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Mixed Meal Modeling and Disturbance Rejection
in Type I Diabetic Patients

Anirban Roy and Robert S. Parker

Abstract— A mixed meal model was developed to capture the
gut absorption of glucose, protein, and free fatty acid (FFA)
from a mixed meal into the circulatory system. The output of
the meal model served as a disturbance to the extended minimal
model [3], which successfully captured plasma FFA, glucose
and insulin concentration dynamics and interactions. A model
predictive controller (MPC) was synthesized to reject meal
disturbances and maintain normoglycemia. The dynamic fit of
blood glucose after mixed meal consumption was consistent with
the published data. The results from the closed-loop simulations
were also promising; the MPC was able to maintain the glucose
concentration within the normoglycemic range during and after
consumption of a mixed meal.

I. INTRODUCTION

Diabetes is one of the most prevalent diseases in the world
today. According to the American Diabetes Association, in
the year 2002 about 18 million people were diabetic in the
U.S. alone, and the total cost of treatment was approximately
$132 billion [1]. These numbers are increasing every year.
One of the major characteristics of diabetes is significant
blood glucose variation. Prolonged hyperglycemia can cause
blindness, loss of limbs, and other complications [2]. Of
more immediate concern is hypoglycemia, which can lead
to unconsciousness or even death [2]. The most common
treatment for type 1 diabetes involves periodic injections of
insulin to maintain the blood glucose concentration within
the normoglycemic range (70-120 “3). Such approaches are
adequate, but wide glucose Variatlons still persist.

In order to achieve tighter control, there is a focus on
automated insulin delivery pumps driven by control algo-
rithms [4], [5]. In a model-based approach, model quality
plays a vital role as controller performance is limited by
model accuracy [6]. The mathematical models for diabetic
patients proposed in the literature since the early 1960s are
primarily glucocentric (glucose-based) [7], [8]. Such gluco-
centric models focus on the glucose and insulin dynamics.
The contribution of free fatty acid (FFA) metabolism and
FFA-glucose-insulin interactions have been largely ignored.
FFA proves to be an important source of energy, with
approximately 90% of muscle energy derived from FFA
metabolism when the body is at rest [9]. Previous work from
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our laboratory extended the Bergman minimal model [7] to
include plasma FFA dynamics, as well as its interaction with
glucose and insulin dynamics [3]. In this work, a mixed meal
model is developed to capture the absorption of carbohydrate
(CHO), protein, and FFA from the gut into the circulatory
system. The mixed meal serves as a disturbance to the
extended minimal model, and a closed loop model predictive
control (MPC) algorithm is synthesized for meal disturbance
rejection and maintenance of normoglycemia.

II. EXTENDED MINIMAL MODEL

The minimal model developed by Bergman ef al. [7] was
extended to include FFA dynamics, as well as interactions
between FFA, glucose and insulin, as shown in Fig. 1 [3].
The model consists of three accessible compartments T,
‘G’, and ‘F’, representing plasma 1nsu11n(“ £2), glucose (“77),
and FFA (%"Z) concentration, respectively. Compartments
‘X’ and ‘Y’ represent the remote insulin (non-accessible)
concentration promoting glucose uptake into the periphery,
and suppressing FFA release from the adipose tissues (AT)
into the circulatory system, respectively. An additional non-
accessible compartment, ‘Z’, was added to the model repre-
senting remote FFA concentration impairing glucose uptake
dynamics. Exogenously administered insulin is indicated by
u1(t), and the gut absorption of glucose and FFA from a
mixed meal is represented by uq(t) and us(t), respectively.
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Fig. 1. Extended model of insulin, glucose, and free fatty acid dynamics
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Deviations from the basal condition can be represented
mathematically as follows:

I(t) = —n[I(t) - L] + psua(t) (1)
X(t) = —polX(t) = X3 +ps[I(t) — L] )
Y(t) = —prlY(t) =Yy +prs[I(t) — L] 3)
G(t) = —pi[G(t) — Go] — pa[X(£)G(t) — Xu Gy
+RlG)2(0) - o) + 220 )
F(t) = —pr[F(t)— F)] —ps[Y(®)F(t) — Yo Fy)
OG0 - BG+ml)
Z(t) = —pwlZ(t) — Z) + pulF(t) — F] (6)

Basal levels of the state variables are denoted by the
subscript, b. Plasma insulin dynamics and remote insulin
effects on glucose and FFA concentrations are given by
(1), (2), and (3), respectively. Plasma glucose dynamics
are given by (4), where the passive glucose disposal is
represented by parameter p;, and the glucose uptake under
the influence of insulin is represented by parameter py. In
addition, the impairing action of plasma FFA on glucose
uptake is represented by pg. The equations representing
plasma FFA and remote FFA dynamics are given by (5)
and (6), respectively. The combined rate of FFA uptake by
peripheral and AT is represented by p7. The insulin induced
suppression of FFA release by AT is represented by psg.
Finally, the lipolytic effect of plasma glucose concentration
is given by pg. The extended model successfully captured
the plasma FFA, glucose and insulin concentration dynamics,
as well as the interactions that exist between these species.
Further details regarding the extended minimal model can
be found in [3]. For the simulations below, all estimated
parameters from (1) to (6) were held constant.

To validate the extended minimal model an Intra-Venous
Glucose Tolerance Test (IVGTT) simulation was performed,
where the model was subjected to a bolus of glucose, as
shown in Fig. 2. Exogenous insulin infusion (bolus at t = 0,
then constant infusion at 24 g—gl) yielded a decline in
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Fig. 2. Model validation simulation versus published data (x £ o) of
plasma insulin (top), glucose (middle), and FFA (bottom) concentrations in
response to an IVGTT

Comparison between the model prediction and published
data [10] of FFA concentration in response to an IVGTT
with identical conditions are shown in Fig. 2 (bottom). It
can be observed that the model was consistently within one
std. dev. of the data mean at all time points.

I1I. MIXED MEAL MODEL

Meals generally consist of all three major nutrient groups:
glucose, protein and fat. After ingestion, the stomach con-
verts the meal contents to chyme via a mechanico-chemical
process. The partly digested meal then empties into the
intestine for further digestion and absorption into the cir-
culatory system. As discussed in Section II, meal-induced
disturbances drive the glucose and FFA equations separately
based on overall meal content. The meal models proposed in
the literature typically focus on the gut absorption of glucose
[11]. Thus, a mixed meal model describing CHO, protein,
and FFA absorption is needed to drive the extended minimal
model. The present study employs the Lehman and Deutsch
meal model [11] structure to explicitly account for protein,
fat, and CHO, absorption from the gut.

A. Mixed Meal Model Structure

The model assumes that the gastric emptying rate (Gepmp)
has a trapezoidal shape (adapted from [11]), as follows:

(V;n,ax/Tasc)t t < Tasc
G (t) _ ‘/TYL(l:C Tasc <t< Tasc + Tmaac (7)
emp ‘/TYL(l:C - (Vmax/Tdes)(t - Tasc - Tmax) Tasc + Tm(m S t < Tm(m + Tasc + Tdes
0 otherwise
Vmaac = 2Ntot/(Tasc + 2Tmax + Tdes) (8)

plasma glucose concentration until it returned to its basal
level. Comparison between the model predictions of plasma
insulin and glucose concentrations with published data [7]
are shown in Fig. 2 (top and middle). It can be observed
that the simulated results are consistent with the published
data. In response to the IVGTT, the simulated plasma FFA
concentration declined significantly below its basal level.

Here, V4o 1s the maximum rate of gastric emptying. The
duration for which G,y is maximum (V;,45) and constant
is given by Tyaz (Mmin). Tyse (min) and Tyes (min) are the
respective ascending and descending periods of Gp,p. Total
nutrient consumed is given by Nyt (g). The gastric emptying
function is an input to the model of intestinal absorption.
Nutrient absorption from the gut into the circulatory system
is given by the following differential equations:
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Fig. 3. Model simulation of total meal gastric emptying rate (top);
glucose (G) appearance, protein (P) appearance, and G plus glucose derived
from protein (G(P)) appearance (middle); and FFA appearance (bottom), in
response to 108 g mixed meal tolerance test

Nea(t) = 26Gemp(t) — kaNa(t) )
Np(t) = xpGemp(t) — kpNp(t) (10)
Np(t) = 2pGemp(t) — kpNp(t) (11)

Here, N¢(t), Np(t), and Np(t) are the amount of glucose,
protein and FFA in the gut, respectively. The mass fraction
of glucose, protein and FFA in the meal are given by z¢,
xp, and xp, respectively. Similarly, the intestinal absorption
rate constant for glucose, protein, and FFA are given by kg,
kp, and kp, respectively. The model assumes that 60% of
the protein is converted to glucose [12]. Hence, the rates of
appearance of glucose and FFA in the circulatory system,
i.e., uz(t) from (4) and ug(t) from (5), are given by:

us(t) = kaeNag(t) 4+ 0.6[kpNp(t)]
Ug(t) = ]fFNF(t)

(12)
(13)

Graphical representations of the G, of the total meal, and
rate of appearance of the three nutrients in the circulatory
system are given in Fig. 3, based on the simulation conditions
described in Section III B.

