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Abstract— A Tabu Move Merge Split (TMMS) algorithm is
proposed for the polygonal approximation problem. TMMS
incorporates a tabu principle to avoid premature convergence
into local minima. TMMS is compared to optimal, near to
optimal top down Multi-Resolution (TDMR) and classical split
and merge heuristics solutions. Experiments show that potential
improvements for crudest approximations can be obtained. The
evaluation is carried out on 2D geographic maps according to
effectiveness and efficiency measures.
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I INTRODUCTION

Polygonal curve approximation has been widely studied in
the past to scale up time consuming applications such as
graphic display, contour detection or time series data mining. If
we apprehend a discrete curve as a multidimensional vector,
polygonal approximation can be seen as a dimension reduction
technique that relates also to multidimensional scaling.

Following polygonal approximation is an optimization problem
that can be tackled along two angles:

e  Min-£ problem: Given a polygonal curve S.having N
segments, find an approximation A, having K
segments such that the maximal approximation error £
is minimized.

e Min-# problem: Given a polygonal curve S, having N
segments, find an approximation 4, with the minimum
number of segments K so that the maximal
approximation error does not exceed a given tolerance
E.

Most of the proposed algorithms developed to solve these
problems belongs either to graph-theoretic approaches
[1,6,8,10,11,12], dynamic programming [5,7] or to heuristic
approaches [2,4,12,13,15]. Optimal solutions based on dynamic
programming principle exist, nevertheless, there complexities
are proved to be O(K.N°) leaving space for much faster but sub-
optimal solutions.

Finding fast algorithms as near-to-optimality as possible for
long input curves is still an open challenge leading to fruitful
applications. In [10] for instance, author proposed a fast and
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dirty filtering approach dedicated to time series retrieval whose
efficiency is highly correlated with the quality of polygonal
approximations.

Recently, we have proposed a top town multiresolution
algorithm (TDMR) [9] that solves the problem of polygonal
curve approximation in linear time complexity O(N). This
algorithm ensures near to optimal solutions between each two
successive levels of resolution, but, as we descend the
resolution levels, the approximations depart further from
optimality. The only other known algorithm showing a linear
complexity is the Douglas-Peucker algorithm [2,4]. It is faster
than TDMR but provides approximations that are much farther
to optimality than the ones provided by TDMR. In this paper,
we explore heuristic strategies based on three elementary
operations (merge, split and move) associated to a Tabu search
principle and try to evaluate how these strategies could boost
suboptimal solutions such as TDMR, Merge-L2 [12] or
Douglas Peucker [2] heuristics.

The second section of the paper states the problem definitions
and introduces the three elementary operations at the basis of
the heuristics we will detail into the third section of the paper.
The fourth section presents and comments the experiments we
have carried out on a set of 2D geographic maps; we conclude
the paper and suggest some perspectives in the final section of
the paper.

II.  PROBLEM DEFINITIONS AND THE THREE ELEMENTARY
OPERATIONS

We attempt to correct an approximation curve 4. of k points
approaching a (source) curve S, of n points (k << n) by the
mean of elementary transformation operators: move, merge
and split. To simplify the search space, and following the
common definitions of the Min-¢ and Min-# problems, we
take approximation points among the points of the target
curve: A. is therefore a sorted list of references (index) of
points in S..

Let S,[i] be the i point of the curve S..

Let A [] be the reference to a point in Sc — the i™ element of A,
is the A [i]™ point of S, i.e. the point S[A[i]] (Fig. 1).
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Figure 1. The reference curve S and an approximation A,

Let S.[a,b] be the sub curve between the a™ point and the b™
point of the curve S..
Let A.[a,b] be the sub curve between the a™ point and the b™
point of the curve A..

A. move operator

With the aim of minimizing the Min-£ criterion, the move
operator slides a potentially misplaced point thru the set of
curve’s indexes according to least surface error gradient
direction. The error is computed as follows:

For the approximation point i, (coding the i," element of the
curve A.), an evaluation of the surface between the sub curve
Sc[Ac[ia-1], A[i,]] and the sub curve of A [i,-1, i,] is computed
as Epn(S., 1;) summing the Euclidian distances between the
points of S, and the approximation line provided by Ac[i,-1, i,]
(Figure 2).

J<deli ]

D do(Afi,~1i,1.S.[j])

J=deli,=1]

Eleft(ia ) =

dewe(D,P) stands for the Euclidian distance between a point P
and a line D.

Adlia]

|:| Ae_._.

