
ISSN 0006�3509, Biophysics, 2010, Vol. 55, No. 3, pp. 399–405. © Pleiades Publishing, Inc., 2010.
Original Russian Text © Yu.B. Shmukler, 2010, published in Biofizika, 2010, Vol. 55, No. 3, pp. 451–459.

399

INTRODUCTION

The discovery by Hans Driesch of the ability of iso�
lated sea urchin blastomeres to form quasinormal
plutei [1] has underlain the ideas on the regulation of
early embryogenesis. According to Driesch’s experi�
ments, the blastomeres isolated during the first cleav�
age divisions possess totipotency that is, however,
restrained by factors inherent in an intact embryo.
This restraint might be caused by the presence of a sis�
ter cell, which, however, contradicts the classical data.

The ability to form full�fledged small plutei does
not match the cleavage type corresponding to a half of
the whole embryo, with formation of two micromeres
[1, 2] (Fig. 1). These data made the basis of the
“micromere clock” concept, whereby the moment of
unequal division in sea urchin embryos is stipulated by
the commencement of the fourth cell cycle, regardless
of any external impact—embryo fragmentation or
isolation of the blastomeres [2, 3]. Hence it follows
that sea urchin development at the cleavage division
stage is strictly deterministic, and the processes resti�
tuting the “integral” type of development are realized
later. Indeed, the “open half�blastulae” formed of
such half�embryos are capable of closure, but this pro�
cess is apparently not associated with interaction
between blastomeres during cleavage divisions, and
there is no information on its mechanisms in the avail�
able literature.

From the contradiction between the “partial” type
of cleavage of a half�embryo and the “integral” type of
the larva arising from it, one had to admit either the
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Fig. 1. Prospective fate of sea urchin isolated blastomere
according to Driesch and Hörstadius.
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incompleteness of these data or, as L.M. Chailakhyan
put it, “the ability of embryos to count to four.”

At the same time there were data that did not fit
into the concept of rigorous temporal determinism of
micromere formation [4, 5]. Again, our very first
experiments on isolating Strongylocentrotus nudus and
Scaphechinus mirabilis blastomeres at the stages of 1st
or 2nd cleavage division revealed that half�embryos at
the 4th cleavage division could form micromeres as
well as equal blastomeres [6] (Fig. 2). Furthermore, we
later succeeded in separating a number of Sc. mirabilis
embryos by the 3rd cleavage furrow, and in 8 cases out
of 100 we observed that both isolated blastomere quar�
tets at the 4th cleavage division formed eight equal
blastomeres [7].

Already the first experiments on blastomere isola�
tion by shaking run with St. nudus embryos revealed a
rule that the probability of micromere formation in a
half�embryo was the higher the later was the isolation
performed. Therefore, all further isolations were time�
tagged. The first group of blastomeres were those iso�
lated before their post�division adhesion [8], directly
after completion of cytokinesis when the blastomere
acquired a nearly spherical shape and the distance
between sister blastomeres reached 10 µm. The second
group of blastomeres were those isolated after adhe�
sion, when the interblastomere cleft diminished dras�
tically and the blastomeres became nearly hemispher�

ical. In the half�embryos obtained, the moment of
micromere formation was checked. The Sc. mirabilis
embryos, from which blastomeres are easily isolated by
microsurgery, are especially convenient for such
experiments, because this removes the uncertainty
caused by asynchronous development of the embryo
population from blastomeres isolated by shaking.

This paper summarizes the experimental data on
time�tagged isolation of blastomeres for sea urchins
St. nudus, St. intermedius, Sc. mirabilis, Echinocar�
dium cordatum (Sea of Japan: bays Vityaz and Troitsa,
Russia) and Paracentrotus lividus (Mediterranean Sea:
Kotor, Montenegro and Bay of Naples, Italy) that
have been accumulated over years.

With St. nudus, P. lividus and especially St. interme�
dius, blastomere isolation was only possible upon
washing the eggs thrice in artificial calcium�free sea
water and keeping them in such water up to the com�
mencement of the 1st cleavage division.

