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Improved Multiuser Wireless Video Streaming by
Considering Influence on a Subsequent Frame

Slavche Pejoski and Venceslav Kafedziski

Abstract—This paper gives contribution to improvement of
h.264 downlink multiuser video streaming over wireless channels.
The improvement is acheaved by including the influence of packet
loss on the subsequent frame in a real time distortion estimation
system, during the packet ordering procedure. In order to take
into account the probability of unsuccessful reception of the video
packets of the subsequent video frame, required for the order-
ing procedure, constant value probability is used. Performance
improvement comes at the price of increased complexity.

Index Terms—h.264 video, multiuser video streaming, subse-
quent frame influence.

I. INTRODUCTION

THE great expansion of internet has made video traffic

almost inseparable part of our lifes, thus video transmis-

sion is envisioned to be the next leading service in wireless

communications. The wireless environment is a nonreliable

medium, so robust video coding must be taken into con-

sideration. On the other hand the fluctuating nature of the

wireless channel gain combined with the diversity of the video

frames content gives the opportunity of improving the quality

of the transmitted video when multiuser video transmission

is considered. Thus, optimal resource allocation is a very

important issue, and combined with source coding leads to

the concept of cross layer multiuser video transmission. The

advantage of cross layer multiuser video transmission system

where the resources are dedicated based on the needs of the

particular video frame has been research topic in a vast amount

of literature, such as [1], [2] and [3]. In all this work, the

influence of the video encoding process only on the currently

encoded video frame is taken into account, and the influence

on the future video frames is not investigated or the procedure

for calculation of the functions that represent quality does not

follow the losses in the channel in real time. Exploring these

possibilities will be the subject of this paper.

The multiuser video transmission includes two main ser-

vices: real time video transmission, and video streaming. Even

though they have differences in their delay restrictions and

in the time instance when the video is coded, due to the

techniques of scalable coding and transcoding described in

[4] and [5] the two separate video services are converging and

real time video streaming becomes a very popular research
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subject. Here we consider scheduling in a multiuser real time

video streaming system.

Previous research has shown that consideration of the de-

pendences among the video frames of the transmitted video

can boost the performance of the received video in terms of

PSNR. This is the case in [6], where the dependences among

various types of coded frames are taken into consideration by

means of directed acyclic graph and diminishing importance

is given to the future frames. The approach considered in [6]

is strictly model based and does not account for the specific

content of the video frames. On the the other hand, when

video streaming is in question, an assessment of the influence

of video packets, based on their content, can be obtained.

Approach based on directed acyclic graph has been also

used in [7], [8] namely RaDiO (Rate-Distortion Optimization)

framework. The penalized greedy algorithm discussed in [8]

offers a scheduling algorithm based on the influence of a video

packet on all future frames. This influence is computed offline,

as the increase of the expected distortion in the sequence due

to the loss of that particular packet, when all its ancestors

are received without errors. This kind of distortion calculation

does not require high computational complexity, but the loss

of accuracy can be severe, especially if a loss of some

important ancestor has occurred. Other disadvantage of this

distortion calculation technique is that error concealment is

not considered.

Different approach is used in [9] and [10]. In this work

packet ordering has been proposed, that takes into consid-

eration the influence of the video packet on the distortion

reduction caused by specific packets. The authors in [10]

consider joint scheduling and physical layer parameters op-

timization in CDMA environment and authors in [9] consider

error free CDMA environment. The authors use recursive per

pixel algorithms proposed in [11] to estimate the influence of

the specific packet based on the history of the transmission

process, so the estimation is real time. The scope of their

research takes into consideration only the influence of the

packet on the video frame where the packet belongs. The

novelty of our work comes from modifying the calculation

algorithm in [9] in order to take into account the influence

on the subsequent video frame. In order to calculate the

influence on the subsequent video frame, estimation of the

probability of unsuccessful reception of the packets in the

future video frame is necessary. Packet can be unsuccessfully

received due to two reasons. The first one is when the system

does not have sufficient resources to send the packet and

the second one is due to transmission errors. If a packet

has unsuccessful reception, the part of the video frame that
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is contained in the specific packet is recovered by the error

concealment procedure in the video decoder. Here we model

the probability of unsuccessful reception of the packets in the

subsequent video frame as a constant value. We also show

the performance gain achieved by the multiuser diversity as a

result of transmitting different video sequences.

The paper is organized as follows: in section 2 we present an

overview of the method, in section 3 we show the simulation

setup and simulation results and in section 4 we give some

concluding remarks.

