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Abstract
Background: Intrapersonal aspects of emotion regulation have been at the forefront of research, while
interpersonal aspects have received less attention. The Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire
(IERQ) was developed to address this issue. However, this scale was neither adapted nor validated for
European Portuguese.
Aims: The present study aims to adapt the IERQ to European Portuguese and explore the preliminary
psychometric properties of the IERQ in a community sample, through confirmatory factor analysis (CFA).
Construct validity was further supported by examining convergent validity with ERQ subscales.
Method: Using a cross-sectional design, individuals were recruited online. Self-report questionnaires were
used, namely the IERQ and the Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (ERQ).
Results: The four-factor structure was confirmed through CFA. IERQ subscales correlated positively with
the dimensions of the ERQ of cognitive reappraisal and correlated negatively with experiential suppression.
Conclusions: This preliminary study showed that the IERQ has adequate psychometric properties in a
Portuguese sample and supports that this instrument can be used to assess interpersonal emotion
regulation strategies in non-clinical samples.
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Introduction
Emotion regulation is one of the most studied domains in psychological literature due to its
centrality to human experience and mental health. It can be described as the processes, actions and
goals individuals use to influence emotions and emotional experiences. This definition implies
that emotion regulation can be viewed as a set of intrapersonal sequential multi-stage processes
that individuals apply to influence their emotions. Difficulties in emotion regulation have been
associated with anxiety, mood disorders, post-traumatic stress disorders, schizophrenia and with
the development of psychological problems.

Despite the valid theoretical framing and empirical data, research has focused mainly on the
intrapersonal aspect of emotion regulation. Thus, researchers have only recently started exploring
the interpersonal aspect of emotion regulation. Interpersonal emotion regulation (IER) can be
seen as the individuals’ regulatory efforts to regulate another person’s emotions and can be divided
into ‘intrinsic vs extrinsic’ and ‘response-dependent vs response-independent’ regulation (Zaki
and Williams, 2013). Intrinsic interpersonal regulation describes a set of processes that the person
does interpersonally to regulate his/her emotions, while extrinsic emotion regulation describes a
set of processes in which a person regulates others’ emotions (Zaki and Williams, 2013).
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Response-dependent interpersonal regulation relies on specific responses from other people.
Response-independent processes, on the other hand, do not need to have a specific response from
others, where identifying, differentiating and symbolizing emotions in words may be sufficient to
regulate emotions of the self (Sarısoy-Aksüt and Gençöz, 2020).

The IERQ (Hofmann et al., 2016) was developed to assess how individuals use others to
regulate their emotions (it can be viewed as intrinsic emotion regulation, according to Zaki and
Williams, 2013). The development of the IERQ took several steps (studies). In the first, a pool of
items was generated (105) in a qualitative study where participants responded to open-ended
questions about how they usually regulate their emotions. In the second study, an EFA was
conducted resulting in 60 items. In the third study, another EFA and CFA were conducted
emerging four factors, namely, Enhancing Positive effect (tendency to ask others to enhance
feelings of happiness); Soothing (asking others for comfort); Perspective Taking (use of others to
be reminded not to worry and that others have it worse) and Social Modelling (modelling others
about how they cope with similar difficult situations). IERQ subscales showed adequate internal
consistency, re-test reliability, and expected associations with depression, anxiety and other
emotion-focused measures. The IERQ has been translated and adapted into Turkish (Koç et al.,
2019; Sarısoy-Aksüt and Gençöz, 2020), Iranian, Persian and Indian. The IERQ was
psychometrically consistent with the original study in all studies. Despite the dissemination of
the IERQ it has not been translated and adapted to European Portuguese.

The present paper aimed to conduct a preliminary psychometric analysis of the IERQ using
confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) to establish its construct validity by replicating the four-factor
model and to test convergent validity with the Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (ERQ; Gross
and John, 2003) subscales cognitive reappraisal and expressive suppression.

Method
Participants

The sample was composed of 165 women (62.0%), 100 men (37.6%) and one non-binary person
(.4%), with a mean age of 35.02 (SD= 12.8; min= 18, max= 73, amp= 53). Most participants
were Portuguese (245; 92.1%) and Brazilian (17; 7.3%). Relationship status were the following:
dating (120; 54.1%), civil union (69; 25.9%), married (66; 24.8%) and other (6; 2.3%). In the
supplementary material we present a more detailed description of the sample’s sociodemographic
characteristics.

Measures

Socio-demographic questionnaire
The research team developed a socio-demographic questionnaire to characterize the sample on
variables of interest such as age, gender, education, professional status and relationship status.

Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (IERQ)
The IERQ (Hofmann et al., 2016) is a 20-item self-report questionnaire that assesses four
interpersonal emotion regulation strategies: Positive Affect, Soothing, Perspective Taking, and
Social Modelling. It has a 5-point Likert scale ranging from 1 (does not apply to me) to 5 (applies
to me totally). See Table 1 for internal consistency.

Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (ERQ)
The ERQ (Gross and John, 2003) is a self-report questionnaire that assesses two regulatory
strategies: cognitive reappraisal and expressive suppression. It has a 7-point Likert-type scale
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ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 7 (strongly agree). Higher values indicate higher levels of
cognitive reappraisal or expressive suppression. The present study considered the internal
consistency adequate for cognitive reappraisal (α= .82) and experiential suppression (α= .75).

Procedures

After permission to adapt to European Portuguese, the recommended procedures for adapting
psychological measures (e.g. translation and back-translation; cognitive interviewing-like
procedures) were applied.

The survey received positive deontological appreciation by Ethical and Deontological
Committee for Scientific Research of the Lusofona University- Lisbon, and after it was
implemented in Qualtrics. The link was disseminated online from December 2019 to April 2020
following a snowball-like method: the second author disseminated the link through her social
media accounts and different people participated and shared the URL through their networks.

Analytical strategy

Descriptive statistics were used for the sample basic description. The factor structure was
examined with CFA with maximum likelihood estimation. Normality was explored with skewness
and kurtosis, and all variables were normal. Goodness-of-fit for the CFA model was checked using
the following criteria: chi-squaired (χ2) with a ratio <5 as an acceptable ratio, as well as Tucker–
Lewis index (TLI), and comparative fit index (CFI) with a cut-off ≥.90 as acceptable. Root mean
square error of approximation (RMSEA) with a value <.08 was also considered acceptable. The
sample size was larger than 150 participants. Internal consistency was evaluated using Cronbach’s
alpha; α≥60 was considered acceptable. The average inter-item correlation was considered
acceptable within values between .15 and .50. Pearson moment-to-moment correlations were used
to conduct a correlational analysis. Missing values of participants’ responses in the database were
corrected with mode imputation procedures. All analyses were performed in the IBM SPSS
Statistics (version 25) and IBM AMOS (version 27).

Results
In Table 1 we describe Cronbach’s alphas, average inter-item correlation, means, standard
deviations, minimum, maximum, asymmetry, kurtosis and Pearson’s correlations for the
Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire and Emotion Regulation Questionnaire.

Table 1 Descriptive statistics and Pearson correlations between scales and subscales of the Interpersonal Emotion
Regulation Questionnaire and the Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (N= 266)

α
Average
Inter-Item Mean SD Min Max AS K-S PA ST PT SM

Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire
IERQ – TOTAL .92 .35 3.14 .72 1.45 4.90 .07 −.63 .75** .80** .80** .78**
Positive Affect .78 .42 3.92 .83 1.40 5.60 −.49 −.24 1 .52** .48** .39**
Soothing .85 .48 2.80 .97 1.00 5.00 .10 −.84 .52** 1 .49** .48**
Perspective Taking .82 .43 3.48 .89 1.20 5.00 −.36 −.63 .48** .49** 1 .54**
Social Modeling .82 .37 2.36 .96 1.00 5.00 .53 −.58 .39** .48** .54** 1
Emotion Regulation

Questionnaire
Cognitive Reappraisal .82 – 4.57 1.16 1.33 7.00 -.41 −.04 .24** .06 .22** .20**
Experiential Suppression .75 – 3.26 1.26 1.00 7.00 .26 −.44 −.13* −.21** −.13* −.06