First with St. nudus and then with Sc. mirabilis, we
found that blastomere isolation before (B) the post�
division adhesion much more often yielded half�
embryos consisting of eight equal blastomeres at the
4th cleavage division (stage when unequal division
usually occurs in intact embryos), whereas isolation
after (A) adhesion mostly led to unequal cleavage with
formation of one or two micromeres (the half�
embryos with 1 and 2 micromeres are pooled in
Table 1; see also Fig. 3) [9]. The difference in the frac�
tions of half�embryos forming micromeres at this stage
between the ‘Before’ and ‘After’ groups was statisti�
cally significant (Table 2). Special experiments per�
formed by T.Kh. Naidenko showed that in both cleav�
age types the half�embryos could form plutei I [9].

Analogous results were obtained with P. lividus,
both in the Adriatic population, where micromeres
were prevalently formed by intact embryos at the 3rd
rather than 4th cleavage division, and in the Neapoli�
tan population with a classical type of development
[10, 11]. Much the same appears to apply to E. corda�
tum, where blastomere fragility, smallness and rapid
adhesion practically precluded isolation after adhe�
sion, but the results for blastomeres isolated before
adhesion are similar to those described above. The
only exception among the species studied was St. inter�
medius, where only few half�embryos cleaving equally
at the 4th division were formed. Considering that one
of our objects, P. lividus, has been studied in many
classical works, we have grounds for supposing that
equal division of half�embryos is a more or less univer�
sal phenomenon. In the course of the 1st, 2nd, and
probably 3rd cleavage divisions in sea urchins, there
perhaps are short periods (several minutes before com�
pletion of the post�division adhesion) when the type of
subsequent cleavage is “redefined from integral to par�
tial,” i.e. the blastomere totipotency is eventually
restrained. This is indirectly confirmed by experi�
ments where S. mirabilis blastomeres were subjected to

(b)

(а)

Fig. 2. Cleavage types for S. mirabilis half�embryos at 4th
division: (a) isolated before adhesion in the 1st cleavage
division; equal blastomeres formed; (b) isolated after
adhesion in the 1st cleavage division.
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consecutive isolations at the 1st, 2nd, and 3rd cleavage
divisions, which progressively reduced the fraction of
small embryos cleaving unequally at the 4th division
[12]. Upon double isolation (before adhesion in the 1st
and 2nd divisions), micromeres formed simulta�
neously with the control in 21.0 ± 4.5% of embryos,
and upon triple isolation, in 7.6 ± 0.7%. Again, half�
embryos isolated in the same experiments after adhe�
sion at the 1st division showed a usual frequency of
micromere formation at the 4th cleavage division.

In analogous experiments with P. lividus, only
11.1 ± 6.0% of small embryos upon isolations at the
1st and 2nd cleavage divisions formed micromeres
simultaneously with intact ones, which is 33.9 ± 6.2%
(p < 0.001) less than in embryos upon isolation only
before adhesion in the 1st cleavage division. Such a

“cumulative effect” of abolishing normal interactions
between blastomeres testifies, on the one hand, to
their significance in determination of the type of
development, and on the other, to repetition of these
processes in early development.

The repetitive process considered here, besides
being mediated by cell–cell interactions, is also recip�
rocal and asynchronous. Indeed, if the processes
determining micromere formation are conditioned
exclusively by intracellular factors and do not depend
on interblastomere exchange of information, then
upon blastomere isolation regardless of its moment we
should have observed unequal 4th cleavage division in
100% of cases. However, we have monitored 142 cases
of development of pairs of Sc. mirabilis half�embryos
isolated at the 1st cleavage division from one

Table 1.  Influence of the moment of blastomere isolation on the type of cleavage of half�embryos