II. SYSTEM

Our system is made of a server that contains the video se-

quences and users to whom the server sends video sequences.

These sequences have been previously encoded into video

packets and stored at the server. Each packet contributes to a

reduction of the distortion of the received video at the receiver.

The server knows the length in bytes for every video packet.

All users are placed in the same wireless network, and there

is a scheduler at the point where the wireline network is

connected to the wireless network. In our system the packets

are sent from the server to the scheduler without delay and

transmission errors. Based on a certain logic, the scheduler

sends some of the packets, and, due to resource restrictions

discards some of them. The system is shown in Fig. 1.
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Fig. 1. Multiuser video streaming system

In order to obtain the best quality of the received video,

the scheduler grants resources to packets based on their

importance which can be estimated as in [9], i.e. by the

average reduction of the expected distortion per bit obtained

by the reception of the packet. The distortion per pixel can

be estimated using one of the recursive methods for expected

distortion estimation, such as those described in [11] or [12].

The expected distortion is calculated as:

D = E{(f in − f̃ in)
2} (1)

In (1), f̃ in stands for the anticipated decoded value of the

ith pixel of the nth video frame at the encoder, and f in stands

for the value of the ith pixel of the nth uncoded video frame.

Considering that packet m will be successfully received with

probability pm, the expected distortion due to packet m will

be:

Dm = pmDms + (1− pm)Dmus . (2)

In (2) Dms is the expected distortion when successful

reception occurs, and Dmus is the expected distortion for

unsuccessful reception of packet m.

The scheduler allocates the available resources based on:

min
ri

K∑

i=1

M∑

m=1

Di,m. (3)

In (3) ri stands for resources allocated to user i, K is the

number of users in the system, M is the number of video

packets used to encode a single video frame and Di,m is the

expected distortion for packet m of user i if ri resources are

allocated to user i.
In our system we assume a block fading channel model,

with partial channel state information at the server, that

includes the pdf’s of the channel gains and the durations of

the coherence intervals of all the users. Moreover, we assume

that strong channel codes are used and that transmission errors

occur only due to outage events and that the number of bits

in a packet does not influence the packet error probability as

long as the packet is sent in a constant number of coherence

intervals. Here we assume that the scheduler does not change

the parameters of the physical layer and uses previously

defined number of bits R in every coherence interval that

corresponds to outage probability p in the same interval.

Our approach is based on the approach in [9] that solves (3),

so we give a short explanation of that algorithm. Let m video

packets ψ1, ψ2, ..., ψm, be sent from a particular user, where

ψ1, ψ2, ..., ψm is a permutation of the user’s packets. Let Ψ
be the set of packets of the particular user that are already

sent and Φ = {φ1, ..., φM} be the set of all the packets of

the same user that are produced by encoding a single frame.

Ψ is a subset of Φ and M is the total number of packets

used to encode the n-th video frame. Only the packets that

have not been already sent are included in the packet ordering

procedure. At each step, this procedure finds the packet that

results in the largest reduction in the expected distortion, i.e.

performs the following optimization procedure:

max
i∈{Φ\Ψ}

E{D|Ψ} − E{D|Ψ ∪ i}
Bi

(4)

In (4) Bi denotes the number of bits required for sending

packet i, E{D|Ψ} is the expected distortion of the video frame

where the packet i belongs in situation when packets in Ψ
are already sent, and E{D|Ψ ∪ i} is the expected distortion

of the same video frame when packets in Ψ and the packet

i are already sent. Then, the packet i is added to Ψ. The

procedure is carried out until all unsent video packets are

sorted. This procedure must be completed for every user. Then

the scheduler creates a virtual buffer for every user where

every virtual buffer contains the sorted packets and the packet

with the largest reduction of the expected distortion per bit is

set as head of line for the appropriate virtual buffer. Then the

packet that has the largest reduction of the expected distortion

per bit from the head of lines of all virtual buffers obtains
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the appropriate resources for transmission. In the ordering

procedure the scheduler has an accurate information about the

reception of the video packets at the users. This information is

available after certain previously defined delay. If any packet

is unsuccessfully received then it is reinserted in the virtual

buffer and the ordering procedure for that virtual buffer is

carried out again.

Here, we extend the concept from [9] by calculating the

reduction of the expected distortion not only in the current

frame, but also in the subsequent frame, so that (4) becomes:

max
i∈{Φ\Ψ}

E{Dn|Ψ}+ a · E{Dn+1|Ψ}
Bi

(5)

− E{Dn|Ψ ∪ i}+ a · E{Dn+1|Ψ ∪ i}
Bi

.

