
Introduction
For many years there has been a need to implement

amen dments to rules of a sports contest, which would lead to
enhancing the meeting. This is connected with a better under-
standing of rivalry in particular sports as well as with increas-
ing ratings in the media in order to raise funds. Also for a num-
ber of years this has been a subject of many discussions and
consultations in the judo environment. The competitors’ great-
ly stooped posture during the fight who were permanently
performing moves aiming at getting hold of their opponents’
legs or trousers was not an attractive show. This resulted in
introducing amendments in sports rules and in organization of
competitions (http://www.ijf.org/ and http://www.eju.net/). The
most essential changes in 2009 comprised withdrawing of the
„Koka”, the lowest judges’ mark, for an efficient execution of
the technique, limiting throws consisting in getting hold of
trouser legs, and organising the World Championships every
year (from 1965 to 2009 the WCh in judo were organised
every two years). In 2010 execution of throws which relied on

direct catching the opponent’s legs, such as morote gari,
kuchiki taoshi, kibisu gaeshi, kata guruma, sukui nage, kata
otoshi, was limited. These throws can now be applied in 
a sports competition only in form of connections with other
techniques and in form of counter-attacks. Shortening the
time of repechage fights, allowing two competitors from one
country in every weight category in the World Championships
and seeding competitors based on ranking lists has changed
the principles of sports rivalry. The subject of research present-
ed in this paper was to determine the influence of the imple-
mented changes on results of male judo representatives and on
the efficiency of techniques applied during the competition. 

Material and methods 
The research material consisted of recorded fights during

the Olympic Games in Beijing in 2008 (269 fights which were
fought by 230 competitors from 81 countries were recorded),
the World Championships in Rotterdam in 2009 (327 fights
fought by 334 competitors from 96 countries were recorded),
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the World Championships in Tokyo in 2010 (484 fights fought
by 527 competitors from 105 countries were recorded) and
the World Championships in Paris in 2011 (524 fights fought
by 510 competitors from 122 countries were recorded) and
the Olympic Games in London in 2012 (250 fights fought by
233 competitors from 109 countries were analysed). 

Competitors participating in the group of men were sub-
ject to observation. The fights were recorded with the help of
standard audio-visual means, and next the footage was sub-
jected to a graphic registration [1]. The analysis of material
included fights in seven weight categories, without the open
category (included in the program of 2010 WCh). The starting
efficiency of national teams participating in the above men-
tioned competitions and the dominant techniques were deter-
mined based on three classification criteria, where the lower
value of the “K” index decided about the subsequent positions. 

k = k1 + k2 + k3

Starting efficiency of national teams: 
k1. Values of won medals. 
k2. Sums of points granted for taken places (1st place – 9, 2nd

place – 5, 3rd place – 3, 5th place –1 point) 
k3. Numbers of points falling to one representative of the
country. 

The dominant techniques were determined based on
three criteria: 
K1. Numbers of attacks evaluated as ippon, next waza ari,
yuko (and koka only in 2008 OG) 
K2. Numbers of all efficient attacks which received judges’ marks. 
K3. The average of the number of judges’ points (ippon, waza
ari, yuko, koka) received for the technique in one fight. 

The efficiency of attack by single techniques and classifi-
cation groups of judo techniques was expressed with an aver-
age number of judges’ points granted for efficient attacks
scored on average in one fight. 

The value of indices of efficiency in attack (Sa) was 
a number of points received for efficient execution of the tech-
nique per one fight. 

Sa = 3xM + 5xM + 7xM + 10xM / n

M – number of efficient attacks 
n – number of analysed fights 
3 pts. – koka, 5 pts. – yuko, 7 pts. – waza ari, 10 pts. – ippon
– this was the way in which support points (judicial) were
marked for efficient attacks in judo. 