Species Moment 
of isolation

Number 
of embryos

Fraction of half�embryos forming 
micromeres simultaneously 

with intact ones, %
p

Sc. mirabilis

B1 818 34.7 ± 1.7 <0.001

A1 865 68.2 ± 1.6 <0.001

B2 60 30.0 ± 6.0 <0.001

A2 127 81.1 ± 3.5 <0.001

St. nudus
B1 56 23.2 ± 5.6 <0.001

A1 26 92.3 ± 5.2 <0.001

St. intermrdius
B1 62 79.4 ± 5.1 <0.001

A1 48 83.3 ± 5.4 <0.001

E. cordatum B1 22 27.3 ± 9.5 <0.001

P. lividus
B1 48 42.0 ± 4.1 <0.001

A1 42 76.2 ± 5.3 <0.001

P. lividus*
B1 309 45.0 ± 1.4 <0.001

A1 214 93.4 ± 1.0 <0.001

Notes: * Adriatic population with overwhelming prevalence of embryos forming micromeres at the 3rd cleavage division. Half�embryos iso�
lated (B) before or (A) after adhesion in (subscript) 1st or 2nd cleavage division.

Table 2. Difference in cleavage patterns for sea urchin half�embryos isolated (B) before or (A) after adhesion in the 1st or 2nd
cleavage division

Species Stages compared Difference in fractions of embryos 
with the same cleavage pattern p

Sc. mirabilis B1–A1 33.5 ± 2.3 <0.001

A1–B1 38.2 ± 6.2 <0.001

B2–A2 51.1 ± 6.9 <0.001

St. nudus B1–A1 69.1 ± 7.6 <0.001

St. intermrdius B1–A1 3.9 ± 7.4 >0.05*

P. lividus B1–A1 24.2 ± 6.2 <0.001

P. lividus* B1–A1 38.4 ± 1.7 <0.001

Note: *  Difference not significant.
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“mother” embryo. In 97 cases (68.3%) such “twin
embryos” showed the same cleavage type (equally or
unequally dividing, in about the same amounts).

In this way, we have obtained evidence that the
early development of sea urchins is not strictly deter�
ministic, and the unequal cleavage—when cells of dif�
ferent types for the first time appear during develop�
ment—is a result of a series of events taking place in
blastomere adhesion at every cleavage division. By the
way, it also becomes partly clear why the classical
experiments lack a part of results. Indeed, if isolation
is performed strictly after completion of division,
then, according to the data above, the probability of
detecting equally dividing half�embryos is very low.
Another factor that could preclude obtaining a full
picture in the classical experiments is associated with
the peculiarity of P. lividus embryos; namely, for this
species, prolonged manipulation in a calcium�free
isolation medium results in complete destruction of
blastomeres, and such attempts become successful
only upon adhesion. Only recently this difficulty has
been overcome by replacing calcium�free sea water
with normal one directly before starting the isolation.

Establishment of the phenomenon missing from
the classical data of Driesch and Hörstadius—that
half�embryos at the 4th cleavage division can form
eight equal blastomeres, i.e. a pattern of the 3rd cleav�
age division of an intact embryo—unequivocally
refutes the rigorous “micromere clock” concept.
Besides, this allows reconstructing the mechanism of
normal development, whereby each successive divi�
sion involves events that predetermine the position of
the spindle and consequently of the plane of the next
cleavage division, which saves the embryo the trouble
of “counting to four”. This happens (or does not hap�
pen upon isolation) in the course of post�division
adhesion, when the interacting blastomeres change
their shape and directly exchange signals. Such signal�
ing was surmised by Vacquier and Mazia [8], who were
the first to discern this critical period, and somewhat
later confirmed in our experiments with neurophar�
maceuticals [13]. Now the actual situation looks still
more complex, inasmuch as time�lapse filming has
shown (V.V. Smolyaninov, personal communication)
that the 2nd cleavage division involves not just blas�
tomere interaction at the new cleavage furrow, but also
initial separation and then re�adhesion of blastomeres
at the 1st division furrow (Fig. 4).

