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ABSTRACT 

In this paper, we propose a novel method for palmprint classification. We extract the central region from 
the palmprint image, calculate eight filter faces (FF) from the region based on eight pairs of filters, compute 
the Fourier features from each FF, classify each of them to one known class, and then perform majority 
voting to determine the final class label of the unknown palmprint image. By examining the structures of 
the selected filters, we can see that our new method can suppress random noise and at the same time it can 
extract directional features from the palmprint images. This is the main reason why FF-based methods are 
better than non-FF-based methods for palmprint classification. In addition, the majority winning policy 
(voting) based on eight FFs improves classification accuracies significantly. Experimental results demon-
strate that our new method outperforms several existing methods for palmprint classification. 

Keywords: Fast Fourier transform (FFT); filter faces (FF); majority voting technique; palmprint recognition. 

INTRODUCTION  
Palmprint classification is a very important topic in 

computer vision. We briefly review several existing 
methods for palmprint classification here. Zhang et al. 
(1999) studied two novel characteristics in palmprint 
verification: Datum point invariance and line feature 
matching. You et al. (2002) analyzed hierarchical palm-
print identification via multiple feature extraction. Dong 
et al. (2004) investigated digital curvelet transform for 
palmprint recognition. Chen et al. (2006) performed 
palmprint classification by dual-tree complex wavelets. 
Zhang et al. (2003) studied on-line palmprint identifica-
tion in 2003. Trabelsi et al. (2022) developed efficient 
palmprint biometric identification systems with deep 
learning and feature selection methods. Wu et al. (2021) 
studied triple-type feature extraction for palmprint 
recognition. Zhao et al. (2023) analyzed multiview 
learning-based generic palmprint recognition. Fei et al. 
(2019) worked on feature extraction methods for palm-
print recognition. Alausa et al. (2022) surveyed on con-
tactless palmprint recognition system in 2022. Idrissi et 
al. (2020) performed a comparative study on palmprint 
recognition with state-of-the-art local texture de-
scriptors. 

PROPOSED METHOD 
In this paper, propose a new method for palmprint 

classification. We extract the central region from the 

palmprint images, compute eight FFs from the region 
according to eight pairs of filters and then calculate the 
Fourier feature maps from each FF and take the Fourier 
spectra. We perform classification with the extracted 
feature maps and then conduct majority voting to deter-
mine the final class label of the unknown palmprint im-
age. 

We define eight pairs of high-pass filters (HF) and 
low-pass filters (LF) as follows, where the first four 
pairs of filters are of size 7×7 and the second four pairs 
of filters are of size 9×9. 

𝐻𝐹ሼ1ሽ =
⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎛
−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎞, 

𝐻𝐹ሼ2ሽ =
⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎛
1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 0−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎞, 

𝐻𝐹ሼ3ሽ =
⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎛
0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 1 0 −1 −1 −11 1 1 1 0 −1 −11 1 1 1 1 0 −11 1 1 1 1 1 0 ⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎞, 
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𝐻𝐹ሼ4ሽ =
⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎛
1 1 1 1 1 1 01 1 1 1 1 0 −11 1 1 1 0 −1 −11 1 1 0 −1 −1 −11 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −11 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −10 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎞, 

𝐿𝐹ሼ1ሽ =
⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎛
1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎞, 
LF{2}=LF{1}, 
LF{3}=LF{1}, 
LF{4}=LF{1}, 

HF{5}=

⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎜
⎜⎛
−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1−1 −1 −1 −1 0 1 1 1 1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎟
⎟⎞, 

HF{6}=

⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎜
⎜⎛
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1−1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎟
⎟⎞

, 

HF{7}=

⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎜
⎜⎛
0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 1 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 1 1 1 0 −1 −1 −11 1 1 1 1 1 0 −1 −11 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 −11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 ⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎟
⎟⎞

, 

HF{8}=

⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎜
⎜⎛
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 01 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 −11 1 1 1 1 1 0 −1 −11 1 1 1 1 0 −1 −1 −11 1 1 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 1 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −11 0 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −10 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1 −1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎟
⎟⎞

, 

LF{5}=

⎝⎜
⎜⎜⎜
⎜⎛
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1⎠⎟

⎟⎟⎟
⎟⎞

, 

LF{6}=LF{5}, 
LF{7}=LF{5}, 
LF{8}=LF{5}.             (1) 