The efficiency of judges’ penalties administered during
the above mentioned competitions was determined as the
efficiency of attack (Sa) substituting negative values of receiv -
ed judges’ penalties in place of efficient attacks: 
– 3 pts. = shido, – 5 pts. = 2 shido, – 7 pts. = 3 shido, – 10
pts. = 4 shido (hansoku make – disqualification). 

The classification of groups of techniques was based on
Kodokan Judo [2-3]. The spelling and names of judo tech-
niques were presented according to the English-Japanese
Kodokan dictionary [4]. 

Results
During the Olympic Games in 2008 representatives of

Korea demonstrated the greatest efficiency even though rep-
resentatives of Japan took a higher place in the medal table.
In the following World Championships (in 2009) representa-
tives of Korea clearly dominated before Russian representa-
tives. After implementing amendments to sports rules of the
judo contest in the two subsequent World Championships
representatives of Japan dominated in all three classification
criteria (k1, k2, k3); however, during the London Olympic
Games in 2012 representatives of Russia exhibited the great-
est efficiency (Tab. 1). 

During the WCh in years 2009-2011 the most efficient
techniques were seoi nage and uchimata throws, which along
with the ouchi gari throw and with the kesa gatame hold are
recurrent in the first ten dominant techniques in all competi-
tions analysed in the paper. During the OG in 2012 seoi nage
was the dominating technique, followed by kesa gatame.
After implementing amendments to sports rules (since 2010),
the kuchiki taoshi throw has disappeared from the first ten
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Tab. 1. Starting efficiency of male representatives participating in the Olympic Games in 2008 in the World Championships in 2009,

2010, 2011 and Olympic Games 2012 
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dominant techniques, and the kouchi gari throw has ap -
peared. During the WCh in 2011 and the OG in 2012 the sode
tsurikomi goshi throw and the juji gatame armlock appeared
in the first ten dominant techniques, and the sumi gaeshi
throw disappeared (Tab. 2 and 3). 

The efficiency of penalties is significantly reduced both in val-
ues of the Sa index and in their meaning in percentage values of
subsequent competitions. The increase in the percentage signif-

icance of throws and grappling holds has not resulted in a signif-
icant way in an increase in their efficiency (Sa) (Tab. 4). 

After 2009 there has been a reduction in the efficiency
(Sa) and in the percentage significance of hand throws (te
waza), whereas these indices increase in leg and hip groups
of throws (ashi waza and koshi waza). The efficiency of „sac-
rifice” throws (sutemi waza) remains at a steady level (Tab. 5).
Especially between 2009 and 2010 a distinct growth in the
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Tab. 2. Techniques dominating during the 2008 OG and the 2009 WCh 

Tab. 3. Techniques dominating during the WCh in 2010, 2011 and OG 2012

Tab. 4. The efficiency of throws, holds and penalties (Sa/) of the OG participants in 2008 the WCh in 2009-2011 and OG 2012

Tab. 5. The efficiency of groups of throws (Sa) among participants of the 2008 OG the WCh 2009-2011 and OG 2012
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Tab. 6. The efficiency of groups of grappling holds (Sa) among 2008 OG the WCh of 2009-2011 and OG 2012 participants

Fig. 1. A relative chain increase in the efficiency of groups of throws among 2008 OG  the WCh of 2009-2011 and 2012 OG partici-

pants

Fig. 2. A relative chain increase in the efficiency of groups of grappling holds among 2008 OG  the WCh of 2009-2011 and 2012 OG

participants
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efficiency of koshi waza (almost half as high) and by over 1/3
of ashi waza is noticeable (Tab. 6). 