Note: α = Cronbach alpha; SD = Standard Deviation; Min = Minimum; Max = Maximum; AS= Asymmetry; K-S= Kurtosis; * = p< .05;
** = p < .01; PA = Positive Affect; ST = Soothing; PT = Perspective Taking; SM = Social Modeling.
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A CFA analysis was conducted to confirm the factorial structure. The sample was composed of
266 participants (M= 35.02, SD= 12.8). Results showed the following model fit: χ2= 294,327,
d.f.= 148, TLI= .91, CFI= .94, RMSEA= .061 (.050–.070), which is an adequate fit to the data
(see Fig. 1).

Figure 1. Confirmatory factor analysis of the Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (n= 266).
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Discussion
The present paper aimed to describe the psychometric properties of the IERQ in a community
sample of a European Portuguese-speaking sample. This is the first attempt to explore the factor
structure and convergent validity of the IERQ in European Portuguese. Results suggest that the
IERQ may be a valid measure to assess interpersonal regulation strategies in the European
Portuguese-speaking population.

The CFA showed clearly that the factorial structure of the IERQ has four factors, equal to the
original study (Hofmann et al., 2016), the Turkish adaptation (Koç et al., 2019), and the Iranian
adaptation (Abasi et al., 2021). All items are loaded on theoretical factors, suggesting that the
IERQ may have a robust factorial structure in different cultures. Factor loadings of items 1 and 7
were below .50, meaning they have a lower weight on the corresponding factor. However,
according to overall CFA indexes, this does not compromise the factor structure. In this sense, it
was decided to keep items 1 and 7 because they capture relevant aspects of social modelling and
perspective-taking constructs.

Average inter-item correlations revealed satisfactory results, which suggest adequate reliability
of the IERQ with the study sample. In this sense, these results suggest that individuals may
regulate their emotions by relying on others in four different ways. Individuals may Enhance
Positive affect by being and staying near others, as described in item 8, ‘I like being in the presence
of others when I feel positive because it magnifies the good feeling’. Individuals may engage in
Perspective Taking, where the situations of others can be used to put things such as described in
item 2, ‘It helps me deal with my depressed mood when others point out that things aren’t as bad as
they seem’. Individuals may also engage in Soothing by asking others for comfort, as described in
item 4, ‘I look for other people to offer me compassion when I’m upset’. Finally, individuals may use
Social Modelling by learning how others deal with distressful emotions, as described in item 1, ‘It
makes me feel better to learn how others dealt with their emotions’. Moreover, these results, despite
being produced from a non-clinical sample, add incremental validity that individuals use not only
intrapersonal emotions regulation strategies to regulate their emotions but also use interpersonal
strategies to regulate their emotions (Sarısoy-Aksüt and Gençöz, 2020).

The internal consistency of the IERQ was considered very good, and convergent validity was
also satisfactory. These findings align with previous results where cognitive reappraisal and
experiential suppression are positively and negatively associated with interpersonal regulation
strategies. However, cognitive reappraisal did not correlate with soothing, and expressive
suppression did not correlate with social modelling. These results can be interpreted from the
sequential perspective model of emotion regulation, where individuals tend to follow a sequence of
internal actions in emotion processing (Gross and John, 2003).

On the one hand, cognitive reappraisal is an antecedent-focused strategy that means enhancing
positive affect and perspective-taking. Social modelling can also be used as an antecedent strategy
before emotion generation. On the other hand, experiential suppression is a consequent-focused
strategy, meaning that individuals who rely on interpersonal strategies tend to rely less on
intrapersonal consequent-focused strategies (after emotion generation). Other authors have
divided emotion regulation strategies into two domains, cognitive and behavioural, which seem to
match intrapersonal and interpersonal strategies of cognitive reappraisal, enhancing positive
affect, perspective taking, and social modelling (cognition), and soothing and experiential
suppression (emotional/behavioural). However, more research is required to explore these issues,
especially if there is complete segregation between cognitive and behavioural emotion strategies
on intrapersonal and interpersonal levels.