In (5) n+1 denotes that the expected distortion is computed

for the subsequent video frame. The coefficient a allows us

to change the contribution of the subsequent video frame

to the expected distortion per bit. When calculating (5) the

probability of unsuccessful reception of a particular packet

from the subsequent video frame is needed. We model the

probability of unsuccessful reception as constant value p1,

equal for all packets in a single video sequence and for all

users.

We must point out that the improvement due to inclusion of

the influence on the subsequent video frame comes at a price of

complexity increase (the complexity is inceased approximately

twice), but the procedure is intended for multiuser downlink

system that has loose constraints on the processing power

which makes the method attractive for such systems.

III. SIMULATIONS

We base our simulations on h.264/AVC JM v.16 video

coder, publicly available at [13]. Five different QCIF video

sequences (foreman, news, hall monitor, mother and daughter,

carphone) are encoded at a frame rate of 30 fps. Each video

sequence is divided into slices, independently encoded. Every

slice consists of one row of macroblocks. Resynchronization

markers are used in every slice. The first video frame is

encoded INTRA and is available at the receiver with no

transmission errors and all the other video frames are encoded

INTER. In order to mitigate the effects of error propagation

15 random macroblocks from every video frame are encoded

INTRA and the rest of them are encoded INTER. The video

sequences are encoded using CABAC (Content Adaptive Bi-

nary Arithmetic Coding). For encoding each video sequence

a constant number of quantization levels that produces a

reconstructed video sequence of overall quality of 35 dB for

300 video frames of each video sequence, is used.

The video transmission is intended for symmetrically placed

users with equal mean channel gain. In our system the physical

and the application layer are separated and only one option at

physical layer is offered to the application layer. The system

supports a rate of 500 kbps over an error prone channel. The

coherence interval of the channel is set to be 1/6 of the duration

of a single video frame transmission. The outage probability

is set to p = 0.1 for each coherence interval.

At the receiver we use an error concealment method that

uses the median motion vector from the macroblocks at the

up and left, up, and up and right position relative to the

current macroblock. If the aforementioned motion vectors are

not available, the zero motion vector is used for the error

concealment procedure. In order to calculate the expected

distortion we use the ROPE algorithm from [11] and it’s dis-

tance adaptive correlation calculation and quantization theory -

based rounding error compensation versions from in [14]. The

time after which the scheduler receives an accurate information

about the reception of video packets for all users is set to two

coherence intervals.

First we show the gain from multiuser diversity due to video

sequences. In order to do so we compare the multiuser system

where the influence of the packet on the subsequent video

frame is not considered, to the system where every user uses

equal resources i.e. every user uses 100kbps over channel with

coherence interval of 1/6 of the video frame transmission time

and outage probability of p = 0.1 in every coherence interval.

The system in which every user uses equal resources also does

not consider the influence of the packet on the subsequent

video frame. All simulations in this paper were carried out 23

times with respect to different channel realizations for every

user.
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Fig. 2. Average PSNR for different users/sequences

In Fig. 2 the average quality of the received video measured

in PSNR is shown for the multiuser system and the system

where every user uses equal resources. The averages are taken

over 150 video frames and over all the simulations. The order

of the sequences is the same as in the description given at

the beginning of the section. The figure shows that multiuser

system outperforms the system where every user uses equal

resources, which can be seen from the last column, which gives

the average performance over all users. The performance gain

is of the order of 2 dB. Notice that some users might have

worse performance than in the system with equal resources.

The performance of the two systems averaged over all users

is shown in In Fig. 3. In every video frame, the multiuser

system outperforms the system where every user uses equal

resources.

Next, we compare our proposed method with a multiuser

video system that does not include the influence on the

subsequent video frame. As previously described in this paper,

the probability of unsuccessful reception is set to a constant

value equal for all packets in a single video sequence and for
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Fig. 3. Average PSNR for different users/sequences

all users. We used the value of p1 = 0.1. We set the parameter

to a value a = 1.
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Fig. 4. Average PSNR for different users/sequences

In Fig. 4 the average quality of the received video measured

in PSNR for every user is shown for the two models. The

averages are taken over 69 video frames and over all the

simulations. The order of the sequences is the same as in the

description given at the beginning of the section. The figure

shows that our proposed method outperforms the method that

does not include the influence on the subsequent frame. The

performance gain is of the order of 0.25 dB. As can be seen,

our method shows superior performance for all sequences,

except for the news video sequence where the deterioration

is very small.
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Fig. 5. Average PSNR in terms of the video frame order

In Fig. 5 the performance of the multiuser system in terms

of the video frame order is shown. Again, the proposed model

shows performance which is superior to that of a system

not including the influence on the subsequent video frame.