In the group of grappling holds (katame waza) there is an
increase in the efficiency of the armlock (kansetsu waza) and
the choking (shime waza), while grappling holds (osaekomi
waza) remain at a similar level of efficiency, and their per-
centage value with reference to holds and judges’ penalties
decreases (Fig. 1). The highest rise in the efficiency of chok-
ing (almost twice as much) can be noticed between years
2008 and 2009 (Fig. 2) 

Discussion 
The research has shown an improvement in the starting

efficiency of male representatives of Japan during the World
Championships in 2010 and 2011 and an increase in the effi-
ciency of the Russian team during the Olympic Games in
London in 2012 – following the implementation of amend-
ments to sports rules of the judo contest. In these years also
a significant reduction of the value of judges’ penalties and
the efficiency of te waza throws (hand throws) took place with
a simultaneous increase in the efficiency of throws from the
ashi waza group (leg throws). A return to the style of the fight
took place where attacks with leg throws, such as uchimata,
osoto gari, ouchi gari and kouchi gari, kosoto gari etc. were
frequent and efficient, even though the seoi nage throw re -
mains the most dominant technique. [5]. 

Hand throwing techniques consisting in grappling the op -
ponent’s legs were assigned to different forms of wrestling
and regional matches. These throws were efficiently execut-
ed by competitors of wrestling, samba, jujutsu and the like
who made attempts to compete in judo contests. Competitors
fighting in a deeply stooped position had a greater opportuni-
ty to get hold of legs. [6-7]. The rule introduced in 2010, for-
bidding a direct attack on legs with the help of hand grips, has
led to a significant reduction of the efficiency of such tech-
niques as kuchiki taoshi, sukui nage and kibisu gaeshi and it
has eliminated the possibility of efficient execution of such
techniques as morote gari, kata guruma and kata otoshi. The
efficiency of the sumi gaeshi throw, frequently applied as count-
er-attack against techniques consisting in grappling legs (ku -
chiki taoshi, morote gari and kata guruma) has also fallen. Kata
guruma, kuchiki taoshi and sukui nage throws (te guruma) in
the past competitions belonged to the leading techniques [8]. 

During the 2010 WCh seven competitors were disquali-
fied for direct grappling the opponent’s legs with hands (sukui
nage – 4 competitors, kuchiki taoshi – 2 competitors and kata
guruma – 1 competitor). The disqualified competitors who failed
to comply with the accepted amendments to sports rules con-
stituted 1.3% of the total number of the Tokyo WCh partici-
pants. During the 2011 WCh three competitors were disqual-
ified for a direct attack on the opponent’s legs with hands
(kuchiki taoshi – 2 competitors and sukui nage – 1 competi-
tor); they constituted 0.6% of the total of the Paris 2011 WCh
participants. Also during the OG in 2012 two competitors were
disqualified for holding the opponents’ legs (which constituted

0.9% of all participants). A small number of these disqualifi-
cations can mean that the implemented changes were accept -
ed by participants of these competitions. 

Many-year observations of competitions and their analy-
sis aimed at finding a way of raising the efficiency of fights
and improving in competitors’ training [9-25]. Authors of these
studies analysed the most efficient techniques applied during
competitions, determining the efficiency of competitors during
the most important meetings, and simultaneously they point-
ed at developmental directions of the technical-tactical prepa-
ration seeking means of raising the efficiency of training of
judo competitors. 