Furthermore, a consistent body of research suggests emotion regulation as a potential
transdiagnostic factor (Cludius et al., 2020). However, most research has focused on intrapersonal
emotion regulation strategies. In this sense, future studies should also consider both intrapersonal
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and interpersonal emotion regulation strategies as potential candidates to be transdiagnostic
factors to be addressed in psychopathological disorders.

Limitations

The samples under study were composed of a community sample, and psychopathology or
psychopathology indicators, were not assessed. Furthermore, only one instrument was used to
explore convergent validity (ERQ), and no divergent or criterion validity was explored. Future
studies should test IERQ psychometric properties in clinical samples and combine it with other
measures to explore divergent and discriminant validities.

Supplementary material. The supplementary material for this article can be found at https://doi.org/10.1017/
S1352465823000413

Data availability statement. Data are not shared, because they belong to an ongoing project.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank all people who advertised and participated in this study.

Author contributions. Bruno Faustino: Conceptualization (equal), Data curation (equal), Methodology (equal), Writing –
original draft (equal); Patricia Pascoal: Conceptualization (equal), Investigation (equal), Methodology (equal), Project
administration (equal), Validation (equal), Writing – review & editing (equal).

Financial support. No funding was received for this work.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Ethical standards. This study was approved by the Ethical and Deontological Committee for Scientific Research of the
Lusofona University- Lisbon, and complied with the Ethical Principles of Declaration of Helsinki. This paper reflects an
original unpublished scientific study. All participants gave consent to participate.

References
Abasi, I., Hofmann, S. G., Kamjou, S., Moradveisi, L., Motlagh, A. V., Wolf, A. Sobhani, S., & Saed, O. (2021).

Psychometric properties of interpersonal emotion regulation questionnaire in nonclinical and clinical population in Iran.
Current Psychology, 42, 8356–8366. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-02191-8

Cludius, B., Mennin, D., & Ehring, T. (2020). Emotion regulation as a transdiagnostic process. Emotion, 20, 37–42.
https://doi.org/10.1037/emo0000646

Gross, J. J., & John, O. P. (2003). Individual differences in two emotion regulation processes: implications for affect,
relationships, and wellbeing. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 85, 348–362. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.
85.2.348

Hofmann, S. G., Carpenter, J. K., & Curtiss, J. (2016). Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (IERQ): scale
development and psychometric characteristics. Cognitive Therapy and Research, 40, 341–356. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s10608-016-9756-2.

Koç, M. S., Aka, B. T., Doğruyol, B., Curtiss, J., Carpenter, J. K., & Hofmann, S. G. (2019). Psychometric properties of the
Turkish version of the Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (IERQ). Journal of Psychopathology and Behavioral
Assessment, 41, 294–303. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10862-019-09732-3.

Sarısoy-Aksüt, G., & Gençöz, T. (2020). Psychometric properties of the Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire
(IERQ) in Turkish samples. Current Psychology. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-019-00578-2

Zaki, J., & Williams, W. C. (2013). Interpersonal emotion regulation. Emotion, 13, 803–810. https://doi.org/10.1037/a003383

Cite this article: Faustino B and Pascoal PM (2024). Psychometric properties of the Interpersonal Emotion Regulation
Questionnaire in a community sample of the Portuguese population. Behavioural and Cognitive Psychotherapy 52, 204–209.
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465823000413

Behavioural and Cognitive Psychotherapy 209

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465823000413 Published online by Cambridge University Press

https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465823000413
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465823000413
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-021-02191-8
https://doi.org/10.1037/emo0000646
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.2.348
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.85.2.348
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10608-016-9756-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10608-016-9756-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10862-019-09732-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12144-019-00578-2
https://doi.org/10.1037/a003383
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465823000413
https://doi.org/10.1017/S1352465823000413

	Psychometric properties of the Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire in a community sample of the Portuguese population
	Introduction
	Method
	Participants
	Measures
	Socio-demographic questionnaire
	Interpersonal Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (IERQ)
	Emotion Regulation Questionnaire (ERQ)

	Procedures
	Analytical strategy

	Results
	Discussion
	Limitations

	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /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 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /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 false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /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 true
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth 4
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /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 (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /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
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /UseName
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