The FF{i}, i ϵ [1,8], can be defined as Chen et al. 
(2018): 𝐹𝐹ሼ𝑖ሽሺ𝑥,𝑦ሻ = arctan ுிሼ௜ሽ∗ூ(௫,௬)௅ிሼ௜ሽ∗ூ(௫,௬)      (2) 

where * is the convolution operator, HF{i} is the high-
pass filter, LF{i} is the low-pass filter, and I is the palm-
print image. It is not difficult to prove that the FF{i}, i ϵ 
[1,8], are approximately illumination invariant for any 
LF{i} and HF{i}. We extract the Fourier features from 
each FF by means of fft2 available in Matlab and then 
take the spectra. Fig.1 shows the flow-chart of the pro-
posed algorithm in this paper. We extract eight FFs from 
the input palmprint image, perform the 2D FFT trans-
form to each FF, classify the palmprint image with the 
nearest neighbour classifier, and then conduct majority 
voting to determine the final class label of the unknown 
palmprint image 

We provide the algorithm for training palmprint im-
ages here: 

1) Read the palmprint image and extract the central 
region (Fig. 2). 

2) Calculate FF{i}, i ϵ [1,8] from the central region. 
3) Extract the Fourier features from the FF{i} and 

take the spectra, denoted as Spec{i}, i ϵ [1,8]. 
4) Save the features in a database for later query. 

We provide the algorithm for testing palmprint im-
ages here: 

1) Read the palmprint image and extract the central 
region (Fig. 2). 

2) Calculate FF{i}, i ϵ [1,8] from the central region. 
3) Extract the Fourier features from the FF{i} and 

take the spectra, denoted as Spec{i}, i ϵ [1,8]. 
4) Use the extracted features to query the feature da-

tabase by the nearest neighbour (NN) classifier. 
Let us denote the calculated class labels as ID = 
{idk}, k ϵ [1,8]. 

5) Conduct majority voting on ID to determine the fi-
nal class label of the testing palmprint image. 

6) Compute the correct classification rate of our new 
algorithm, which is defined as the ratio between 
the number of correct classification and the num-
ber of total palmprint images. 

Our majority voting technique selects the most fre-
quent element in an array as the class label of the un-
known palmprint image, which improves the classifica-
tion accuracy significantly as demonstrated in our exper-
iments. We count the number of times an element in an 
array occurs and then find the array index corresponding 
to the value with the most occurrences. Finally, we out-
put the element in the array with most occurrences as the 
class label of the unknown palmprint image. 



Image Anal Stereol 2025;44:49-54 

51 
 

We have the following observations about the speed 
of our new algorithm. We have implemented our new 
algorithm in unoptimized Matlab code in this paper, so 
it is a bit slow. We can port it to the faster C++ program-
ming language in the future. In our new algorithm, we 
select to use eight FFs to extract the feature maps from 
the palmprint image. Since these FFs are independent of 
each other, we can implement them in parallel such that 
faster execution can be achieved. We can also run our 
new algorithm on Graphics Processing Units (GPUs) so 
that we can recognize palmprint images even faster. 

The computational complexity of our new algo-
rithm can be summarized as follows. The eight FFs can 
be calculated in O(8MN) operations, where the palm-
print image has M×N pixels. The Fourier features can be 
extracted with O(8MN log(MN)) operations. The NN 
classifier and the voting technique can be computed in 
linear time. Therefore, the overall computational com-
plexity of our new method is O(8MN log(MN)). 

The main reason why we choose handcrafted fea-
tures instead of deep learning in this paper is because the 
number of classes in palmprint recognition can change 
frequently. When new palmprint classes are available, 
we need to train the deep learning networks again, which 

is very time consuming. In addition, the number of 
palmprints for each class should be large for deep learn-
ing, so collecting many palmprint samples is a difficult 
task. Existing pattern classification problems such as 
traffic sign recognition and handwritten digits recogni-
tion are good for deep learning since the numbers of 
classes in both problems do not change over time. As a 
result, handcrafted features such as those proposed in 
this paper are better suited for our palmprint recognition 
problem. 

The main contribution of this paper is the following. 
We extract eight FFs from the extracted palmprint cen-
tral region according to eight pairs of filters. By exam-
ining the structures of the selected eight pairs of filters, 
we can see that they can extract directional features from 
the palmprint images, and they can suppress random 
noise as well. This is the main reason why FF-based 
methods are better than non-FF-based methods for 
palmprint classification. Furthermore, the majority win-
ning policy (voting) based on eight FFs improves classi-
fication accuracies significantly. Our experimental re-
sults demonstrate the success of our new algorithm pro-
posed in this paper for palmprint classification.  

 
Fig. 1. The flow-chart of the proposed algorithm in this paper. 

 
Fig. 2. Palmprint image and extracted central region. 
 