B. Mixed Meal Tolerance Test (MTT)

A mixed meal (CHO = 70 g, protein = 18 g, and FFA =20
g) was consumed by healthy subjects in 10 min in an MTT
study by Owens et al. [13]. Blood samples were taken at
various times after the meal consumption to measure glucose
and insulin concentrations. To investigate MTT response
in simulation, the mixed meal model was coupled with
the extended minimal model. Since insulin concentration
measurements were available, the insulin dynamics, (1), were
replaced by a piecewise linear approximation of the normal
patient’s insulin profile (Fig. 4, top). Parameters T}, kG,
kp, and kr of the mixed meal model were estimated to fit
the glucose profile (as shown in Fig. 4), whereas parameters
of the extended minimal model were directly obtained from
[3]. The parameter values of the meal model are T}, = 35
min, ko = 0.022 min~', kp = 0.0097 min~!, and kp =
0.015 min~—'. Vs calculated from (8) is 2.2 nzn. This is
similar in value to other maximum G, rates reported in
the literature using similar meal sizes [14]. Literature data
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Fig. 4. Insulin concentration data from normal subjects (u £ o) and
piecewise linear approximation (top), model simulation versus published
data (u + o) of plasma glucose concentration dynamics in response to
mixed meal (bottom) tolerance test

also suggested that the time to reach V,,,, for a medium size
mixed meal, such as the one used here, is typically 10 - 15
min [15]. Based on that, the T} 5. and Ty values were fixed
at 10 min. It can be observed that the meal model when
coupled to the extended minimal model, yielded glucose
concentration predictions consistent with experimental data.
The slight underprediction of glucose in the first 50 min
could be due to differences in dynamics between the patients
modeled in [3], [7] and the patient responses in Fig. 4. More
accurate glucose predictions could be achieved by reducing
Tasc to a lower value; however this would violate generally
accepted physiological limits on T, [15].

IV. CLOSING THE LOOP

One objective in synthesizing the extended minimal model
is to evaluate the effects of FFA dynamics on closed-
loop (CL) glucose control. A CL insulin delivery system
would require a glucose sensor, an insulin pump, and a
(model-based) control algorithm that would adjust insulin
infusion based on the glucose measurement. In this study, a
MPC algorithm was synthesized to maintain normoglycemia
in the presence of mixed meal challenges. The controller
solves an optimization problem at each time step; the result
is an optimal insulin delivery sequence that minimizes a
user-specified objective. MPC algorithms are well-suited for
biological system applications due to the straight forward
incorporation of constraints.

A. Linear Model Predictive Controller
A linear MPC algorithm was developed to control blood

glucose concentration about a setpoint of 81 2. The ex-
tended minimal model was linearized using a first-order
Taylor series expansion.
The control algorithm minimized the following 2-norm
squared objective function:
Jmin (Y (k4 118) = ROk + 13 + D AU K3
(14)

Here, vectors R(k+ 1]k) and Y (k+ 1|k) of length p are the
desired future glucose trajectory and the future model predic-
tion resulting from the open-loop optimal control sequence
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vector AU (k|k) of length m (where, m < p). The goal is
to minimize the error in setpoint tracking and variation in
the control sequence. I'y and I, are the weighing matrices
for glucose setpoint tracking and insulin move penalization,
respectively. Controller tuning involves adjustments to the
four parameters p, m, I'y, and I',.

At the current sampling time (A7), unmodeled distur-
bances are estimated from the difference between the plant
measurement (the nonlinear extended minimal model in this
work), ym (k), and the linear model prediction, g(k|k — 1).
The algorithm solves for an m-length input move sequence
based on the linear model output prediction; the first calcu-
lated move is implemented, and the algorithm repeats.

B. Mixed Meal Disturbance Rejection

A mixed meal (CHO = 70 g, protein = 18 g, and FFA =
20 g) was consumed by the simulated patient (SP-1), at t =
20 min. Controller tunings were: p = 10, m = 2, I'y = 1,
and ', = 0.2; ATs was set at 5 min. Safety constraints
were simulated by bounding the insulin input magnitude
0 < U(klk) < 90%). In order to make sure that the
maximum change in insulin delivery rate is not higher than
the mechanical characteristics of the pump, a maximum input
rate constraint was employed (|AU (k)| < 45 ;L”—gb per AT5).
For comparison, a second simulated patient (SP-2) consumed
a meal of equal total mass (108 g), where the mixed meal
absorption model (9), (10), and (11) was replaced by a single
glucocentric absorption equation, given by:

Ng(t) = (xg +0.62p + 25)Gemp(t) — kaNa(t)  (15)
Just like the mixed meal model, the combined meal model
assumes that 60% of the total protein consumed is converted
to glucose. Closed-loop simulation results of both meal mod-
els are shown in Fig. 5. It can be observed that the maximum
glucose concentration is much less for SP-1 than SP-2 (SP-
1 = 117.4%2; SP-2 = 132.2 7). However, the minimum
glucose concentrations for both responses are similar (SP-
1 =71.9%%; SP-2 = 72.2 7). The 99% settling time is
much faster for SP-1 than SP-2 (SP-1 = 258 min; SP-2 =
306 min). Total insulin infused over 6 hr following meal
ingestion for SP-1 is 5.9% higher than SP-2. Finally, the

sum squared error of glucose from the setpoint for SP-1 is
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Fig. 5. Linear MPC meal disturbance rejection with mixed meal (SP-1)
and glucocentric meal (SP-2)

52% less than SP-2. Based on these results, the incorporation
of FFA does impact CL controller performance.

