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Abstract 
Traditional probability-based structural reliability analysis method can only consider random uncertainties 
described by random distribution functions, which required sufficient experimental samples. On comparison, 
interval uncertainties can be more appropriate when lacking information. In realistic situations, several 
structural reliability models considering mixed probabilistic and interval variables are proposed. Besides 
choosing reliability model according to the information available of the uncertainties, this paper presents a 
perspective in structural design that for a specific design, the controllable structural uncertain parameters 
should be better described as interval variables while other uncontrollable uncertain parameters such as 
external loads described as random variables if sufficient information is available. The corresponding 
reliability analysis model is proposed. Further, for simple truss structures, this paper demonstrates that the 
extreme hybrid reliability index can be attained when the interval variables reach their upper or lower bounds. 
To solve the hybrid reliability index, a sequential single-loop strategy combined with an intermediate-variable 
based response surface and the method of moving asymptotes optimization solver is proposed. Finally, 
numerical examples are given to demonstrate the applicability of the proposed method and concluding 
remarks are made. 
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1 INTRODUCTION 

Uncertainty exists widely in practical engineering structures, and sometimes these uncertainties may lead to the 
unexpected failure of structures. With the very powerful tools of probabilistic theory and the ever increasing 
computational method, probability-based reliability analysis method has been a successful method to consider 
uncertainties, and many techniques such as first order reliability method (FORM) (Hasofer, Lind, 1974; Rackwitz, Flessler, 
1978), second order reliability method (SORM) (Breitung, 1984; Polidori et al. 1999a) and Monte-Carlo simulation 
method (MCS) (Hurtado, Barbat, 1998) are well established for this method. Though well developed, probability-based 
reliability analysis method can only consider uncertainties which are described by random distributions. But to construct 
such random distributions, large experimental samples, which are not always available, are required. Further, Elishakoff 
(1995a) pointed out that in particular cases a small error in the random distribution function may cause large errors in 
the reliability analysis results. 

Due to the disadvantages of the probability-based reliability method mentioned above, in 1990s, Ben-Haim and 
Elishakoff (1990) proposed the convex sets such as ellipsoid and interval to consider uncertainties. Compared with the 
probabilistic variables, convex model needs only bounds of the uncertainties which are more convenient to obtain. After 
that, Ben-Haim (1999b; 2004) proposed the info-gap theory and used robustness function to assess the robustness of 
the structures. Guo et al. (2001) presented non-probabilistic reliability index, which is evaluated as the ratio between the 
nominal value to the dispersion of performance function, to evaluate the structural reliability considering interval 
uncertainties. Cao and Duan (2005a) used the shortest distance from the origin point to the limit-state function in the 
normalized space to define the hybrid reliability index on the basis of convex set. Wang et al. (2007a) considered the 
stress-strength interference situation and took the ratio of the volume of safe region to the total volume of the region 
constructed by the basic interval variables as the measure of structural non-probability reliability. Jiang et al. (2007b) 
proposed an interval satisfaction degree method. 

In practical engineering, a more realistic situation is that some uncertain parameters have sufficient samples which 
can be used to construct the random distribution functions while others are lacking information that can only be treated 
as intervals. Currently, an increasing number of studies have been contributed to the hybrid reliability models. Ben-Haim 
and Elishakoff (1995b) pointed out that due to the existence of interval variables, the structural reliability is no longer a 
single value, but an interval. Guo and Lu (2002) proposed a two-stage performance function method to deal with the 
hybrid reliability analysis considering probabilistic and interval uncertainties. Qiu et al. (2008a) utilized interval analysis 
and employed parameter estimation methods to evaluate the reliability interval. Du et al. (2005b) treated probabilistic 
and interval uncertainties as independent variables and transformed the double level optimization procedure into a 
sequential single level one, short for SSL, which greatly improved the computational efficiency. Jiang et al. (2012a; 2011a) 
divided the hybrid probabilistic and convex reliability model into two types, named “type I hybrid model” and “type II 
hybrid model”, in which the former referred to that the probabilistic and convex variables are included separately while 
the latter meant that only probabilistic variables are adopted to describe the uncertainties but the characteristic values 
of the random distribution function were intervals. Kang and Luo (2010a) combined the probabilistic and convex set 
variables to perform the reliability-based optimization and developed efficient methods to improve the computational 
efficiency. Gao et al. (2010b; 2011b) presented a mixed perturbation MC method for static and reliability analysis of 
structural systems with a mixture of random and interval parameters. Yoo and Lee (2013) proposed sampling-based 
method and employed MCS method to evaluate the hybrid reliability. 