RESULTS 
We perform experiments for palmprint classifica-

tion with the PolyU palmprint database, which contains 

100 different palms, and each has six samples collected 
in two sessions. For each palm, we use four of the six 
palmprint samples for training and the rest of samples 
for testing. The size of the original palms without pre-
processing is of 284×384 pixels. We extract the central 
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region of the palm image for palmprint classification 
with a size of 128×128 pixels.  

We test the effect of additive Gaussian white noise 
(AGWN) on palmprint classification. We add AGWN to 
clean palmprint image as follows: 

B = A + σn N(0,1),       (3) 

where B is the noisy palmprint image, A is the noise-free 
palmprint image, σn is the noise standard deviation, 
N(0,1) is the normal distribution with zero mean and unit 
variance. We set the seed of the random number gener-
ator to zero so that we can reproduce our experimental 
results for different runs. We only add noise to testing 
palmprint samples but not to training samples.  

 

Fig. 3. Palmprint images with different noise levels (σn=0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35). 

 

Fig. 4. Palmprint images (first column), FF{1} (second column), FF{2} (third column), FF{3} (fourth column), FF{4} 
(fifth column), FF{5} (sixth column), FF{6} (seventh column), FF{7} (eighth column), and FF{8} (ninth column). 
The first to the last rows correspond to different noise levels σn=0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35, respectively. 
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Fig. 3. shows palmprint images with different noise 
levels (σn=0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35). In addition, 
Fig. 4 displays the palmprint images (first column) and 
their eight extracted FFs (second to last column). The 
first to the last rows correspond to different noise levels 
σn=0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35, respectively. It can 
be seen in Fig. 4 that the FFs are very robust to AGWN 
since the extracted FFs are very clean without showing 
any noise content in them. This shows that the FFs are 
good at invariant palmprint classification even when 
AGWN is present in palmprint images. 

Our experimental results with the PolyU palmprint 
database have the following observations. The best re-
sults are highlighted in bold font in both Tables 1 and 2. 
From Table 1, we can see that our proposed method 
(98.97%) is better than Zhang and Shu (1999) (93.3%), 
You et al. (2002) (95%), Dong et al. (2004) (95.25%), 
Chen et al. (2006) (97%), and Zhang et al. (2003) (98%) 
for palmprint classification. In addition, from Table 2, 
we can see that the Fourier features are better than the 
HOG features, the LBP features, and the DWT features 
for palmprint classification. The major reason why the 
Fourier features are the best for palmprint classification 
is because the Fourier spectra are invariant to spatial 
shifts, which is very important in invariant palmprint 
recognition. In our experiments, the DWT is chosen as 
Daubechies-4 wavelet transform. Furthermore, from Ta-
ble 2, we can see that our method with FF is always bet-
ter than that without FF for palmprint classification no 
matter what features (HOG, LBP, DWT and FFT) are 
used. In addition, the Fourier features combined the FF 
achieves the best classification results for all noise levels 
(σn=0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35) without exception. 
This demonstrates the success of our new method pro-
posed in this paper for palmprint classification. 

Table 1. The correct classification rates (%) of different 
methods for palmprint classification. The best results 
are highlighted in bold font. 

Zhang 
and Shu  
(1999) 

You et al. 
(2002) 

Dong  
et al. 

(2004) 

Chen et al. 
(2006) 

Zhang  
et al. 

(2003) 

Proposed 
Method 

93.3 95 95.25 97 98 98.97 

CONCLUSIONS 
Palmprint classification is a very challenging re-

search topic. In existing literature, many techniques 
have been proposed to deal with this problem. Neverthe-
less, there still exists a need to further improve existing 
methods and propose new ones for palmprint classifica-
tion. 

In this paper, we have proposed a new method for 
palmprint classification. We extract the central region 
from the input palmprint image, compute eight FFs from 
the extracted region based on eight pairs of filters, cal-
culate the Fourier features from each FF, classify each 
of them to one known class, and then perform majority 
voting to determine the final class label of the input 
palmprint image. Experimental results show that our 
new method performs the best for palmprint classifica-
tion even if noise is present in the palmprint images. 
Future research will be conducted by experimenting 
with deep convolutional neural networks (DCNN) for 
palmprint classification. We can also perform a system-
atic study to compare our new method proposed in this 
paper with many state-of-the-art methods developed in 
the past.

Table 2. The correct classification rates (%) of the proposed method with and without filter faces for different features 
(HOG, LBP, DWT and FFT) and different noise levels (σn=0, 5, 10, 15, 20, 25, 30 and 35) for palmprint classifica-
tion. The best results are highlighted in bold font. 
 