. Eright

Slil Adia*+1]

Alia-1]

Figure 2. Gradient of the errors for the move operation

Likewise,

j<dc[i,+1]

D dp(ALi, i, +11.8,.[j])

J=Acli, ]

Eright (ia ) =

Let Ejeqigni(i) be the surface error balance supported by the it
point:

Elefuright (ia) = | Eren(ia)- Eright(ia) |

The main idea here is to slide the i," point (in the S, indexes
space) to balance the left and right errors. If Eygn(ia)> Ejen(ia)
then the i,™ point is moved by one position right in the S,
indexes space (respectively left if Epgn(ia)< Eien(ia) ). The
displacement is constrained by the segment boundary points i,-
1 and i,+1 (Alg. 1).

OPERATOR move
BEGIN
foreach point i in A,
Complue Eleﬂ/righl (1)
end foreach
select the point iy, having the maximum Ejeqyrign (1)
if Elcft(imax) < Eright(imax)
then
if (Ac[imax' 1 ]<Ac[imax] -1 )
then
Ac[imax] = Ac[imax] -1
// slides 1 to the left
end if
else
if Eleft(imax) > Eright(imax)
then
if (Aclimaxt1]> Aclimax] +1)
then
Aclimax] = Aclima] +1
// slides i to the right
end if
end if
end if
END
Algorithm 1

One execution of the operator move slides only one point - the
point of 4, having the worse Ejign (i) (thus being the most
unbalanced point on the A, curve regarding the local surface
erTor).

B.  split operator

The split operator (Alg. 2) finds one of the point i, in S, that
maximises dey (A, S¢[i]) and inserts a new point in A, to
correct this error — thus decreasing (eventually not strictly) the
Min-¢ value.
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OPERATOR split
BEGIN
foreach point i, in S,
compute deucl(Ac, SL[I])
end foreach
select the point ic,, with the maximum distance
insert a new point iy, in A,
that minimizes
deucl(Ac[inew' 1 > inew-’_ 1 ], Sc[icmax])
END

Algorithm 2

C. merge operator

The merge operator removes an element from A, thus
merging the two adjacent approximating segments. Since the
ratio k/error is important, the point to remove should be the
point contributing the least to the global error — ie, it is
important to discard first the points which removal increases
the least the global error.

Adi]

Adiz+1]

Figure 3. Application of the merge operation on element .

The removal priority R, for an element i, is computed as
follows : The error criterion Error (Min-¢ for instance) is
computed on the segments [A.[i,-1], Ac[i,]], [Ac[i.], Ac[i,+1]]
(Figure 3) and if the element A[i,] were to be discarded, on
the segment [A.[i,-1], Ac[i,+1]], the two segments [A.[i,-1],
Acli,]] and [A[i,], Ac[i,+1]] are merged.

For instance, if the Min-£ error is used:

Rp(ia) = MaX(EI'I'OI‘ min-c[ia'le ia]a Error min-c[iaa ia+1])
/ Error pip.e[is-1, 1,+1]

Alg. 3 describes the process :
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OPERATOR merge
BEGIN
foreach element i, in A,
compute Ry(i,)
end foreach
select the element i, having the higher removal
priority R;,
remove it

END

Algorithm 3

D. Refining the curve

As introduced above, we attempt to correct an existing
approximation curve A, of k points approaching a (source)
curve S, of n points by the mean of elementary transformation
operators move, merge and split :

FUNCTION Refine (A, S.)
/I Refines the approximation A. (of k elements) of the
curve S, (n points)

BEGIN
repeat 2*k loops of
move();
merge();
split();
end repeat
END
Algorithm 4

Unfortunately, a sequence of move, split and merge does not
ensure that the error criterion will strictly decrease. In fact, the
experiments (see Fig. 4) show a sequence of global error
changes similar to those existing in incremental learning (such
as Back Propagation Networks, or to a least amount in Genetic
Algorithm) — ie in stabilizations and step breaks: this suggests
that the optimization of the locations of the points is not a
gradient process but rather a complex organizing mechanism
necessary to explore the parameters space.

It is then necessary to keep aside the best solution found and to
expect the next iterations to eventually improve this solution.
In the simple algorithm described above (Alg. 4), we decided
to perform a number of loops proportional to the k elements of
the approximation since we think that, in the ideal
configuration, each element of the approximation should
undergo — a least once - a move/merge/split operator.

Experimentally, we observe that & loops is a minimum limit to
achieve the best expectable error: experimentally, more than
2%k loops doesn’t increases the performances so far.