It is worth noting that in the studies on hybrid reliability models mentioned above, the probabilistic and interval 
uncertainties are selected according to the known information of the uncertainties. However, for a specific structural 
design, those controllable parameters such as structural geometry and material properties are better described as 
interval variables. Because it is a more acceptable way if the controllable parameters of structural components are 
satisfied within the interval requirement, the structures will absolutely be safe. While for other parameters such as 
external loads, if there have sufficient information, it is better described as random variables. Take a building structure 
in civil engineering for example, the geometric parameters of the columns and beams should better be satisfied the 
interval requirement in order to make the building absolutely work as expected under given loads. The designers have 
the right to refuse the unsatisfied components since it may bring dangerous disasters. For external loads, because there 
have lots of historical records for the loads such as winds and earthquakes in a specific place, it can be modeled as random 
variables. 

This paper aims to present the idea of structural reliability considering hybrid probabilistic and interval variables, 
and proposes the corresponding reliability analysis model. Further, it demonstrates that for truss structures under the 
proposed reliability model, the reliability can attain its extreme value when the interval variables take either their upper 
or lower bound value. The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. Section 2 proposes the new reliability analysis 
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model considering mixed probabilistic and interval variables. Section 3 demonstrates that for truss structures, the 
reliability can attain its extreme value when interval variables reach their interval bounds. Section 4 provides several 
numerical examples and finally, concluding remarks are given in Section 5. 

2 RELIABILITY MODEL CONSIDERING PROBABILISTIC AND INTERVAL VARIABLES 

2.1 Probability-based reliability model 

In the traditional probability-based reliability analysis method, the uncertainties are modeled as random variables 
which are described by random distribution functions. The structural failure probability can be evaluated by 

( )Pr[ ( ) ] ( )f X n1G 0P 0 fG dx dx≤= ≤ = …∫ ∫ XX x   (1) 

where Pr[ ]⋅  denotes the probability, ,{ }, , T
1 2 nX X X…=X  denotes the vector of random variables, ( )Xf x  is the joint 

probability density function of X , )(G X  denotes a limit-state function and the structural failure state is denoted by 
)(G 0<X . Usually the above integration is unable to evaluate, and many approximated techniques such as FORM, SORM 

and MCS method are well developed to approximate the integration. 

2.2 Probabilistic and interval hybrid reliability model 

With the idea that those controllable parameters be modeled as interval variables while other parameters, if there 
have sufficient samples, be modeled as random variables, the structural hybrid reliability model can be defined as the 
structural minimum probabilistic reliability or maximum structural failure probability under all the combinations of the 
interval variables, mathematically it can be expressed as 

max Pr[ ( , ) ]fP G 0= ≤
Y

X Y   (2) 

where ,{ }, , T
1 2 nX X X…=X  denotes the vector of random variables, },{ , ,1 2 mYY Y…=Y  denotes the vector of interval variables, 

Pr[ ]⋅  denotes the probability, ,( )G X Y  denotes a limit-state function and ( , )G 0≤X Y  denotes the failure state of structures. 
Compared with the probability-based reliability model, due to the existence of the interval variables, the failure 

probability is no longer a value, but an interval. So the hybrid reliability model mentioned above is to find the maximum 
failure probability in the interval. If reliability index is adopted to represent the probability, recalled that reliability index 
is the shortest distance from the origin point to the limit-state function in the normalized random variable space, the 
hybrid reliability index can be defined as the shortest distance from the origin point to the limit-state function cluster in 
the normalized random variable space. Let U  and V  are the normalized vector of random and interval variables 
respectively, then hybrid reliability index can be mathematically expressed as Eqn. (3), schematically seen as Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: Representation of hybrid reliability index 
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3 EXTREME RELIABILITY VALUES FOR TRUSS STRUCTURES 