Although the average improvement of the system behavior is

of the order of 0.25 dB it can be seen from Fig. 5 that for

some frames the improvement of the PSNR averaged over all

users reaches 0.5 dB. In Fig. 5 a small deterioration can be

noticed for low frame order, but this behavior can be explained

by the inaccuracy of the constant value model.
It should be noted that taking into account the influence

on future video frames that are further away from the current

video frame is expected to result in modest additional perfor-

mance gain, at the expense of even higher complexity.

IV. CONCLUSION

We propose an improvement to the real time multiuser video

streaming in wireless channels. The improvement is due to the

packet ordering procedure that includes the influence on the

packets in the subsequent frame. To estimate the probability

of unsuccessful reception of video packets in the subsequent

video frame, a simple constant value model is used. The

proposed method outperforms the standard multiuser video

streaming algorithm by 0.25 dB, at a price of increased

complexity.

REFERENCES

[1] L. U. Choi, W. Kellerer, and E. Steinbach, “On cross-layer design
for streaming video delivery in multiuser wireless environmentsy,”
EURASIP Journal on Wireless Communications and Networking, vol.
2006, pp. 55–65, 2006.

[2] G. M. Su, Z. Han, M. Wu, and K. J. R. Liu, “A Scalable Multiuser
Framework for Video Over OFDM Networks: Fairness and Efficiency,”
IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. Video Techn., vol. 16, no. 10, pp. 1217–1231,
2006.

[3] Z. Guan, D. Yuan, and H. Zhang, “Optimal and Fair Resource Allocation
for Multiuser Wireless Multimedia Transmissions,” EURASIP Journal
on Wireless Communications and Networking, vol. 2009, 2009.

[4] G. M. Su and M. Wu, “Efficient bandwidth resource allocation for
low-delay multiuser video streaming,” IEEE Trans. Circuits Syst. Video
Techn., vol. 15, no. 9, pp. 1124–1137, 2005.

[5] M. Xia, A. Vetro, H. Sun, and B. Liu, “Rate-distortion optimized bit
allocation for error resilient video transcoding,” in ISCAS (3), 2004, pp.
945–948.

[6] F. Fu and M. van der Schaar, “A systematic framework for dynamically
optimizing multi-user wireless video transmission,” IEEE Journal on
Selected Areas in Communications, vol. 28, no. 3, pp. 308–320, 2010.

[7] P. Chou and Z. Miao, “Rate-distortion optimized streaming of packetized
media,” IEEE Transactions on Multimedia, vol. 8, no. 2, pp. 390–404,
2006.

[8] C. Vleeschouwer, J. Chakareski, and P. Frossard, “The Virtue of Patience
in Low-Complexity Scheduling of Packetized Media With Feedback,”
IEEE Transactions on Multimedia, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 348–365, 2007.

[9] P. Pahalawatta, R. Berry, T. Pappas, and A. Katsaggelos, “Content-Aware
Resource Allocation and Packet Scheduling for Video Transmission over
Wireless Networks,” IEEE Journal on Selected Areas in Communica-
tions, vol. 25, no. 4, pp. 749–759, 2007.

[10] E. Maani, P. Pahalawatta, R. Berry, T. Pappas, and A. Katsaggelos,
“Resource Allocation for Downlink Multiuser Video Transmission Over
Wireless Lossy Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Image Processing,
vol. 17, no. 9, pp. 1663–1671, 2008.

[11] R. Zhang, S. Regunathan, and K. Rose, “Video Coding with Optimal
Inter/Intra-Mode Switching for Packet Loss Resilience,” IEEE Journal
on Selected Area in Communications, vol. 18, no. 6, pp. 966–976, 2000.

[12] Y. Zhang, W. Gao, Y. Lu, Q. Huang, and D. Zhao, “Joint Source-Channel
Rate-Distortion Optimization for H.264 Video Coding Over Error-Prone
Networks,” IEEE Transactions on Multimedia, vol. 9, no. 3, pp. 445–
454, 2007.

[13] Available at: http://iphome.hhi.de/suehring/tml/.
[14] H. Yang and K. Rose, “Advances in recursive per-pixel estimation of

end-to-end distortion for application in h.264,” in ICIP (2), 2005, pp.
906–909.

945



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /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 false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /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 <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


