after they had re-fixated.
The probe was presented equi-probable at one of four loca-
tions. The probe could be presented at the location that
previously contained the onset (the actual spatiotopic loca-
tion), at a location which retinotopically matched the onset
location (the actual retinotopic location) or at one of two
“Mirror” control locations. Participants made a speeded
report of the probe orientation by pressing the “z”’-key on a
leftwards tilted line segment (\) and the “/”’-key on a right-
wards tilted line segment (/). The experiment consisted of
48 practice trials, followed by 256 experimental trials.

Results

Trials were discarded using the following criteria: gaze
deviated more than 2° from the fixation point prior to the
saccade cue (8.2%); the direction of the saccade deviated
more than 22.5° from the straight line between the initial
fixation point and the saccade goal (8.4%); saccade latency
was either below 100 ms or above 600 ms (1.4%); RT
was below 200 ms or above 1,000 ms (2.3%). One partici-
pant was replaced due to loss of fixation (50% of the trials),
one participant due to overly high saccade latencies (M =
449 ms) and two participants due to a high proportion of
misdirected saccade (25 and 34%, respectively). In total,
79.7% of the trials were included in the analysis.

A repeated measure analysis of variance (ANOVA),
with condition (spatiotopic or retinotopic) and Location
(actual or mirror) as within-subject factors and mean cor-
rect RT as a dependent variable, revealed a main effect of
Location (F=11.5, p<.01; see Fig.2). No other effects
were found (all F < 1). Planned comparisons revealed facil-
itation at the actual, compared to the mirror spatiotopic
location (r=3.1, p<0.01), and facilitation at the actual,
compared to the mirror retinotopic location (r = 2.2,
p <0.05). The same analysis with accuracy as dependent
variable revealed a main effect of Location (F=5.2,
p < 0.05; actual more accurate than mirror), a marginally
significant effect of Condition (F = 4.5, p < 0.1; spatiotopic
more accurate than retinotopic) and no interaction between
Location and Condition (F < 1). The average saccade
latency was 270 ms (SE = 11.6).

Discussion

The results indicate that, if attention is captured by an
abrupt onset before a saccade is executed, immediately
following the saccade attention resides at two locations:
the original attended location and a second location which
corresponds retinotopically to this location. These results
resemble those of Golomb et al. (2008), showing partial
remapping of visual attention, and extend these findings to
exogenous attention.
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Fig. 2 Results of Experiments
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The aim of the second experiment was to investigate
whether remapping of visual attention is predictive. In other
words, we wanted to determine whether the focus of atten-
tion would shift slightly before the saccade was executed.
The critical difference with Experiment 1 was that we pre-
sented the probe just before the eye movement.

Method

Twenty naive observers participated in the experiment. The
method was the same as that of Experiment 1 except for the
following differences. Eye movements were recorded using
an Eyelink 1000. The probe was presented at a fixed inter-
val of 125 ms after the presentation of the saccade cue. The
onset was presented for 50 ms and the probe was presented
for 75 ms, to assure that on most trials all stimuli were pre-
sented before the saccade was initiated. The retinotopic
location is now referred to as the “future retinotopic
location”.

Results

Trials were filtered using the same criteria as in Experiment
1: gaze deviation (11.0%), saccade direction (14.0%), sac-
cade latency (1.3%) and RT (2.0%). In addition, trials in
which the eyes arrived at the saccade target before the offset
of the line segment were discarded (7.9%). One participant
was replaced due to anticipatory eye movements on 28% of
the trials. In total, 63.9% of the trials were included in the
analysis.

A repeated measures ANOVA, using Condition (spatio-
topic or future retinotopic) and Location (actual or mirror)
as within-subject factors and mean correct RT as a depen-
dent variable, revealed a main effect of Location (F = 8.0,
p <0.05; see Fig.2). No other effects were found (all
F <1). Planned comparisons revealed facilitation at the
actual, compared to the mirror spatiotopic location (¢ = 2.2,
p <0.05), and facilitation at the actual, compared to the
mirror future retinotopic location (t=2.5, p <0.05). The
same analysis with accuracy as dependent variable revealed
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a main effect of condition (F = 10.5, p < 0.01; spatiotopic
more accurate than future retinotopic). No other main
effects were found. The average saccade latency was
269 ms (SE = 13.7).

Discussion

The results indicate that predictive remapping affects the
locus of attention in the interval preceding a saccade.
Before the saccade was executed, attentional facilitation
was observed at the “future retinotopic location”: the loca-
tion which retinotopically matched the attended location
after the eye movement.

Experiment 3

Even though Experiment 2 provides clear evidence for pre-
dictive remapping, there is one caveat. In Experiment 2, the
Actual and Mirror locations were always presented in
opposite visual fields, separated by the horizontal or the
vertical meridian. Therefore, the future retinotopic facilita-
tion could have been due to a spreading of attention from
the onset location to other areas within the same visual field
quadrant (e.g., Rizzolatti et al. 1987). Since spreading of
attention across the horizontal or vertical meridian is less
pronounced, one may obtain RT differences that have noth-
ing to do with predictive remapping. To address this issue,
we adapted the paradigm to allow saccades in every direc-
tion. Therefore, the future retinotopic location did not
always fall in the same visual quadrant as the onset (see
Fig. 1c).

Method

Nine naive observers participated in the experiment. The
method was similar to that of Experiment 2 except for the
following differences. The initial fixation dot was always
presented at the center of the display. There were two
potential saccade targets, 7.2° from and on opposite sides of
the fixation point (Fig. 1c). Given these constraints, the
position of the potential saccade targets was random. All
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stimuli were scaled to 80% of their original size. The pre-
sentation duration of the probe was reduced to 50 ms, to
reduce the number of trials in which it was still visible upon
arrival at the saccade target. There were 384 experimental
trials.

Results

Using the same criteria as in Experiment 2, trials were
filtered on gaze deviation (9.7%), saccade direction
(13.3%), saccade latency (1.9%), RT (3.2%) and premature
arrival at the saccade target (0%). In total, 71.8% of the
trials were included in the analysis.

We performed the same analysis as in Experiment 2 and
obtained qualitatively identical results: RT data revealed a
main effect of location (F = 13.3, p < 0.01; see Fig. 2) and
facilitation at both the spatiotopic (¢ = 4.0, p < 0.01) and the
future retinotopic location (t=2.5, p <0.05). Accuracy
data revealed a marginally significant effect of Condition
(F=4.8, p<0.1). The average saccade latency was 250 ms
(SE=17.1).

We performed an additional analysis on trials in the
future retinotopic condition and included as a factor
whether the onset and the probe were presented in the same
or in different visual quadrants (see Fig. 1c). A repeated
measures ANOVA using location and quadrant as within-
subject factors and mean correct RT as dependent variable
revealed a main effect of Location (F =5.8, p <0.05), but
no other effects (all F < 1), indicating that there was no
meridian effect (same quadrant actual, M = 588 ms; mirror,
M = 609 ms; different quadrant actual, M = 591 ms; mirror
M = 603 ms).

Discussion

In Experiment 3, we confirmed that predictive remapping
affects the locus of attention in the interval preceding a
saccade. In addition, we ruled out a meridian effect as an
alternative explanation.

General discussion

The present study clearly shows that predictive remapping
affects the allocation of attention prior to an eye movement
The presentation of a brief onset attracted attention, result-
ing in a temporary increase in baseline activity of neurons
whose RFs overlap the attended location (for a review, see
Reynolds and Chelazzi 2004). When during this short inter-
val a probe is presented at the attended location, this allows
for a faster and more accurate report of the probe identity.
Most of the visual system is retinotopically organized. In
Experiment 1, this resulted in attentional facilitation at the

location which retinotopically matched the onset. However,
neural responses are often remapped to compensate for eye
movements. Similar to the remapping of a memory trace
(e.g., Merriam et al. 2003), the activation elicited by the
onset was transferred to a different population of neurons,
which after the saccade had RFs encompassing the original
onset location. This resulted in attentional facilitation at the
original onset location. Similar findings showing both reti-
notopic and spatiotopic integration across saccades have
been reported for a variety of phenomena (Ezzati et al.
2008; Golomb et al. 2008; Melcher and Morrone 2003).
Crucially, in Experiments 2 and 3, we showed that the locus
of attention partly shifts in the direction of the saccade,
prior to the eye movement. This can be explained by
assuming that the neurons which have been activated by the
presentation of the onset remap predictively: they exhibit
an anticipatory RF shift in the direction of the saccade.
Therefore, they will respond to the presentation of the
probe at the future retinotopic location, allowing the probe
to “ride the wave” of the onset.

Remapping is believed to be crucial in maintaining
visual stability (Wurtz 2008). Most neurons have RFs
which are anchored to the retina. Therefore, after an eye
movement, they are exposed to a different part of the visual
scene. However, rather than perception starting anew after
every eye movement, it seems that neurons receive a “sta-
tus report” on the location that will be brought into their RF
by the eye movement. Frequently, this process starts in the
interval preceding saccade execution, in which case it is
referred to as predictive (Duhamel etal. 1992; Melcher
2007). Here, we report that exogenous visual attention is
remapped, but only partly. Therefore, after an eye move-
ment attention is allocated at two locations: the original
locus of attention and the location which retinotopically
matches the original locus of attention. Importantly, we
also show that predictive remapping causes the locus of
attention to partly shift in the direction of an eye movement
prior to saccade execution.