The probabilistic and interval hybrid reliability model proposed in Sec. 2 has the mathematical form as Eqn. (3). If 
hybrid reliability index is adopted to approximate the hybrid reliability probability, it can be obviously found that the 
evaluation of hybrid reliability index is in fact a double level optimization procedure. To solve this problem, Du et al. 
(2005b) proposed a sequential single level (SSL) procedure to transform the double level procedure into single level 
procedure. Kang and Luo (2010a) employed performance measure approach (PMA) and developed an efficient iteration 
scheme for the hybrid reliability based optimization. Jiang et al. (2012b) simply took interval variables as uniformly 
distribution random variables within the interval and transform the hybrid problem into random problem, and 
demonstrated that the two problems will converge to the same solution. 

Recently, Guo et al. (2008b) found that the structural responses of truss structures taking Young’s moduli of the 
bars as interval uncertainties will attain their extreme values when interval variables take either their upper or lower 
bound values. This conclusion has significant meaning in the worst case analysis since it can provide with the global 
solution under the double level optimization problem in which global solution of the inner optimization problem must 
be satisfied. Based on this conclusion, it can be further demonstrated that the following theorem is tenable. 

Theorem: 
For the hybrid reliability model presented in Section 2, the extreme hybrid reliability index of truss structures can 

be attained at a combination of interval variables’ bounds. 
Proof: 
Assume that hybrid reliability index β  of the truss structures taking Young’s moduli or cross section areas of bars 

as interval uncertainties has its minimum value at ( , )p pU V . According to the definition of hybrid reliability index, β  is the 
shortest distance from the origin of coordinates to the limit-state function cluster ( , )G 0=U V  in the normalized random 
variable space, where U  and V  are normalized random variable and interval variable vectors, respectively. Then for the 
given pU , ( , )pG U V  should satisfied 

( , )pG 0≥U V   (4) 

Consider the following two situations: 
(1) If pV  is already the combination of the bounds of interval variables, then the theorem is demonstrated. 
(2) If pV  is not the combination of the interval bounds, according to the definition of the hybrid reliability index, we 

have 

( , ) ( , )p p p pG R S 0= − =U V U V   (5) 

where R  is the structural resistance, ( , )p pS U V  is the structural responses. Since pU  is fixed, based on the conclusion of 

Guo et al. (2008b), there will always be a combination of interval bounds *V  that make the structural responses *( , )pG U V  
attain its extreme value, that is 

*( , ) ( , )p p pS S>U V U V   (6) 

Substituting Eqn. (6) into Eqn. (5), one obtained 

* *( , ) ( , ) ( , )p p p pG R S R S 0= − < − =U V U V U V   (7) 

Obvious Eqn. (7) is contradicted with Eqn. (4), that is to say there always exists another point *( , )pU V  making β  

smaller to that evaluated at ( , )p pU V , thus *( , )pU V  will be the new design point. Therefore, if pV  is not the combination 
of the interval bounds, the hybrid reliability index of truss structures will not reach its extreme value, and the theorem is 
demonstrated. 

With this property, the evaluation of the hybrid reliability index can be restricted to those combinations of the 
bounds of interval variables. 
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4 SOLUTION ALGORITHM OF HYBRID RELIABILITY INDEX 

Mathematical model of hybrid reliability index for truss structures is shown in Eqn. (3), obviously it is a double-layer 
nested optimization problem. In order to solve the hybrid reliability index, Du et al. (2005b) proposed a sequential single-
loop (SSL) method to transform the double-layer nested optimization problem into single layer optimization problem, 
which improves the computational efficiency. Jiang et al. (2012b) treat interval variables as random variables with 
uniform distributions, and solve the model by probabilistic reliability theories. Han et al. (2014) proposed a method to 
construct a response surface with both interval variables and random variables, then Monte Carlo simulation method is 
used to solve the failure probability based on the response surface. 