One can suppose that the geometry of blastomere
interactions increasing in complexity with every divi�
sion, the changes in their shape and in the properties
of the cytocortex are the factors that eventually stipu�
late the exact succession of the division planes in nor�
mal development, and, after the 3rd cleavage furrow
passes in the equatorial plane, the enactment of the
cytoplasmic heterogeneity along the animal–vegetal
axis, which leads to unequal cleavage. However, nor�

anti�5HT

5HT

Isolation

Isolation

Intact
embryo

before adhesion

after adhesion

Fig. 3. Dependence of the cleavage type on the moment of
isolation. Arrows show the effects of neuropharmaceuti�
cals: 5HT, serotonin and its agonists; anti�5HT, serotonin
antagonists.

Fig. 4. “Re�adhesion” of blastomeres in the 2nd cleavage
division of St. nudus (V.V. Smolyaninov, personal commu�
nication). The darker areas are the adhesion zones.
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mally all these processes are realized owing to the
presence of sister cells and certain cell–cell interac�
tions. The regularity we have demonstrated in the sea
urchin cleavage patterns upon time�tagged blastomere
isolation, named the “micromere model”, has proved
highly productive in studying the mechanism of the
disclosed interactions (see below).

It should be noted that isolation of a blastomere
before adhesion does not uniquely define its fate but
perhaps introduces an element of uncertainty, when
the orientation of the next cleavage furrow, which is
regular for an intact embryo, gets to be conditioned by
more or less random factors. Therewith, from our
studies on the effects of some chemicals on the cleav�
age pattern it follows that in the cytocortex there are
some preferred places of initiation and completion of
the cleavage furrow: in some cases the 4th division fur�
row started at the vegetal pole as in micromere forma�
tion, but then migrated to the middle and closed there
to form two equal blastomeres.

So what can be the mechanism of blastomere inter�
actions capable of such influence on the cleavage pat�
tern? An earlier hypothesis implied that the cleavage
pattern is conditioned exclusively by the change in
blastomere shape [7], but no specialized structures in
the contact region have been revealed by scanning
electron microscopy [14]. Moreover, it has been
emphasized that the blastomere contact surface does
not appreciably differ at this level from the “outward”
area. Anyway, this hypothesis has not been furthered,
and there is no new evidence to discuss it.

At the same time, there are numerous data in favor
of that blastomere interactions involve low�molecular
regulators of prenervous development, such as com�
pounds chemically identical to neurotransmitters, first
of all serotonin. Already with intact embryos it was
shown that serotonin antagonists introduced during
cleavage division can cause effects indicative of
impaired blastomere interaction [13]. It was therefore
logical to check whether such neurotransmitters could
be the interblastomere mediators, although at that time
such a possibility had been rejected in principle [15].

Using the “micromere model” outlined above, we
have examined the action of agonists and antagonists
of neurotransmitter receptors, proceeding from the
idea that transmitters can be the interblastomere sig�
naling substance and can mimic the natural interac�
tions, while their antagonists can abolish them. Con�
trol experiments have shown that serotonin has practi�
cally no influence on the type of cleavage of half�
embryos isolated after adhesion, whereas its antago�
nists do not affect those isolated before adhesion.
Therefore, serotonin and other transmitters were
assayed with blastomeres isolated before adhesion, and
the antagonists, with blastomeres isolated after adhe�
sion. The results are presented in Table 3. One can see
that serotonin in all cases significantly increased the
fraction of half�embryos forming micromeres at the

4th cleavage division. A similar effect on P. lividus was
observed with a serotonin agonist quipazine.
Tryptamine had a serotonin�like effect on Sc. mirabilis
while other transmitters had no influence on the
cleavage type.

On the other hand, Table 3 shows that serotonin
antagonists reliably influenced the half�embryos iso�
lated after adhesion, significantly raising the fraction
of embryos forming equal blastomeres at the 4th divi�
sion, while antagonists of other transmitters did not
appreciably affect the process. It is essential that,
along with readily permeating antagonists that are ter�
tiary amines, high efficiency in the “micromere
model” was observed for their quaternary analogs.
This suggested a surface localization of the corre�
sponding receptors, and became one of the first phys�
iological phenomena associated with the membrane
reception in early embryos, rather than intracellular
reception long held to be the specific feature of trans�
mission in early embryogenesis [16].

In particular, 25 µM inmecarb or its methiodide
significantly decreased the fraction of Sc. mirabilis
half�embryos forming micromeres at 4th cleavage
division. Inmecarb (50 µM) had no effect on P. lividus,
while 40 µM inmecarb methiodide decreased the frac�
tion of unequally cleaving embryos (Table 3). Similar
results were obtained with other pairs of serotonin
antagonists: KYuR�14 (an indole derivative) at
100 µM was without effect while its methiodide signif�
icantly decreased the micromere formation frequency.
Likewise, tropanylindole carboxylate methiodide was
twice more effective on P. lividus than its hydrochlo�
ride. Thus, drugs preferentially interacting with the
membrane surface proved more effective than their
analogs readily penetrating the cell, which suggests
surface location of the receptive structures. Note that
if the exposure to tertiary amines of these pharmaceu�
ticals exceeded 15 min, their cytostatic action started
to dominate, while their methiodides did not exert
such an effect.

The effects of serotonergic drugs in the
“micromere model” are specific, since simultaneous
addition of serotonin (or its agonists) and its antago�
nists gave results very close to the controls without
drug treatment.

Along with serotonergic drugs, the cleavage type of
S. mirabilis half�embryos was very strongly affected by
a phosphodiesterase blocker papaverine and dibu�
tyryl�cAMP. Thus, the “micromere model” has
proved quite productive and selective in searching for
substances capable of influencing the early cleavage
pattern, and has revealed that serotonin and its ago�
nists can mimic the interblastomere signal and
accordingly increase the fraction of half�embryos
developing by the “partial” type, while the antagonists
promote the type of half�sized “integer” embryo, as if
“omitting” the division that involved blastomere isola�
tion or chemical exposure mimicking it. One can sup�
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pose that these effects correspond to the action of
serotonergic substances in the intact embryo [13, 17].

The particular mechanism of the action of seroto�
nin as the interblastomere mediator in early develop�
ment may be based on the following. It has been
known that, because of the low monoamine oxidase
activity, the main way of silencing the intracellular
transmitters in early embryos is their discharge to the
external medium [16]. Accordingly, sea urchin early
embryos have a serotonin transporter, SERT [18], and
by histochemical data, serotonin is elevated in the

interblastomere space [19]; dissipation of the mediator
from this small enclosed compartment is likely to be
further impeded by adhesion contacts [9]. In this way
the environs of a two�cell embryo become asymmetri�
cal, and the same applies to the probability of the
mediator interacting with presumed surface receptors
even if the latter are spread uniformly over the blas�
tomere. The transmitter–receptor interaction in the
blastomere contact region can somehow alter the state
of the cytocortex, and this subsequently determines
the orientation of the next cleavage furrow. Quite con�

Table 3.  Effects of chemicals on cleavage patterns of sea urchin half�embryos

Species

 Moment of isolation 
(number of half�
embryos  in the 

series)