In the group of throws the efficiency of hand techniques
(te waza) has dropped, which reduced the dominance of such
throws as kuchiki taoshi, sukui nage and kata guruma. One
should recognize this as a consequence of the implemented
amendments to the sports rules and restrictions on direct
grappling of legs. Increasing the efficiency of leg throws (ashi
waza) in the 2010 and 2011 WCh was caused by a dominance
of such techniques as uchimata, osoto gari, kouchi gari, ouchi
gari and kosoto gari and the fact that representatives of Ja -
pan, excelling in these competitions, used these techniques
the most efficiently [26]. The efficiency of executing these
throws in the past years was limited by getting hold of legs
while performing attacks. During the OG in 2012 there was 
a decrease in the efficiency of leg throws, which did not be -
long to dominating techniques of this competition (Tab. 3).
While analysing the efficiency of techniques in subsequent
years using percentage chain variability, we can observe
changes in the efficiency of groups of throws and grips (nage
and katame waza) (Fig. 1 and 2). The efficiency (Sa) of hand
throws (te waza), leg throws (ashi waza) and sacrifice throws
(sutemi waza) increased in 2009 compared to 2008 by 20%,
26% and 11%, respectively. In this period the number of
points for hip throws (koshi waza) remained unchanged. In
the next period (2009/2010) an increase in hip throws (koshi
waza) was evident - by 44%, and in leg throws (ashi waza) -
by 36%. Simultaneously, there was a significant (by as many
as 36%) fall in the efficiency of hand throws (te waza). The
efficiency of sacrifice throws (sutemi waza) only slightly chang -
ed. In 2010/2011 there was an increase in the efficiency of hand
techniques (te waza) and hip techniques (koshi waza), al -
though their Sa increase was not as high as in the previous
season – 17% and 18%, respectively. There was a fall in the
Sa value for leg throws (ashi waza) and sacrifice throws
(sutemi waza) – a decrease by 12% and 20%. This declining
trend in the subsequent years (2011-2012) even deepened
expanding to the remaining techniques. In this period the effi-
ciency of attack (Ea) for hand throws (te waza) dropped by
47%, of sacrifice throws (sutemi waza) by 29% and of hip and
hand throws (koshi and te waza) by 9% and 14%. During the
Olympic Games in London in 2012 the efficiency (Sa) of
throwing techniques achieved the lowest values since 2008
(Tab 4). In the group of grips (katame waza) there was a slight
decrease in the efficiency (Sa) of holds (osaekomi waza) in
2008/2009 by 21% and of chokes (shime waza) in 2009/2010
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by 13%. The greatest growth of the efficiency of chokes took
place in the period of 2008/2009 by 188%  and in 2010/2011
by 64%. The efficiency of performing armlocks was growing
the most in 2009/2010 – 86% and in 2008/2009 – 65%. The
techniques of grips achieved the highest efficiency (Ea) dur-
ing the Olympic Games in London in 2012 (Tab. 4).

Conclusions
1. During the analysed period the most dominant men’s judo

teams were from Korea, Japan and Russia.

2. The most efficient groups of techniques were hand throws
and leg throws.

3. The most dominant throw was seoi nage.
4. The number of points granted for judges’ penalties has fallen.
5. During the Olympic Games in London the throw technique

reached the lowest mark of efficiency. 

Adam M. et al., Effectiveness of judo techniques and changes the rules

120

Piśmiennictwo
1. Adam M, Smaruj M, Laskowski R. Graficzna metoda rejestracji walki judo. [A graphic method of registration of a judo fight] [in Polish] Sport Wyczynowy

[Professional Sport] 2005; 5/6:33-43.
2. Kano J. Kodokan Judo. Edited under the supervision of the Kodokan Editorial Committee, Kodansha International Tokyo, New York, London 1994.
3. Daigo T. Kodokan judo throwing techniques. Kodansha International. Tokyo. New York. London. 2005.
4. Kawamura T, Daigo T. Kodokan New Japanese-English Dictionary of Judo. The Foundation of Kodokan Judo Institute. Tokyo 2000.
5. Adam M, Smaruj M, Tyszkowski S. The diagnosis of the technical-tactical preparation of judo competitors during the World Championships (2009 and 2010)

in the light of the new judo sport rules. Archives of Budo 2011;7: 5-9.
6. Walle vd R. Pick-ups. Ippon Books. London  1993.
7. Iatskevich A. Russian Judo. Ippon Books. London 1999. 
8. Klocke U. Die besten Techniken der WM 1999. [The best techniques of the 1999 World Championships] [in German] Lernen von Top-Stars. Judo Sport

Journal 2000: 22-23.
9. Otaki T. Inquiry. JUDO Magazines of the Ko-do-Kan. 1954; 4(2):45-65.
10. Thibault C. Efficiency of Japanese Combatants. “JUDO” magazine of the Kodokan 1963; 2:61-66.
11. Pawluk J. Obserwacje Mistrzostw Europy seniorów w judo. [Observation of the Senior’s European Judo Championships] [in Polish] Sport Wyczynowy