Filter 
Faces 

Features Noise (σn) 
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 

 
No 

HOG 87.63 84.54 74.23 38.14 13.92 5.15 2.06 1.55 
LBP 78.87 13.40 2.58 1.03 1.55 1.03 1.03 0.52 
DWT 62.37 62.37 61.86 61.86 62.37 61.86 62.37 46.91 
FFT 94.85 95.88 94.85 93.30 89.69 75.26 62.37 61.86 

 
Yes 

HOG 92.27 89.18 86.60 81.44 73.20 51.03 38.66 23.71 
LBP 97.94 88.14 41.24 11.86 4.64 3.61 2.58 2.06 
DWT 74.23 73.71 72.68 72.16 72.16 72.68 72.68 71.13 
FFT 98.97 99.48 99.48 98.97 98.45 97.42 95.36 90.21 

 
  



 CHEN GY AND KRZYZAK A: Palmprint Classification  

54 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that they 

have no conflict of interest.  

Data Availability Statement: Data sharing not appli-
cable to this article as no datasets were generated or an-
alyzed during the current study. 

Funding: The authors declare that no funds, grants, 
or other support were received during the preparation of 
this manuscript.  

Author Contributions: G.Y. Chen (Coding, writing, 
validation). A. Krzyzak (Revision, supervision). 

Ethics Approval: No ethical approval is required. 
The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest.  

The authors would like to thank the anonymous re-
viewers for their constructive suggestions and com-
ments, which improve the quality of this paper. 

 

 

REFERENCES 
Alausa DWS, Adetiba E, Badejo JA, Davidson IE, 

Obiyemi Q,  Buraimoh E and Abayomi A (2002). Con-
tactless Palmprint Recognition System: A Survey, 
IEEE ACCESS. 10:132483-505. 

Bochner S, Chandrasekharan K (1949). Fourier Trans-
forms, Princeton University Press. 

Chen GY, Bui TD, Krzyzak A (2006). Palmprint classifi-
cation using dual-tree complex wavelets, Proc. of IEEE 
International Conference on Image Processing (ICIP), 
Atlanta, GA, USA. 2645-48. 

Chen GY, Bui TD, Krzyzak A (2018). Filter-based face 
recognition under varying illumination, IET Biomet-
rics. 7(6):628-35. 

Chui CK (1992). An introduction to wavelets, San Diego, 
CA: Academic Press. 

Dalal N, Triggs B. (2005). Histograms of oriented gradi-
ents for human detection, IEEE Computer Society 
Conference on Computer Vision and Pattern Recogni-
tion (CVPR). 1:886-93.  

Dong K, Feng G, Hu D (2004). Digital curvelet transform 
for palmprint recognition. In: Li SZ, Lai J, Tan T, Feng 
G, Wang YS, eds. Advances in Biometric Person Au-
thentication, Sinobiometrics. Springer, Berlin, Heidel-
berg.  LNCS 3338:639-45. 

Fei L, Lu G, Jia W, Teng S, Zhang D (2019). Feature Ex-
traction Methods for Palmprint Recognition: A Survey 
and Evaluation, IEEE T Syst Man CY-S. 49(2):346-63. 

He DC, Wang L (1990). Texture Unit, Texture Spectrum, 
And Texture Analysis, IEEE T Geosci Remote. 
28:509-12. 

Idrissi A, Merabet Y, Ruichek Y (2020). Palmprint recog-
nition using state-of-the-art local texture descriptors: a 
comparative study, IET Biometrics. 9(4):143-53. 

The PolyU Palmprint Database. Available at 
http://www.comp.polyu.edu.hk/~biometrics. 

Trabelsi S, Samai D, Dornaika F (2022). Efficient palm-
print biometric identification systems using deep learn-
ing and feature selection methods, Neural Comput 
Appl. 34:12119-41. 

Wu L, Xu Y, Cui Z, Zuo Y, Zhao S, Fei L (2021). Triple-
Type Feature Extraction for Palmprint Recognition, 
Sensors. 21(14). 

You J, Li W, Zhang D (2002). Hierarchical palmprint 
identification via multiple feature extraction, Pattern 
Recogn. 35:847-59. 

Zhang D, Kong WK, You J and Wong M (2003). On-line 
palmprint identification, IEEE T Pattern Anal. 
25(9):1041-50. 

Zhang D and Shu W (1999), Two novel characteristics in 
Palmprint verification: Datum point invariance and 
line feature matching, Pattern Recogn. 32:691-702. 

Zhao S, Fei L and Wen J (2023). Multiview-Learning-
Based Generic Palmprint Recognition: A Literature 
Review, Mathematics. 11(5). 

 

 
 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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