Acknowledgments This research was funded by a grant from NWO
(Netherlands Organization for Scientific Research), grant 463-06-014
to Jan Theeuwes.

Open Access This article is distributed under the terms of the Crea-
tive Commons Attribution Noncommercial License which permits any
noncommercial use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium,
provided the original author(s) and source are credited.

References

Awh E, Jonides J (2001) Overlapping mechanisms of attention and
spatial working memory. Trends Cogn Sci 5:119-126

Colby CL, Goldberg ME (1999) Space and attention in parietal cortex.
Ann Rev Neurosci 22:319-349

@ Springer



122

Exp Brain Res (2010) 200:117-122

Cousineau D (2005) Confidence intervals in within-subject designs: a
simpler solution to Loftus and Masson’s method. Tutor Quantita-
tive Methods Psychol 1:42-45

d’Avossa G, Tosetti M, Crespi S, Biagi L, Burr DC, Morrone MC
(2007) Spatiotopic selectivity of BOLD responses to visual
motion in human area MT. Nature Neurosci 10:249-255

Duhamel JR, Colby CL, Goldberg ME (1992) The updating of the rep-
resentation of visual space in parietal cortex by intended eye
movements. Science 255:90-92

Ezzati A, Golzar A, Afraz ASR (2008) Topography of the motion
aftereffect with and without eye. J Vis 8:1-16

Galletti C, Battaglini PP, Fattori P (1995) Eye position influence on the
parieto-occipital area PO (V6) of the macaque monkey. Eur
J Neurosci 7:2486-2501

Golomb JD, Chun MM, Mazer JA (2008) The native coordinate sys-
tem of spatial attention is retinotopic. J Neurosci 28:10654

Irwin DE (1991) Information integration across saccadic eye move-
ments. Cogn Psychol 23:420-456

Medendorp WP, Goltz HC, Vilis T, Crawford JD (2003) Gaze-
centered updating of visual space in human parietal cortex.
J Neurosci 23:6209-6214

Melcher D (2007) Predictive remapping of visual features precedes
saccadic eye movements. Nature Neurosci 10:903-907

Melcher D, Morrone MC (2003) Spatiotopic temporal integration of
visual motion across saccadic eye movements. Nat Neurosci
6:877-881

Merriam EP, Genovese CR, Colby CL (2003) Spatial updating in
human parietal cortex. Neuron 39:361-373

@ Springer

Merriam EP, Genovese CR, Colby CL (2007) Remapping in human
visual cortex. J Neurophysiol 97:1738-1755

Nakamura K, Colby CL (2002) Updating of the visual representation
in monkey striate and extrastriate cortex during saccades. Proc
Natl Acad Sci 99:4026-4031

Parks NA, Corballis PM (2008) Electrophysiological correlates of pre-
saccadic remapping in humans. Psychophysiology 45:776-783

Reynolds JH, Chelazzi L (2004) Attentional modulation of visual pro-
cessing. Ann Rev Neurosci 27:611-647

Rizzolatti G, Riggio L, Dascola I, Umiltd C (1987) Reorienting
attention across the horizontal and vertical meridians: evidence in
favor of a premotor theory of attention. Neuropsychol 25:31-40

Theeuwes J (1991) Exogenous and endogenous control of attention:
the effect of visual onsets and offsets. Percept Psychophys
49:83-90

Umeno MM, Goldberg ME (1997) Spatial processing in the monkey
frontal eye field. I. Predictive visual responses. J Neurophysiol
78:1373-1383

Walker MF, Fitzgibbon EJ, Goldberg ME (1995) Neurons in the mon-
key superior colliculus predict the visual result of impending
saccadic eye movements. J Neurophysiol 73:1988-2003

Wittenberg M, Bremmer F, Wachtler T (2008) Perceptual evidence for
saccadic updating of color stimuli. J Vis 8:1-9

Wurtz RH (2008) Neuronal mechanisms of visual stability. Vis Res
48:2070-2089

Yantis S, Jonides J (1984) Abrupt visual onsets and selective attention:
evidence from visual search. J Exp Psychol Hum Percept Perform
10:601-621



	Evidence for the predictive remapping of visual attention
	Abstract
	Experiment 1
	Method
	Results
	Discussion

	Experiment 2
	Method
	Results
	Discussion

	Experiment 3
	Method
	Results
	Discussion

	General discussion
	References




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.00
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org?)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /DEU <>
    /ENU <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [5952.756 8418.897]
>> setpagedevice