In this paper, the basic idea of sequential single-loop method proposed by Du et al. (2005b) is adopted to solve the 
double-layer nested optimization problem. The basic calculation steps are as follows: 

(1) Setup the initial design points for both random variables and interval variables; 
(2) Fix random variables, find the combination of interval bounds which minimize the limit-state function; 
(3) Fix interval variables, calculate the most probable point (MPP) and the corresponding reliability index; 
(4) Check the convergences of both MPP and interval variables. If not convergent, then go to step 2, otherwise, quit 

the procedure with convergent MPP and the combination of interval variables. 
Different with the method proposed by Du et al. (2005b), the method of moving asymptotes (MMA) (Svanberg, 

1987) is adopted as the optimization solver in step 2, and an intermediate-variable based response surface method are 
constructed to find out the MPP and the corresponding reliability index in step 3. With these two strategies, the accuracy 
and the computational efficiency will be further improved. 

5 NUMERICAL EXAMPLES 

With the idea that structural controllable parameters should be described as interval variables while other 
parameters as probabilistic variables, in this section, two numerical examples are presented to illustrate the property 
that the minimum reliability index of truss structures, which taking Young’s moduli or cross sectional areas as interval 
uncertainties, can be attained at a combination of the interval bounds. 

5.1 Ten-bar truss 

As shown in Figure 2, the hybrid reliability index of a ten-bar truss structure suffering from cross sectional areas as 
interval uncertainties and external loads as random uncertainties is considered in this example. Three random 
concentrated loads are applied to nodes 5 and 6. The cross sectional areas of ten bars are treated as interval variables. 
Characteristic values of the random distribution function and interval variables are listed in Table 1. Young’s modulus of 
each bar is . 71 0 10× psi. The truss structure should satisfy the requirement that the vertical displacement of node 3 be less 
than an allowable value ymaxd 20= in. 
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Figure 2: Ten-bar truss with mixed uncertainties 
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Table 1 Distributions of the uncertain parameters in ten-bar truss structure 

Uncertainties Parameter 1 Parameter 2 Distribution 

1 10A A  . 22 5 in  .0 1  Interval 

1 2F F  510 lbs−  .0 1  Normal 

3F  45 10 lbs×  .0 1  Normal 

For interval variables, parameter 1 is the nominal value and parameter 2 is the ratio between dispersion and the 
nominal value; for random normal distribution, parameter 1 is the mean value and parameter 2 is the coefficient of 
variance. 

To solve this problem, a sequential single-loop procedure is employed to improve the efficiency, an intermediate- 
variable based response surface method is used to approximate the limit-state functions and the MMA solver is adopted 
as the optimization solver. The analysis results are listed in Table 2. As can be seen from Table 2, all the interval variables 
reach their upper or lower bounds, which is coincident with the conclusion in section 3. And this combination is also a 
worst case solution in Guo et al. (2008b). 

Table 2 Analysis results of ten-bar truss structure 

Interval 
variables 

1A  2.25 

2A  2.25 

3A  2.25 

4A  2.25 

5A  2.25 

6A  2.75 

7A  2.25 

8A  2.25 

9A  2.25 

10A  2.25 

Random 
variables 

1F  -105089.07 

2F  -113256.83 

3F  50652.73 

  1.43  

5.2 25-bar truss structure 

Consider a 25-bar truss structure, as shown in Figure 3. The external loads are treated as random variables and the 
cross sectional areas are treated as interval variables, their characteristic parameters are listed in Table 3. Young’s 
modulus and density of each bar are 29000ksi and 0.1lb/in3, respectively. There is a vertical displacement constraint 

ymaxd 10= in on node 9. 



Structural reliability model considering mixed probabilistic and interval variables Xianqi Deng 

Latin American Journal of Solids and Structures, 2020, 17(1), e241 7/9 

6*600=3600in

60
0i
n

P1 P2 P3

P4 1 2 3 4 5

6
7891011

12

(1) (2) (3) (4)

(5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)

(11) (12) (13) (14) (15)(16)

(17)

(18)

(19)

(20)

(21)

(22)

(23)

(24)

(25)

 
Figure 3: 25 -bar truss with mixed uncertainties 

With the same solution strategies as example 1, the sequential single-loop procedure combined with the 
intermediate-variable based response surface method and the MMA optimization solver is used, and the analysis results 
are listed in Table 4. It can also be seen from Table 4 that all the interval variables lie on their upper or lower bounds, 
which coincidences with the theorem proposed in section 3. 