Substance Concentration, 
µM

Change in the fraction
 of half�embryos form�

ing micromeres simulta�
neously with intact ones

p

Sc. mirabilis B1 (317) Serotonin 55 +14 ± 4 <0.001

B12 (180) 55 +12 ± 6 <0.05

B123 (86) 55 +14 ± 4 <0.01

B1 (115) Tryptamine 250 +13 ± 6 <0.05

B1 (73) Carbachol 275 –8 ± 8 >0.05*

B1 (53) ATP 360 +3 ± 9 >0.05*

B1 (51) Dopamine 260 +6 ± 10 >0.05*

B1 (84) Papaverine 50 +34 ± 6 <0.001

B1 (101) cAMP 270 +7 ± 5 >0.05*

B1 (107) cGMP 270 –8 ± 6 >0.05*

B1 (92) Dibutyryl�cAMP 210 +41 ± 6 <0.001

A1 (170) Melipramine 5 –32 ± 5 <0.001

A1 (77) Ciproheptadine 60 –21 ± 6 <0.05

A1 (85) Inmecarb 25 –34 ± 8 <0.001

A1 (62) Inmecarb methiodide 25 –26 ± 8 <0.001

A1 (71) Aminazine 15 –3 ± 8 >0.05*

A1 (64) Propranolol 135 +2 ± 7 >0.05*

A1 (96) Ganglefene 32 –10 ± 7 >0.05*

A1 (48) Quateron 400 –2 ± 9 >0.05*

B1 (86) Valinomycin 5.4 × 10–3 +22 ± 9 <0.05

A1 (89) Ouabaine 1000 –25 ± 9 <0.01

A1 (70) Trifluoperazine 49 –28 ± 13 <0.05

St. nudus B1 (36) Serotonin 112 +24 ± 12 <0.05

P. lividus A1 (53) Inmecarb 50 –1 ± 12 >0.05*

A1 (203) Inmecarb methiodide 40 –30 ± 10 <0.05

A1 (27) KYuR�14 100 0 >0.05*

A1 (43) KYuR�14 methiodide 100 –17 ± 7 <0.05

A1 (137) Melipramine 60 –34 ± 4 <0.001

A1 (97) 3�Tropanylindole�3�carboxylate methiodide 100 –25 ± 7 <0.001

A1 (96) 3�Tropanylindole�3�carboxylate hydrochlo�
ride

100 –12 ± 1 <0.001

A1 (82) Quipazine 100 +24 ± 1 <0.001

Note: * Difference not significant. Designations B and A as in Table 1.
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sistent with this are the data on elevated adenylate
cyclase activity in the blastomere contact region.

The pharmacological evidence for the existence of
membrane serotonin receptors mentioned above was
later confirmed both by measurements of intracellular
calcium in Lytechinus pictus [20] and in voltage�clamp
experiments with P. lividus [21]. All this has allowed
formulating [10] and then refining the hypothesis of
“protosynapse” as a bilaterally symmetrical structure
where both blastomeres are (i) the sources of the signal
(mediator), (ii) its targets, and (iii) a passive barrier to
leakage of the mediator from the interblastomere
compartment to the external medium (Fig. 5).

Recent whole�cell patch�clamp experiments have
shown that local application of serotonin agonists to
the interblastomere cleft of P. lividus embryos evokes
specific inward currents, which have greater amplitude
and, most importantly, a substantially shorter latent
period than upon application onto the free surface of
the blastomeres [11]. This has allowed us to suggest
that the serotonin�receptive structures are localized in
the interblastomere compartment, and to refine the
notions on the protosynapse (Fig. 5). We have initiated
a molecular�biological study of the receptor link of the
process [22].

The protosynapse concept is productive inasmuch
as it explains the aggregate of data concerning cell–
cell interactions in early development. Particularly, we
can suppose that Driesch in his classical experiment
isolated the blastomeres already after their interaction,
with all the above consequences. The still earlier
Roux’s experiment [23], which is still regarded as an
artifact [24], does not disagree with the protosynapse
concept: just admit that the in situ necrotized frog
blastomere could still be a barrier to mediator leakage
from the interblastomere space, so for the intact blas�
tomere the situation was the same as in normal devel�
opment.

Finally, the proposed protosynaptic mechanism
may underlie the emergence of multicellularity as an
aggregate of asymmetrical cells, with a simplification
relative to Wolpert’s concept [25] that there is no need
to invoke a substrate as a prerequisite for establishment
of cellular heterogeneity.
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Fig. 5. Scheme of a protosynapse, with mediator receptors
distributed uniformly (left) or localized in the blastomere
contact area (right). R marks receptor, arrows denote
mediator discharge to the milieu; the interblastomere
compartment (hatched) accumulates the mediator. 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /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 false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /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.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /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 [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