V. SUMMARY

A mixed meal model was developed to capture the gut
absorption of glucose, protein, and FFA into the circulatory
system. The outputs of the meal model served as disturbances
for the extended minimal model [3]. In a MTT, the extended
minimal model with mixed meal disturbance successfully
captured plasma glucose concentration dynamics. A linear
MPC algorithm was developed to maintain normoglycemia
during and after meal consumption. Tighter glucose control
was obtained when FFA effects were explicitly incorporated
in the meal disturbance. This more complete model descrip-
tion, capturing all the major nutrient groups provides superior
blood glucose regulation under model-based control for a
simulated type 1 diabetic patient.

REFERENCES

[1] American Diabetes Association. Economic costs of diabetes in the US
in 2002, Diabetes Care, vol. 26, No. 3, 2003, pp 917-932.

[2] DCCT - The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial Research
Group. The absence of a glycemic threshold for the development of
long-term complications: The perspective of the diabetes control and
complications trial, Diabetes, vol. 51, 2002, pp. 7-18.

[3] A.Roy and R. S. Parker. Dynamic modeling of free fatty acid, glucose,
and insulin: an extended “minimal model”, Diabetes Technol. Ther.,
2006 (submitted).

[4] G. M. Steil, A. E. Panteleon, K. Rebrin. Closed-loop insulin delivery—
the path to physiological glucose control, Adv. Drug. Deliv. Rev., vol.
56, 2004, pp 125-144.

[5] R. Hovorka, V. Canonico, L. J. Chassin, U. Haueter, M. Massi-
Benedetti, M. O. Federici, T.R. Pieber, H.C. Schaller, L. Scaupp, T.
Vering, M.E. Wilinska. Nonlinear model predictive control of glucose
concentration in subjects with type 1 diabetes.. Physiol. Meas., vol.
25, 2004, pp 905-920,

[6] M. Morari and E. Zafiriou. Robust Process Control. Prentice-Hall,
Englewood Cliffs, NJ, 1989.

[71 R. N. Bergman, L. S. Phillips, C. Cobelli. Physiological evaluation of
factors controlling glucose tolerance in man, J. Clin. Invest, vol. 68,
1981, pp 1456-1467.

[8] C. Cobelli, A. Caumo, and M. Omenetto. Minimal model Sg over-
estimation and S7 underestimation: improved accuracy by a Bayesian
two-compartment model, Am. J. Physiol - Endo., vol. 277, 1999, pp
481-488.

[9] R. Felig and J. C. Wahren. Fuel homeostasis in exercise, N. Engl. J.
Med., vol. 293, 1975, pp 1078-1084.

[10] R. Bruce, I. Godsland, C. Walton, D. Crook and V. Wynn, Associa-
tions between insulin sensitivity, and free fatty acid and triglyceride
metabolism independent of uncomplicated obesity, Metabolism, vol.
43, 1994, pp 1275-1281.

[11] E. D. Lehman and T. Deutsch, The Physiological model of glucose-
insulin interaction in type 1 diabetes mellitus, J. Biomed. Eng., vol.
14, 1992, pp 235-242.

[12] S. L. Wolman, A. L. Fields, S. Cheema-Dhadli, and M. L. Halperin,
Protein conversion to glucose: an evaluation of the quantitative aspects,
J. Biomed. Eng., vol. 14, 1992, pp 235-242.

[13] D. R. Owens, S. D. Luzio, P. A. Coates, Insulin secretion and
sensitivity in newly diagnosed NIDDM caucasians in the UK, Diabet.
Med., vol. 13, 1996, pp S19-S24.

[14] P. J. Collins, M. Horowitz, A. Maddox, J. C. Myers, and B. E.
Chatterton, Effects of increasing solid component size of a mixed
solid/liquid meal on solid and liquid gastric emptying, Am. Physiol.
Soc., vol. 39, 1996, pp G549-G554.

[15] S. Doran, K. L. Jones, J. M. Andrews, and M. Horowitz, Effects of
meal volume and posture on gastric emptying of solids and appetite,
Am. J. Physiol., vol. 275, 1998, pp R1712-R1718.

326



	MAIN MENU
	Go to Previous Document
	CD-ROM Help
	Search CD-ROM
	Search Results
	Print


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00167
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 5.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. 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 suitable for export to IEEE PDF eXpress. May 2005. PaperCept.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