Table 3 Distributions of the uncertain parameters in 25-bar truss structure 

Uncertainties Parameter 1 Parameter 2 Distribution 

1 10A A  210 in  .0 1  Interval 

211 5A A  25 in  .0 2  Interval 

,1 3P P  400 kip−  .0 1  Normal 

2P  500 kip−  .0 1  Normal 

4P  300 kip  .0 2  Normal 

For interval variables, parameter 1 is the nominal value and parameter 2 is the ratio between dispersion and the 
nominal value; for random normal distribution, parameter 1 is the mean value and parameter 2 is the coefficient of 
variance. 

Table 4 Analysis results of 25-bar truss structure 

Interval 

variables 

1A  11.00 14A  4.00 

2A  9.00 15A  4.00 

3A  9.00 16A  6.00 

4A  11.00 17A  4.00 

5A  11.00 18A  6.00 

6A  11.00 19A  4.00 

7A  11.00 20A  4.00 

8A  11.00 21A  4.00 

9A  9.00 22A  4.00 

10A  11.00 23A  6.00 

11A  4.00 24A  4.00 

12A  4.00 25A  6.00 

13A  4.00  

Random 

variables 
1F  -404.17 2F  -621.65 

3F  -404.15 4F  311.64 

β  2.45 
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6 CONCLUSION 

This paper studies the structural reliability model considering both random and interval variables from a new 
perspective, which is to describe the structural controllable uncertain parameters such as structural geometry and 
material strength as interval variables while other uncontrollable uncertain parameters such as external loads as random 
variables. Corresponding reliability model are constructed which is defined as the minimum failure probability under all 
combinations of intervals. If hybrid reliability index is used to approximate this probability, the hybrid reliability index 
can be represented as the shortest distance from the origin point to the limit-state function clusters in the normalized 
random variable space. Further, based on the conclusion that structural responses of truss structures taking Young’s 
moduli or cross sectional areas of bars as interval variables will attain their extreme values while interval variables are at 
their bounds, the hybrid reliability index for truss structures will also attain its minimum value with the combination of 
the interval bounds when Young’s moduli or cross sectional areas of bars are selected as interval variables. A sequential 
single-loop strategy with response surface and MMA optimization solver is adopted to solve the hybrid reliability index. 
Finally, some numerical examples are given to illustrate this property and the applicability of the proposed method. 

Editor: Marcílio Alves. 

References 

Ben-Haim, Y. (1999b). Set-models of information-gap uncertainty: axioms and an inference scheme. Journal of the Franklin 
Institute 336, 1093-1117. 

Ben-Haim, Y. (2004). Uncertainty, probability and information-gaps. Reliability Engineering and System Safety 85, 249-266. 

Ben-Haim, Y., Elishakoff, I. (1990). Convex models of uncertainty in applied mechanics, Elsevier Amsterdam. 

Ben-Haim, Y., Elishakoff, I. (1995b). Discussion on: A non-probabilistic concept of reliability. Structural Safety 17, 195-199. 

Breitung, K. (1984). Asymptotic approximations for multinormal integrals. Journal of Engineering Mechanics 110, 357-366. 

Cao, H. J., Duan, B. Y. (2005a). An approach on the non-probabilistic reliability of structures based on uncertainty convex 
models. Chinese Journal of Computational Mechanics 22, 546-549. 

Du, X., Sudjianto, A., Huang, B. (2005b). Reliability-based design with the mixture of random and interval variables. Journal of 
Mechanical Design 127, 1068-1076. 

Elishakoff, I. (1995a). Essay on uncertainties in elastic and viscoelastic structures: from AM Freudenthal's criticisms to modern 
convex modeling. Computers and Structures 56, 871-895. 

Gao, W., Song, C., Tin-Loi, F. (2010b). Probabilistic interval analysis for structures with uncertainty. Structural Safety 32, 191-
199. 

Gao, W., Wu, D., Song, C., et al. (2011b). Hybrid probabilistic interval analysis of bar structures with uncertainty using a mixed 
perturbation Monte-Carlo method. Finite Elements in Analysis and Design 47, 643-652. 