During its exploration of the parameter’s space (as a vector of
k indexes in the S; curves), this algorithm seems to fall in
gradient wells: Fig. 4 exhibits oscillating behaviours that
prevents the search to go on: it seems that the sequence of
move/merge/split can lead to configurations that occur
sequentially after # loops.

“srrordat’] ——

0 10 20 e 0 50

Figure 4. Curve of n = 49344 points with k = 50 (best solution min-e =
0.716) — No Tabu involved.

This suggests that the same configuration of elements in A,
may be scanned more than once. Keeping the n™ last
configurations of A "and preventing (temporary) the algorithm
to re-scan these previous solutions is somehow related to a
search space strategy called Tabu Search [8].

In this example, we assumed that the cost to store and compare
a new solution of A. (of k points) to the ¢ previous solutions
would be important. Mostly, it is the recurring choice of the
points to move, merge and split that leads to an endless
evaluation of sequences of already-seen configurations.

Therefore, we propose to introduce some Tabu search
principles through the management a list of ‘recently points
chosen to perform move/merge/split’ and prevent the operator
from picking (again) one of the tagged element — at least as
long as these elements are enqueued in this FIFO list.

Restricting the search by the choice of one index point
segments the search space in classes of approximation curves
containing (or not) a specific point: this could be very
restrictive at a first glance, but this strategy speeds up the
search by selecting the curve containing the best / worse point
in regard to the Min-¢ criterion.

“error.dat”

0.4
0 =0 100 150 2m0

Figure 5. Tabu with 5 elements (best solution min-¢ = 0.412)

For a Tabu list of size #, elements, not only this strategy seems
to prevent the rapid oscillating behaviour under ¢, loops, but
also seems to increase the search speed.

error.dat”

0.4
a 50 100 150 200 250 300

Figure 6. Tabu of size 20 (best solution min-e = 0.409)

Increasing the size of the Tabu list above 10-15 elements
decreases the performance of the algorithm without significant
better results (mostly under 10™ for the maximum error).

III. APPROACHES

A. RSDP: Reduced Search Dynamic Programming

The reference algorithms for curve approximations for the
Min-€ criterion are mostly based on dynamic programming
[12]: they usually provide the minimal error at a computational
cost of O@r’). It is possible to reduce this complexity,
constraining the search when near-optimal solutions are
acceptable — lowering the computational cost to O(n’/k) : in
the following experiments, RSDP stands for Reduced Search
Dynamic Programming [7].

B. MR : Multi Resolution

In [9], we introduced a top-down multi resolution algorithm
TDMR designed to compute iteratively nested approximations
with a complexity (at the best case) of O(n): it features
sequential processing of RSDP-like processing and outputs a
multiresolution solution to the approximation problem.
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C. [-TMMS : Refine with equidistant initialization

This processing involves the refine function (described above)
starting with a first curve of k points to correct: each k; point is
initially set at equidistant position on the S, curve (rounded to
the nearest index). 2*k loops are performed.

D. SPLT : Split

Starting with an initial curve of ky=2 points (the first and last
point of S.), this algorithm performs k-2 split operations to
reach the final k elements for A..

E. MRG : Merge

Likewise, this algorithm starts with the complete curve S, — as
the full collection of indexes for A, — and decimates iteratively
the points (by the mean of merge operators) until the number
of remaining elements reaches k elements in A..

F. MR/TMMS

A multiresolution process (MR) is performed [9], refined by
the tabu move/merge/split (TMMS) sequence of operators.

G. SPLT/TMMS

The SPLT (split) is performed, followed by the refine (tabu
move/merge/split) TMMS process.

H. MRG/TMMS

The MRG (merge) is performed, followed by the refine (tabu
move/merge/split) TMMS process.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

The experiments have been performed on 10 curves S,
depicting the costal maps of Western Europe. The 10 curves S,
have at least n = 8192 points.

We measure the fidelity of an approximation using the
following formula:

Finethod = ErDsP/Emethod

where E is the Min-¢error.
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0,9000
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Figure 7. Femoa for different values of & (number of points in A)

RSDP, that is near-optimal, is used as reference solution. Fig.7
shows the Fidelity for all the experimented methods.
Basically, the TMMS procedure boosts the experimented
methods for low & values. ISM performs quite well for values
of k << n: it is only outperformed by MR and MR/TMMS :
for k>64, ISM gives the worst results. MR/TMMS seems to
improve marginally the error of MR. The TMMS procedure
introduces a time cost that is measurable for all experimented
methods in Fig.8.
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Figure 8. Evaluation for all experimented methods of computation time (in
sec.) for different values of k.

V. CONCLUSION

We have introduced the use of move/mergel/split operators
using a Tabu-like selection to refine an existing approximation
curve. We compared this approach with other sub optimal
algorithms, namely fop down multiresolution, split algorithm
and merge algorithm. The TMMS procedure offers some
boosting capability for the crudest approximations and could
probably be used directly inside a multiresolution approach to
improve the overall fidelity of the provided approximations a
low level of resolution.

REFERENCES

[1] Chen D.Z., Daescu O.. “Space-efficient algorithms for
approximating polygonal curves in two-dimensional space”. In Int. Conf.
on Computing and Combinatorics, Lecture Notes in Computer Science,
volume 1449, pp 4554, 1998.

[2] Douglas D., Peucker T., "Algorithms for the reduction of the
number of points required to represent a digitized line or its caricature",
The Canadian Cartographer 10(2), pp112-122, 1973.

[3] Glover F., Laguna M. “Tabu Search”. Kluwer, Norwell, MA, 1997.

[4] Hershberger J., Snoeyink J., "Speeding Up the Douglas-Peucker
Line-Simplification Algorithm", Proceedings 5th Symp on Data
Handling, 134-143. UBC Tech Report TR-92-07, 1992.

[5] Horng J.-H. “Improving fitting quality of polygonal approximation
by using the dynamic programming technique”. Pattern Recognition
Letters, 23:pp1657-1673, 2002.

[6] Imai H., Iri. M. “Polygonal approximations of a curve -

formulations and algorithms”. Computational Morphology, pp 71-86,
1988.

1363



[7] Kolesnikov A., Frinti P., “Reduced-search Dynamic Programming
for Approximation of Polygonal Curves” Pattern Recognition Letters
24:pp2243-2254, 2003.

[8] Kolesnikov A., Frianti P., Wu X., “Multiresolution Polygonal
Approximation of Digital Curves” Proceedings of the 17th International
Conference on Pattern Recognition ICPR’04 pp855-858 2004.

[9] Marteau P.F., Ménier G. “Adaptive multiresolution and dedicated
elastic matching in linear time complexity for time series data mining”.
In Sixth International Coference on Intelligent Systems Design and
Applications, pp 700-706, 2006.

[10] Marteau, P.F., Time Warp Edit Distances with Stiffness Adjustment
for Time Series Matching, IEEE Transactions on Pattern Analysis and
Machine Intelligence, Volume: 31, Issue: 2, pp. 306-318, Feb. 2009.

[11] Melkman A., O’Rourke J. “On Polygonal chain approximation”
Computationnal Morphology. Elsevier Science Publishers B.V. North
Holland pp 87-95, 1988.

[12] Perez JC., Vidal E., “Optimum Polygonal Approximation of
Digitized Curves” Pattern Recognition Letters 15:pp743 — 750, 1994.

[13] Pikaz A., Dinstein I.. “An algorithm for polygonal approximation
based on iterative point elimination”. Pat- tern Recognition Letters,
16:pp557-563, 1995.

[14] Rosin R.L. “Techniques for assessing polygonal approximations of
curves”. IEEE Trans. Pattern Analysis and Machine Intelligence,
14:pp659-666, 1997.

[15] Salotti M.. “An efficient algorithm for the optimal polygonal
approximation of digitized curves”. Pattern Recognition Letters,
22:pp215-221,2001.

[16] Visvalingam M., Whyatt J. “Line generalization by repeated
elimination of points”. Cartographic Journal, 30:pp46-51, 1993

[17] Y. Zhu and L.D. Seneviratne. “Optimal polygonal approximation of
digitized curves”. In IEEE Proc.-Vis. Image Signal Process, volume 144,
pp814-1997.

1364




<<
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /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 false
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /Algerian
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /Bauhaus93
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /Centaur
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /ColonnaMT
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /CooperBlack
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /FootlightMTLight
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Impact
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KuenstlerScript-Black
    /KuenstlerScript-Medium
    /KuenstlerScript-TwoBold
    /KunstlerScript
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /MediciScriptLTStd
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NuptialScript
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /Ravie
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /SimSun
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /Stencil
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /TempusSansITC
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Bold
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldCond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-BoldIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Cond
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-CondIt
    /TimesNewRomanMTStd-Italic
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VinerHandITC
    /Vivaldii
    /VladimirScript
    /Webdings
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /ZapfChanceryStd-Demi
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /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 1.50000
  /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 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /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 PDFs that match the "Recommended"  settings for PDF Specification 4.0)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