[Professional Sport] 1966;7: 32-36.
12. Doi M. The analysis of judo contests at the Olympic Games. JU-DO magazine of the Ko-do-Kan 1967 R.7:23-39.
13. Andriejew WM. Dzju-do pjerjed olimpiadom w Mjunchinie.[in Russian] Sportiwnaja Borba. Fizkultura i Sport Moskwa 1967:135-142.
14. Vial P, Roche D, Fradet C. Le Judo Evolution de la competition. Paris: Editions Vigot; 1978.
15. Swiszczew I. Analiz taktiko-techniczeskoj djejstwji silniejszych dzjudoistow mira w sorietowatjelnoj djeatjelnosti.[in Russian] Sportiwnaja barba. Fizkultura 

i Sport Moskwa 1981:8-11.
16. Łaksa C, Sikorski W. Charakterystyka walki judo podczas Mistrzostw Świata w latach 1981-1983. [A characteristic of judo fight during the World Cham -

pionships in 1981-1983] [in Polish] Sport Wyczynowy [Professional Sport] 1984;10:32-36.
17. Hamana J, Nose S, Sakai K, Suzuki W, Tanaka M. An Analytical Study of Judo Competitors.  Bulletin of the Association for the Scientific Studies on judo.

Kodokan Report VII 1994:73-93. 
18. Mueller-Deck H. Quo vadis, modernes Wettkampfjudo? [in German]. Judo-Magazin 1996;10:18-19.
19. Jonczyk F, Adam M. Evolution of the Effectiveness of Judo Techniques in the Opinion of the World Leading Judo Trainers. Research Yearbook. Jędrzej Śnia-

decki University School of Psysical Education 1997; IV:91-96.
20. Sterkowicz S, Francini E. Variations of techniques applied by Olympic and World Championships Medalists. In: The Second International Judo Federation

World Judo Conference. Munich Germany 2001. 
21. Nakamura I, Tanabe Y, Nanjo M, Narazaki. An analysis of winning points in World Senior Championships from 1995 to 1999. Bulletin of the Association for

the Scientific Studies on judo. Kodokan Report  2002 IX :147-156. 
22. Heinisch H-D. Olympiazyklusanalyse 2000-2004 (Entwicklungstendenzen im Mannerjudo).[in German] Leipzig. Meyer & Meyer Verlag 2005:117-135.
23. Nakamura I, Yamaguchi K, Shigeoka T, Hamada H, Takeuchi Y. Comparison of Performance between Male and Female in 2003 World Judo Championships.

Bulletin of the Association for the Scientific Studies on judo. Kodokan Report 2005;X :77-85.
24. Sterkowicz S, Lech G, Rukasz W. Charakterystyka rywalizacji w kolejnych Mistrzostwach Świata w Judo 2003 r. [A characteristic of rivalry in subsequent

world judo championships in 2003] [in Polish] W: Kuder A, Perkowski K, Śledziewski D. T. III. Warszawa: Wydawnictwo AWF; 2006. str. 89-93.
25. Boguszewski D. Technical fitness training of judokas – finalists of top world tournaments in the years 2005-2008. Journal of Combat sports and Martial Arts

2010;2(2):109-114.
26. Adam M, Tyszkowski S, Smaruj M. The Contest Effectiveness of the Men’s National Judo Team of Japan and the Character of Their technical-Tactical

Preparation during the World Judo Championships 2010. Baltic Journal of Health and Physical Activity 2011; 3 (1):65-74.

Address for correspondence: 
Marek Adam
ul. Czyżewskiego str. 30 m. 2, 80-336 Gdańsk, Poland
phone: 501-535-586, e-mail: awfadammarek@wp.pl

Received: 03.01.2012
Accepted: 14.08.2012

118 Adam1:Layout 1  2013-02-01  14:18  Strona 6



<<
  /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