Guo, S. X., Lu, Z. Z. (2002). Hybrid probabilistic and non-probabilistic model of structural reliability. Journal of Mechanical 
Strength 24, 524-526. 

Guo, S. X., Lu, Z. Z., Feng, Y. S. (2001). A non-probabilistic model of structural reliability based on interval analysis. Chinese 
Journal of Computational Mechanics 18, 56-60. 

Guo, X., Bai, W., Zhang, W. (2008b). Extreme structural response analysis of truss structures under material uncertainty via 
linear mixed 0–1 programming. International Journal for Numerical Methods in Engineering 76, 253-277. 

Han, X., Jiang, C., Liu, L. X., et al. (2014). Response-surface-based structural reliability analysis with random and interval mixed 
uncertainties. Science China 57, 1322-1334. 

Hasofer, A. M., Lind, N. C. (1974). Exact and invariant second-moment code format. Journal of the Engineering Mechanics 
Division 100, 111-121. 

Hurtado, J. E., Barbat, A. H. (1998). Monte Carlo techniques in computational stochastic mechanics. Archives of Computational 
Methods in Engineering 5, 3-29. 



Structural reliability model considering mixed probabilistic and interval variables Xianqi Deng 

Latin American Journal of Solids and Structures, 2020, 17(1), e241 9/9 

Jiang, C., Han, X., Li, W. X., et al. (2012a). A hybrid reliability approach based on probability and interval for uncertain 
structures. Journal of Mechanical Design 134, 031001. 

Jiang, C., Han, X., Liu, G. R. (2007b). Optimization of structures with uncertain constraints based on convex model and 
satisfaction degree of interval. Computer Methods in Applied Mechanics and Engineering 196, 4791-4800. 

Jiang, C., Li, W. X., Han, X., et al. (2011a). Structural reliability analysis based on random distributions with interval parameters. 
Computers & Structures 89, 2292-2302. 

Jiang, C., Lu, G. Y., Han, X., et al. (2012b). A new reliability analysis method for uncertain structures with random and interval 
variables. International Journal of Mechanics and Materials in Design 8, 169-182. 

Kang, Z., Luo, Y. (2010a). Reliability-based structural optimization with probability and convex set hybrid models. Structural 
and Multidisciplinary Optimization 42, 89-102. 

Polidori, D. C., Beck, J. L., Papadimitriou, C. (1999a). New approximations for reliability integrals. Journal of engineering 
mechanics 125, 466-475. 

Qiu, Z., Yang, D., Elishakoff, I. (2008a). Combination of structural reliability and interval analysis. Acta Mechanica Sinica 24, 61-
67. 

Rackwitz, R., Flessler, B. (1978). Structural reliability under combined random load sequences. Computers & Structures 9, 489-
494. 

Svanberg, K. (1987). The method of moving asymptotes—a new method for structural optimization. International journal for 
numerical methods in engineering 24, 359-373. 

Wang, X. J., Qiu, Z. P., Wu, Z. (2007a). Non-probabilistic set-based model for structural reliability. ACTA MECHANICA SINICA-
CHINESE EDITION- 39, 641. 

Yoo, D., Lee, I. (2013). Sampling-based approach for design optimization in the presence of interval variables. Structural and 
Multidisciplinary Optimization, 1-14. 



<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /All

  /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 1.7

  /CompressObjects /Off

  /CompressPages false

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends false

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /UseDeviceIndependentColor

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness false

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments false

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages false

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages true

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 355

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50141

  /EncodeColorImages true

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /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 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages true

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 355

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50141

  /EncodeGrayImages true

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /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 false

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages true

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 2400

  /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 (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV <>

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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

      /BleedOffset [

        0

        0

        0

        0

      ]

      /ConvertColors /NoConversion

      /DestinationProfileName (U.S. Web Coated \(SWOP\) v2)

      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /ClipComplexRegions true

        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false

        /ConvertTextToOutlines false

        /GradientResolution 300

        /LineArtTextResolution 1200

        /PresetName ([High Resolution])

        /PresetSelector /HighResolution

        /RasterVectorBalance 1

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure true

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks true

      /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

    >>

    <<

      /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

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice





