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Diurnal oscillation of vocal development associated with clustered
singing by juvenile songbirds
Eri Ohgushi1, Chihiro Mori1 and Kazuhiro Wada1,2,3,*

ABSTRACT
Spaced practice affects learning efficiency in humans and other
animals. However, it is not well understood how spaced practice
contributes to learning during development. Here, we show the
behavioral significance of singing frequency in song development in
a songbird, the zebra finch. Songbirds learn a complex song pattern
by trial-and-error vocalizations as self-motivated practice, which is
executed over a thousand times per day during the sensitive period
of vocal learning. Notably, juveniles generate songs with a high
frequency of singing in clusters with dense singing, whereas adults
sing with low frequency in short clusters. This juvenile-specific
clustered singing was characterized by clear separations of daily
time for intense practice and rest. During the epochs of vocal
practice in juveniles, the song structure approached that of song
produced at the end of the day. In contrast, during the epochs of
vocal rest, the structure of juvenile songs regressed toward that of
songs produced at the beginning of the day, indicating a dynamic
progression and regression of song development over the course of
the day. When the singing frequency wasmanipulated to decrease it
at the juvenile stage, the oscillation rate of song development was
dramatically reduced. Although the juvenile-specific clustered
singing occurred in non-tutored socially isolated birds or those
with auditory deprivation, the diurnal oscillation of vocal
development was only observed in non-tutored isolated juveniles.
These results show the impact of ‘self-motivated’ vocal practice on
diurnal song developmental plasticity, modulated by the amount of
vocal output and auditory feedback.

KEY WORDS: Learned vocalization, Sensorimotor learning,
Zebra finch, Self-motivated behavior

INTRODUCTION
Memory and learning are a consequence of multiple experiences.
The frequency and timing of training experiences are crucial
for learning efficiency. Experiences distributed over time (spaced
training) are more easily encoded than a single prolonged
experience (massed training) (Dudai and Eisenberg, 2004;
Ebbinghaus, 1885; Tully et al., 1994). Further, neural activity
associated with spaced or massed training leads to different levels
and types of gene expression via different intensities of signal
cascade activities (Naqib et al., 2012; Pagani et al., 2009). Although
most studies have been performed under well-controlled conditions
regulated in terms of trial number, frequency and duration, it is not

well understood how ‘voluntary action-based’ (self-motivated)
spaced practice contributes to learning during development.

The zebra finch (Taeniopygia guttata), a songbird, provides a
unique model system for observing the behavioral impacts of
voluntary action on learning a complex motor pattern: self-
motivated singing practice for song learning. Male zebra finches
develop their songs between 25 and 120 days post-hatch (dph), a
critical/sensitive period for vocal learning (Immelmann, 1969; Zann,
1996). This period includes two phases, the sensory and sensorimotor
learning phases. In the sensory learning phase (Fig. 1A), juveniles
acquire sensorymemories of songs by hearing mature birds’ songs as
a template to imitate. The sensorimotor learning phase starts from
approximately 30 dph in the context of soft, highly variable and
discriminable sounds of subsongs (Fig. 1A). Thereafter, produced
song, called plastic song, gradually includes recognizable yet variable
syllables without a fixed temporal sequence order. In the early plastic
song phase, syllable acoustic structures, such as entropy variance
(EV) and duration, are changed in a single day (Derégnaucourt et al.,
2005). Both syllable acoustic features and their sequence order then
becomemore stable (Tchernichovski et al., 2001). After 90–120 dph,
the zebra finch produces its song as a crystallized song. Through song
development, songbirds produce hundreds of songs every day as self-
motivated singing. This singing is not produced as a response to or
aimed toward a specific individual but it is generated by undirected
practice. The total number of song bouts produced during the critical
period of vocal learning correlates with the number of learned song
syllables and the stability of the syllable sequence (Johnson et al.,
2002). This correlation suggests the importance of an appropriate
amount of singing at the critical period for the acquisition of a
qualified song. However, the regulation and importance of the timing
and frequency of spontaneously produced vocalizations remains
poorly understood.

Here, we investigated phenotypic changes of diurnal frequency
and timing of singing during song development in the zebra finch.
Juveniles generate songs with a high frequency of singing in
sporadic clusters, whereas adults produce a low frequency of
singing in short clusters. To examine the behavioral significance of
clustered dense singing by juveniles in song development, we
performed a population analysis of acoustically modified syllables.
We found a diurnal oscillation of song development, which was
interfered with by disturbance of dense singing or by a deficit of
auditory feedback at the juvenile stage.

RESULTS
Developmental change in the diurnal distribution and
frequency of singing
To elucidate the developmental dynamics of song production
through the critical period of vocal learning, we first compared the
distribution and frequency of diurnal singing between two
developmental stages (50–55 dph as an early plastic song phase
and 100–105 dph as a crystallized song phase). The number of songReceived 6 October 2014; Accepted 12 May 2015
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bouts per 5min bin over two consecutive dayswas calculated for both
stages and is represented as a singing histogram (Fig. 1B, blue) and
heat map (Fig. 1B, gray to red). The total number of diurnal singing
bouts in the juvenile stage was almost the same as or slightly higher
than that in the adult stage, as previously reported (Johnson et al.,
2002). In contrast, the diurnal distribution and frequency of singing
showed differences between the two stages (Fig. 1B). Juveniles at
approximately 55 dph sang sporadically with an increased frequency
followedby long resting intervals.Adults sangcontinuouslyduring the
day with a low frequency and short resting intervals. The distinct song
production between the two stages encouraged us to further investigate
the long-term developmental changes of diurnal distribution and
singing frequency during the critical period of vocal learning.
We accordingly recorded the entire vocal activity of our zebra

finches (N=4) from 28 to 40 dph, when juveniles began to sing until
their songs were crystallized at 105–110 dph. We then analyzed the
distribution of song production, bout number and daily frequency of
singing per 5 min bin throughout the song developmental period.
Sonograms and heat maps of singing frequency depicted the
developmental changes in diurnal song production through the
critical period (e.g. Fig. 2A,B). High-frequency singing (Fig. 2B,
red) was observed at approximately 50–75 dph, when the birds sang

plastic songs. Low-frequency singing (Fig. 2B, yellow to gray) was
observed from 80 dph, when the birds started singing stable song
patterns in some song renditions. The total number of song bouts in
a day began to increase at approximately 45–50 dph, peaked at
60–75 dph, and then gradually decreased in the adult stage (Fig. 2C).
Two behavioral indices, ‘singing cluster’ and ‘singing density’, were
calculatedwith the aim of quantifying the developmental phenotypic
transition of singing activity (see Materials and methods). We
defined singing cluster as a continuous session of singing that was
preceded by more than 5 min of silence (no singing), and singing
density as the frequency of singing in a singing cluster (calculated as
the number of singing bouts/singing cluster duration). The number
of singing clusters gradually increased from 70 dph to the adult stage
(Fig. 2D,F). In contrast, the diurnal singing density showed an
inverse distribution relative to the diurnal distribution of singing
clusters through development (Fig. 2E,G). The singing density
showed a large variation among singing clusters in a day, although
the median singing density in a day was highest in the plastic song
phase at 50–65 dph, after which it gradually decreased until songs
were more crystallized (Fig. 2E,I). For quantitative analyses, the
developmental change in song production was compared at three
developmental stages: the early plastic song phase (43–57 dph), the
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late plastic song phase (74–87 dph) and the crystallized song phase
(100–110 dph). Four singing phenotypes were analyzed here:
singing cluster, number of singing bouts per singing cluster,
singing cluster duration and singing density (Fig. 2F–I). For any
singing phenotype, the juveniles in the early plastic song phase
showed significant differences from the late plastic song and
crystallized song phases (N=4 birds, Fisher’s PLSD test, P<0.01 to
0.001). This indicated that zebra finches in the early plastic song
phase produced high singing density in sporadic but long singing
clusters, generating spaced practice time and rest within a day. In
contrast, no significant difference was observed between the late
plastic and crystallized song phases, showing that the birds in both
these phases produced continuous singing patterns with a low
singing density in the majority of short singing clusters. These
results show clear differences in diurnal song production between
the song-learning phase and the later learning phases.

Singing clusters associated with high-dimensional changes
in daily song development
We investigated the behavioral parameters of song development that
corresponded with the juvenile-specific singing phenotypes.
Syllable acoustic features, such as EV, are known to change in a
single day in the juvenile stage (Derégnaucourt et al., 2005;
Deshpande et al., 2014). Accordingly, we first calculated the diurnal
transitions in the EV of syllables at the beginning and end of each
singing cluster and a time point 3–4 h after lights were turned on. As
previously reported (Derégnaucourt et al., 2005), the EV of some
but not all syllables dramatically changed within only a few hours of
the onset of diurnal singing (Fig. 3A,B), indicating that the rate of
change of syllable EV was independently regulated from the timing
and duration of singing clusters (Fig. 3B).

We then evaluated the relationship between the production of
singing clusters and a higher dimensional change of song
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Fig. 2. Developmental change in the diurnal distribution of singing, singing clusters and singing density. (A) Developmental change of song during the
critical period. (B) Heat maps of singing frequency every 3 days through song development. (C) Total number of song bouts in a day during the critical period.
(D) Total number of singing clusters in a day. Singing cluster is defined as continuous singing followed by a period of at least 5 min silence (see Materials and
methods). (E) Singing density in all singing clusters in a day (orange dots, singing density in individual singing clusters; red diamonds, median value of singing
density each day). (F–I) Developmental changes of singing cluster (F), number of singing bouts per singing cluster (G), singing cluster duration (H) and singing
density (I) at three stages (early plastic song phase, 43–57 dph; late plastic song phase, 74–87 dph; and crystallized song phase, 100–110 dph). N=4 birds,
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development. We used information from two acoustic parameters
and the population rate of produced syllables, given that the
juveniles must change multiple parameters of song features, not just
one syllable acoustic parameter during song development (Fig. 3A).

For this purpose, syllable populations at selected time points in a
day were visualized as density plots separated by syllable duration
and mean frequency modulation (FM) and compared with the
population at other time points (Fig. 3B, bottom). There were
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Fig. 3. Diurnal oscillation of song development associated
with clustered singing in the juvenile stage.
(A) Spectrograms of first and last songs from a bird at 65 dph.
The boxed syllables are examples used for the calculation of
entropy variance (EV, in B). (B) The top panel shows the 5 min
binned histograms of the number of song bouts from the same
bird above at 65 dph. The heat map under the histograms
indicates singing frequency as shown in Fig. 2B. The middle
panel shows the transition of EVs of individual syllable types.
One syllable type (blue line) increases in EV value 1 h from initial
singing, whereas the other three syllables (green, purple and
light blue lines) maintained similar values of EV throughout the
day. Means±s.d. The bottom panel shows singing-driven
dynamics of the syllable population. Scatter distribution plots of
syllable acoustic features in diurnal songs [syllable duration
versus mean frequency modulation (FM) for 400 syllables from
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Kullback–Leibler (K–L) distance from the first songs (orange
line) and from the last songs (red line) are shown below. A
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of compared syllable populations. (C) Diurnal rate of change in
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apparent differences between distributions of the first and last
syllable populations within singing clusters (Fig. 3B, bottom). The
syllable population at an early time point of each singing cluster
exhibited a subtle but consistently different distribution from that at
a late time point in the same singing cluster, indicating a population
change of acoustically modified syllables during singing clusters.
We analyzed transitions of the syllable populations by calculating
the Kullback–Leibler (K–L) distance, allowing the quantification of
acoustic changes of syllables and their occurrence through a day
(Wu et al., 2008). The K–L distance at each time point was
calculated from the first syllable population (Fig. 3B, orange) or the
last syllable population in a day (Fig. 3B, red). In comparison with
the first syllable population, a divergence of syllable density
population was induced during singing clusters and a regression of
transition toward the first syllable population occurred during
resting times between singing clusters (Fig. 3B, orange).
Symmetrical diurnal dynamics of the syllable population was
observed in comparison with the last syllable population of the day
(Fig. 3B, red). The diurnal dynamics of the syllable populations was
quantitatively verified in the early plastic song phase (45–66 dph,
N=9; Fig. 3C). The rate of change of the K–L distance in a day was
calculated at five time points: at three singing clusters (the first,
middle, and last clusters in a day) and at two resting interval times
preceding the first and middle clusters. The midmost singing cluster
of the day was used as the middle cluster. During the singing
clusters, the rate of change of the syllable populations showed
positive values, indicating that the distribution of the syllable
population shifted toward that of the last syllable population in the
day (Fig. 3C). In contrast, during the two resting intervals, the
highest rate of change of the K–L distance showed a negative value,
indicating that the distribution of the syllable populations during the
resting intervals shifted in the opposite direction from that of the last
population in the day (Fig. 3C). Thus, among the five time points in
a day, the rate of change of the syllable population significantly
differed (one-factor ANOVA, P<0.0001), indicating that singing
practices and their following rest times showed oscillations of
hourly progression and regression of song development as higher
dimensional parameters during a day at the juvenile stage.

Juvenile-specific singing frequency regulates the oscillation
rate of diurnal song development
The number of diurnal singing clusters and singing density were
regulated with an inverse relationship during development. Thus,
juveniles generate songs with a high frequency in sporadic singing
clusters at the early plastic song phase (Fig. 2F,I). To elucidate the
behavioral significance of juvenile-specific clustered singing in
song development, we then examined whether the diurnal change of
song development would be affected by manipulation of singing
density at the juvenile stage. For this, we manipulated the birds to
sing with two different singing frequencies while maintaining a
similar number of singing clusters and a similar number of singing
bouts in 2 days (60–67 dph, N=4; Fig. 4A shows two examples). As
a result, birds produced lower singing frequency in any cluster in the
experimental day compared with a subsequent high (normal)
singing frequency day (average singing density in the day, 2±0.3
and 7±0.9, respectively, means±s.e.m.). Diurnal change in the
syllable populations was then assessed by comparing the first and
last syllable populations in the two successive days. The oscillation
of the distribution of the syllable population in the low singing
frequency group was diminished (Fig. 4B, left). In contrast, the
high-frequency singing group (Fig. 4B, right) maintained a distinct
diurnal oscillation of acoustically modified syllable populations

compared with the low-frequency singing day (repeated-measures
ANOVA, P<0.001). Although it would be crucial to consider a
potential stress effect caused by the manipulation of singing
frequency, these results suggest that the juvenile-specific dense
singing contributes to the enhancement of the oscillation range of
diurnal song development.

Intrinsic regulation of clustered singing and auditory-
dependent modification of diurnal oscillation of song
development
We then tried to elucidate the external and/or internal factors that
contribute to the regulation of clustered singing and diurnal
oscillation of song development. For this purpose, juvenile birds
were placed under two conditions, non-tutored social isolation or
auditory deprivation. We compared their diurnal song production at
two developmental stages, juvenile (39–66 dph) and adult (100–
127 dph). The two experimental procedures started before the
sensory learning period for vocal learning (see Materials and
methods). The non-tutored birds in solitary isolation exhibited a
tendency for generating ‘parts’ of a motif structure with prolonged
and variable syllables. However, the time point of appearance
of stabilized acoustic features for the majority of the syllables
was similar to that in the normal birds. In contrast, the birds with
auditory deprivation continued generating variable song structures
with fewer harmonic syllables even at the adult stage (100–
150 dph), although they finally exhibited stabilized song structures
characterized by stable temporal sequences of distinguishable
syllables by approximately 300 dph (Mori and Wada, 2015).
Under both rearing conditions, the birds still showed significant
differences between the juvenile and adult stages in the number of
singing clusters and/or singing density (Fig. 5A, paired t-test,
P<0.05 to 0.001). In terms of the number of singing clusters, both
socially isolated birds and those with auditory deprivation showed
an increasing trend through development as observed in live-tutored
birds (Fig. 2F). Conversely, singing density decreased through
development, as similarly represented in live-tutored birds (Fig. 2I).
Furthermore, the socially isolated birds and those with auditory
deprivation showed a similar number of singing clusters and a
similar singing density to those produced by normal live-tutored
birds. This result suggests the existence of an innate ability to
regulate the timing and frequency of diurnal vocal production
during individual development. We then analyzed the oscillation
rate of diurnal song development at the juvenile stage of the two
conditions. Although juveniles generated songs without a tutor song
under both non-tutoring social isolation and auditory deprivation
conditions, the diurnal oscillation of vocal development was only
observed in socially isolated juveniles (Fig. 5B, one-factor
ANOVA, P<0.0001). These results indicate an auditory feedback-
dependent modification of diurnal oscillation of song development.
Furthermore, by calculation of the K–L distance between the first
and last songs in a single day, we found a significant difference in
diurnal song development rate between normal intact and auditory-
deprived birds (Fig. 5C, Scheffé’s F-test, P<0.01).

DISCUSSION
To elucidate the development of singing phenotypes and its behavioral
significance in song learning, we investigated the developmental
dynamics of diurnal singing during the critical period of vocal
learning. We found that the zebra finch shows phenotypic changes
of diurnal frequency and timing of singing throughout song
development. Notably, juveniles start singing with an increased
frequency in compact singing clusters with singing practices and rests

2264

RESEARCH ARTICLE The Journal of Experimental Biology (2015) 218, 2260-2268 doi:10.1242/jeb.115105

Th
e
Jo
u
rn
al

o
f
Ex

p
er
im

en
ta
lB

io
lo
g
y



in a day. The juvenile-specific clustered singing practices and rests
generated an hourly progression and regression of song development,
as shown by the oscillation of high-dimensional modification of
syllable acoustics during the day. Furthermore, when the singing
frequency was decreased by experimental manipulation, without
affecting rendition clusters and the total amount of singing, the
oscillation range ofdiurnal song development dramatically reduced. In
a previous study, during the rapid song-learning paradigm in the early
plastic song phase, a pronounced deterioration in song structure was
observed after night sleep and even after a melatonin-induced daytime
nap (Derégnaucourt et al., 2005). Although we speculated that the
observed diurnal oscillation of syllable acoustics may have been

affected by daytime naps during the singing rests, the juveniles in this
study actually remained in a waking state and exhibited regular
eating, drinking and jumping in their cages. Thus, our study describes
the sleep-independent song oscillation process during the daytime.
Furthermore, the same previous study revealed that daily improvement
occurred during morning singing, but little improvement occurred
thereafter in a day in the rapid song-learning paradigm (Derégnaucourt
et al., 2005). In contrast, we observed a continuous oscillation of song
development through the daytime, with a larger oscillation in the
morning (Fig. 3C). This difference between studies may be associated
with the use of different behavioral parameters to characterize song
development such as an acoustic feature (EV), and a similarity score to
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the song model in the previous study (Derégnaucourt et al., 2005)
versus the K–L distance between the two-dimensional occurrence
rates of two acoustic features in this study. Although we observed that
theEVof a set of some but not all syllables changedwithin a fewhours

of the onset of diurnal singing (Fig. 3B), it would be highly
conceivable that a different acoustics parameter changes with a
different time course for a different set of syllables, causing the
independent regulation of multiple acoustic features for each syllable.
Although it will be necessary to consider differences in the biological
meaning of the investigated behavioral parameters between studies in
the future, the combined results suggest the existence of an hourly and
daily song developmental oscillation in the juvenile learning stage.

Training distributed over time, spaced training, is generally
considered more effective for memory and learning formation than
training presented with little or no rest interval, massed training.
This phenomenon is known as the spacing effect and was first
described by Ebbinghaus (1885). This spacing effect is widely
recognized in many learning tasks such as operant conditioning,
spatial learning, verbal and non-verbal recall tasks and motor
learning in many species (Menzel et al., 2001; Okamoto et al., 2011;
Pagani et al., 2009; Vlach et al., 2008; Wahlheim et al., 2011).
However, most previous studies were based on the observation of
well-controlled enforced tasks for which trial number and duration
were strictly regulated by the experimenters. Furthermore, the
developmental influence of spacing effects has not yet been well
studied. The zebra finch would be an excellent animal model for
addressing the behavioral and developmental impact of spaced
training that is voluntarily generated during developmental learning.
In this study, we found that manipulation of singing inhibition,
social isolation or auditory deprivation does not affect the
development of clustered singing, indicating an intrinsic
regulation of singing frequency and timing throughout the critical
period of vocal development. However, singing-inhibited or deaf
juveniles did not show distinct diurnal oscillation of song
development. In contrast, socially isolated (non-tutored) juveniles
retained their oscillation of song development, as did live-tutored
birds. These results suggest that the diurnal oscillation of song
development is modulated by auditory feedback and the daily
amount of singing but tutor memorization is not necessary. Taken
together, the oscillations of song development may contribute to
repeated opportunities to reshape previously developedmotor skills.
Further experiments, such as the manipulation of singing frequency
and timing through entire developmental stages, are needed to
evaluate the behavioral effect of ‘self-motivated’ clustered vocal
practice on vocal development and learning efficiency.

Singingduring development is not usually generated in response to
or directed toward specific individuals, but rather is generated as
undirected and self-motivated behavior. As previously reported
(Johnson et al., 2002), total amounts of diurnal singingwere similarly
maintained between the juvenile and adult stages (Fig. 1B, Fig. 2C).
In contrast, the diurnal frequency and timing of singing were
differentially regulated during development in an intrinsicmanner (as
observed for socially isolated and deaf birds in a sound attenuation
box), suggesting that neural substrates innately regulate the
developmental change of singing frequency and timing in a day.
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Fig. 5. Singing cluster and density and diurnal oscillation of song
development in socially isolated birds and those with auditory
deprivation. (A) Developmental changes of singing cluster and density in
socially isolated and deaf birds ( juvenile, 39–66 dph; adult, 100–127 dph)
(N=4 birds each, paired t-test, *P<0.05, **P<0.01, ***P<0.001). Small red
horizontal bars represent the average of each developmental group. (B) Rate
of change of total K–L distance during singing clusters and resting times in
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N=4 birds each, one-factor ANOVA). Small red horizontal bars represent the
average at each time point. (C) K–L distance between the first and last song
populations in control intact, socially isolated and deaf juveniles (N=9, 4 and 4
birds, respectively, Scheffé’s F-test, **P<0.01).
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Similar self-motivated and clustered dense singing has been observed
in another songbird species, the Bengalese finch (Lonchura striata
var. domestica), at the juvenile stage (K.W., unpublished data). These
findings suggest that the self-motivated vocal practice in the juvenile
stage may have evolved and been maintained as an adaptive learning
strategy for vocal learning. Whether the self-motivated spaced
training/practice of vocalization is generally observed in other vocal
learners such as parrots, cetaceans and humans is yet to be
investigated. Multiple lines of recent studies in songbirds showed a
potential link of enkephalin and mu-opioid receptors in the medial
preoptic nucleus and ventral tegmental area, which are highly
conserved in mammals and birds to regulate undirected singing
(Khurshid et al., 2010; Riters et al., 2005). However, the neural
mechanisms underlying self-motivated singing behavior have not
been well characterized, especially in the developmental changes of
singing frequency and timing.
Although in this study we focused on diurnal song development

associated with juvenile stage-specific singing phenotypes, it is still
unclear whether or how juvenile stage-specific singing phenotype
contributes to the molecular basis of song-learning efficiency during
the critical period of vocal learning. Distinct singing frequencies and
timing between the juvenile and adult stages should affect the
temporal dynamics of molecular expression differently in the song
system, especially in singing-driven (neural activity-dependent) gene
expression. Egr1 in the robust nucleus of the arcopallium (RA) and
Penk in the premotor nucleus HVC are more highly induced by
singing in juveniles than in adults even with a similar total singing
duration (Jin and Clayton, 1997; Wada et al., 2006; Whitney et al.,
2000). However, the factors directly regulating distinct expression for
juvenile and adult stages are unknown. The molecular function of a
neural activity-dependent gene is maintained by multiple regulatory
steps, including regulation of intracellular calcium concentration,
signaling cascades for transcriptional induction, timing of mRNA
transfer/degradation, protein translation and epigenetic states of
promoter domains (Bramham, 2008; Carulli et al., 2011; Clayton,
2000;West and Greenberg, 2011). The molecular machinery of these
steps is also regulated by the frequency and duration of neural activity
(Bramhamet al., 2008; Rudenko et al., 2013; Tang et al., 2002). Thus,
juvenile-specific singing phenotypes and clustered dense singingmay
be a driving force for enhancing behavior-driven neural plasticity for
song development and learning efficiency, associatedwith individual
differences in the song developmental trajectory.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Definition
In this study, we define the words (i) song bout, (ii) singing cluster and (iii)
singing density as follows. (i) A song bout is a continuous production of
songs that are separated by intervals. The intervals between song bouts are
defined as time periods longer than three times the mean value of 50 inter-
syllable intervals randomly selected each day. (ii) Singing cluster is defined
as a continuous session of singing preceded and followed by more than
5 min of silence (without singing). (iii) Singing density is defined as the
frequency of singing in a singing cluster [number of song bouts/singing
cluster duation (min)].

Animals
Twenty-eight male zebra finches were obtained from our breeding colony at
Hokkaido University. The birds were kept in breeding cages on a 13 h:11 h
light:dark cycle. During song recording sessions, each bird was individually
housed in a sound-attenuating box. For the analysis of singing frequency
during song development, the birds were raised with their families until
34 dph and transferred with their biological father (N=2) or an unrelated
adult male (N=2) into a sound-attenuating box and were then housed in the
box until 110 dph for song recording. Birds in solitary isolation were

transferred with their mother into a sound-attenuating box before 5 dph and
kept away from adult males. At 30–35 dph, the mothers were removed from
the box, and the birds were housed alone. An example of song development
of the isolated birds is provided in a separate study (Mori and Wada, 2015).
All experiments were conducted under the guidelines and approval of the
Committee on Animal Experiments of Hokkaido University. The guidelines
are based on the national regulations for animal welfare in Japan (Law for
the Humane Treatment and Management of Animals, after a partial
amendment no.105, 2011).

Song recording and analysis
Songs were recorded with a unidirectional microphone (SM57, Sure,
Chicago, IL, USA) connected to a computer with sound event-triggered
software (Sound Analysis Pro v1.04; Tchernichovski et al., 2000).

To measure song developmental changes in a single day, we quantified
changes in syllable acoustic features and syllable populations as two-
dimensional scatter density plots.Wemeasured theWiener EV,meanFM, and
syllable duration and amplitude. The segmentation of each syllable structure
was identified based on amplitude andWiener entropy thresholds using Sound
Analysis Pro. We used (i) Wiener EV for quantifying the transition of a
syllable acoustic feature using 50 syllables from the beginning or the end of
each singing cluster and (ii) mean FMand syllable duration for calculating the
K–L distance (Wu et al., 2008). The K–L distance was adapted as a way to
measure the distance between two sets of syllable populations by comparing
their probability density distributions. We generated scatter density plots of
syllable populations by two acoustic features: syllable duration (inms; denoted
by m) and mean FM (denoted by n), using 400 syllables. Probability density
functions of each set of syllables were estimated at two different time points
(denoted by a and b), as Qa and Qb for the two time points, and the K–L
distance score was then calculated to compare the density functions. If we let
qa(m, n) and qb(m, n) denote the estimated probabilities for the bin (m=20,
n=5) for days a and b, respectively, then the K–L distance (DK–L) betweenQa

and Qb is defined as follows:

DK�LðQajjQbÞ ¼
XM

m¼a

XN

n¼a

qaðm; nÞlog2
qaðm; nÞ
qbðm; nÞ: ð1Þ

A larger value of the K–L distance corresponds to a lower similarity between
the distributions of two sets of syllable populations at different time points.
Thus, a K–L distance of 0 indicates a perfect match between two sets of
syllable populations. Three types of K–L distance were analysed: (i) K–L
distance in a singing cluster, (ii) K–L distance in a resting interval between
neighboring singing clusters, and (iii) total K–L distance in a day. (i) TheK–L
distance in a singing cluster was calculated to detect song changes during
singing, by comparison of scatter density plots of 400 syllables from the
beginning and end of a focused singing cluster. (ii) The K–L distance in a
resting interval between neighboring singing clusters was calculated to detect
song changes during resting. This was achieved by comparing the scatter
density plots 400 syllables from the end of a focused singing cluster and the
beginning of the following singing cluster.We focused on the first,middle and
last singing clusters in diurnal singing to assess the dynamics of song
development in a day. Themiddle singing cluster is located near themiddle of
a day (6 h after lights were turned on). The earliest (or latest) K–L value in a
day was calculated as the distance of syllable populations between the first (or
last) 400 syllables of thedayand the succeeding (or penultimate) 400 syllables.
(iii) Total K–L distance in a day was calculated by comparison of syllables
from the first and last songs in a day as an index of total song change in a day.
The rate of change in total K–L distance was calculated as:

Rate of change of a specific singing cluster

¼ ðiÞ K�L distance in a singing cluster

ðiiiÞ Total K�L distance in a day
; ð2Þ

Rate of change of a specific resting interval

¼ ðiÞ K�L distance in a resting interval

ðiiiÞ Total K�L distance in a day
: ð3Þ
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Manipulation of singing density at the juvenile stage
All the birds were raised with their parents and siblings until 40 dph
and were then isolated in a sound-attenuating box for song recording. The
juvenile birds were first allowed to sing freely to determine whether the
singing density in a day reached a normal high-density score
(>5.0 bouts min−1). We then forced the birds (N=4, 60–67 dph) to sing at
a low singing density (1–5 bouts min−1) in three singing clusters over a day
by occasionally interrupting their singing. The real-time singing behaviors
were monitored with Sound Analysis Pro and interrupted by knocking on or
opening the sound-attenuating box. On the following day, the juvenile birds
could sing freely at a normal high singing density but were allowed, by real-
time observation, a similar number of song bouts and singing clusters (three
clusters) to those on the previous, singing-interrupted day. This manual
prevention of singing did not lead to abnormal behavioral activities or
weight loss in the manipulated birds.

Auditory deprivation
The birds in this group underwent cochlear extirpation before fledging
between 20 and 22 dph. The birds were anesthetized with pentobarbital
(6.48 mg ml−1; 60 μl/10 g of body mass; Sankyou-Kagaku, Hiratsuka,
Japan) by intraperitoneal injection. The head was fixed in a custom-made
stereotaxic apparatus with ear bars, and a small window was made through
the neck muscle and the skull near the end of the elastic extension of the
hyoid bone. A small hole was then made in the cochlear dome. The cochlea
was pulled out with a fine hooked wire. The removed cochleae were
confirmed by visual inspection under a dissecting microscope. After
bilateral cochlear removal, the birds were returned to their nests and kept
with their parents and siblings. Examples of song development of the deaf
birds are provided in a separate study (Mori and Wada, 2015).
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experimentellen Psychologie [Memory: A Contribution to Experimental
Psychology]. Leipzig, Germany: Duncker & Humblot.

Immelmann, K. (1969). Song development in the zebra finch and other estrildid
finches. In Bird Vocalizations (ed. R. Hinde), pp. 61-74. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press.

Jin, H. and Clayton, D. F. (1997). Localized changes in immediate-early gene
regulation during sensory and motor learning in zebra finches. Neuron 19,
1049-1059.

Johnson, F., Soderstrom, K. and Whitney, O. (2002). Quantifying song bout
production during zebra finch sensory-motor learning suggests a sensitive period
for vocal practice. Behav. Brain Res. 131, 57-65.

Khurshid, N., Jayaprakash, N., Hameed, L. S., Mohanasundaram, S. and
Iyengar, S. (2010). Opioid modulation of song in male zebra finches (Taenopygia
guttata). Behav. Brain Res. 208, 359-370.

Menzel, R., Manz, G., Menzel, R. and Greggers, U. (2001). Massed and spaced
learning in honeybees: the role of CS, US, the intertrial interval, and the test
interval. Learn Mem. 8, 198-208.

Mori, C. and Wada, K. (2015). Audition-independent vocal crystallization
associated with intrinsic developmental gene expression dynamics. J. Neurosci.
35, 878-889.

Naqib, F., Sossin, W. S. and Farah, C. A. (2012). Molecular determinants of the
spacing effect. Neural Plast. 2012, 581291.

Okamoto, T., Endo, S., Shirao, T. and Nagao, S. (2011). Role of cerebellar cortical
protein synthesis in transfer of memory trace of cerebellum-dependent motor
learning. J. Neurosci. 31, 8958-8966.

Pagani, M. R., Oishi, K., Gelb, B. D. and Zhong, Y. (2009). The phosphatase SHP2
regulates the spacing effect for long-term memory induction. Cell 139, 186-198.

Riters, L. V., Schroeder, M. B., Auger, C. J., Eens, M., Pinxten, R. and Ball, G. F.
(2005). Evidence for opioid involvement in the regulation of song production in
male European starlings (Sturnus vulgaris). Behav. Neurosci. 119, 245-255.

Rudenko, A., Dawlaty, M. M., Seo, J., Cheng, A. W., Meng, J., Le, T., Faull, K. F.,
Jaenisch, R. and Tsai, L.-H. (2013). Tet1 is critical for neuronal activity-regulated
gene expression and memory extinction. Neuron 79, 1109-1122.

Tang, S. J., Reis, G., Kang, H., Gingras, A.-C., Sonenberg, N. and Schuman,
E. M. (2002). A rapamycin-sensitive signaling pathway contributes to long-term
synaptic plasticity in the hippocampus. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 99, 467-472.

Tchernichovski, O., Nottebohm, F., Ho, C. E., Pesaran, B. andMitra, P. P. (2000).
A procedure for an automated measurement of song similarity. An. Behav. 59,
1167-1176.

Tchernichovski, O., Mitra, P. P., Lints, T. and Nottebohm, F. (2001). Dynamics of
the vocal imitation process: how a zebra finch learns its song. Science 291,
2564-2569.

Tully, T., Preat, T., Boynton, S. C. and Del Vecchio, M. (1994). Genetic dissection
of consolidated memory in Drosophila. Cell 79, 35-47.

Vlach, H. A., Sandhofer, C. M. and Kornell, N. (2008). The spacing effect in
children’s memory and category induction. Cognition 109, 163-167.

Wada, K., Howard, J. T., McConnell, P., Whitney, O., Lints, T., Rivas, M. V.,
Horita, H., Patterson, M. A., White, S. A., Scharff, C. et al. (2006). A molecular
neuroethological approach for identifying and characterizing a cascade of
behaviorally regulated genes. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 103, 15212-15217.

Wahlheim, C. N., Dunlosky, J. and Jacoby, L. L. (2011). Spacing enhances the
learning of natural concepts: an investigation of mechanisms, metacognition, and
aging. Mem. Cognit. 39, 750-763.

West, A. E. and Greenberg, M. E. (2011). Neuronal activity–regulated gene
transcription in synapse development and cognitive function. Cold Spring Harb.
Perspect. Biol. 3, a00574.

Whitney, O., Soderstrom, K. and Johnson, F. (2000). Post-transcriptional
regulation of zenk expression associated with zebra finch vocal development.
Mol. Brain Res. 80, 279-290.

Wu, W., Thompson, J. A., Bertram, R. and Johnson, F. (2008). A statistical
method for quantifying songbird phonology and syntax. J. Neurosci. Methods 174,
147-154.

Zann, R. (1996). The Zebra Finch: A Synthesis of Field and Laboratory Studies.
Oxford: Oxford University Press.

2268

RESEARCH ARTICLE The Journal of Experimental Biology (2015) 218, 2260-2268 doi:10.1242/jeb.115105

Th
e
Jo
u
rn
al

o
f
Ex

p
er
im

en
ta
lB

io
lo
g
y

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2008.09.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.conb.2008.09.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3864-08.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3864-08.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.3864-08.2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnmol.2011.00050
http://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fnmol.2011.00050
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/nlme.2000.3967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/nlme.2000.3967
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature03275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2013.2630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2013.2630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2004.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2004.09.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80396-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80396-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0896-6273(00)80396-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4328(01)00374-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4328(01)00374-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0166-4328(01)00374-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2009.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2009.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.bbr.2009.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/lm.40001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/lm.40001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/lm.40001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1804-14.2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1804-14.2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1804-14.2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/581291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2012/581291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1151-11.2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1151-11.2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1523/JNEUROSCI.1151-11.2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.08.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cell.2009.08.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.119.1.245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.119.1.245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1037/0735-7044.119.1.245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.neuron.2013.08.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.012605299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.012605299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.012605299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.1999.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.1999.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbe.1999.1416
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1058522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1058522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.1058522
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(94)90398-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0092-8674(94)90398-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2008.07.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2008.07.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0607098103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0607098103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0607098103
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0607098103
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/s13421-010-0063-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/s13421-010-0063-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.3758/s13421-010-0063-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a005744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a005744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1101/cshperspect.a005744
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-328X(00)00178-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-328X(00)00178-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0169-328X(00)00178-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2008.06.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2008.06.033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jneumeth.2008.06.033


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /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 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize false
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage false
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 200
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.32000
  /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 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 200
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.32000
  /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 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError false
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    34.69606
    34.27087
    34.69606
    34.27087
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    8.50394
    8.50394
    8.50394
    8.50394
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /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 <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /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


