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Abstract. Multi-objective optimization with 3D finite element model is a complex and time consuming process. Output space-mapping techniques 
allow having an affordable computation cost with a minimum number of computationally expensive FEM evaluations. In this paper, a three-level 
adapted output space-mapping technique is proposed to assist two-objective optimization problems. Three models having different granularity and 
describing the same device are used jointly in the optimization process. The results for the safety isolating transformer show that the proposed 
algorithm allows saving a substantial amount of computation time compared to the classical two-level output space-mapping technique.  
 
Streszczenie. Przedmiotem artykułu jest dwukryterialna optymalizacja, trójpoziomowa, wykorzystująca metody odwzorowania zewnętrznej 
przestrzeni. Przypadek techniczny (transformator bezpieczeństwa) przeanalizowano trzema metodami, różniącymi się od siebie ziarnistością. Wyniki 
analizy wskazały na istotną redukcję czasu obliczeń w porównaniu do podejścia klasycznego dwupoziomowego. (Trójpoziomowa metoda 
adaptująca odwzorowanie zewnętrznej przestrzeni dla dwukryterialnej optymalizacji) 
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Słowa kluczowe: wielokryterialność. MES, trójpoziomowość, odwzorowanie przestrzeni zewnętrznej 
 
 
Introduction 

Optimal design of electrical machines using high fidelity 
models, such as FEM runs into the wall of the computation 
time and of the number of parameters. Indeed, FEM is 
sensitive to numerical noise, its results depend on the mesh 
quality [1] and one evaluation of such model is 
computationally expensive. Therefore an analytical model is 
preferred within an optimization process for time-saving 
reason and the FEM is used as a virtual prototype in the 
late stage in order to validate the design. 

The space-mapping optimization technique appears as 
a promising trade-off. It allows benefiting both from the 
rapidity of the analytical model (coarse model) and the 
accuracy of the FEM (fine model) by aligning them. Several 
variants of space-mapping technique [2]-[3] have recently 
being used in solving optimization problems of 
electromagnetic devices [4]-[6]. Among them, the output 
space-mapping (OSM) is the most recent and effective 
method. The OSM technique avoids numerical noise and 
has a faster convergence by reducing the use of the FEM 
during the optimization process. 

Realistic design systems need to consider a multi-
objective problem. The aim of multi-objective algorithms is 
to find compromise solutions rather than a single optimal 
one. Solving these problems requires building the Pareto 
front, which helps the designer to find a satisfying solution 
[7]. Many methods allow solving multi-objective problems, 
such as the well-known weighted sum (WS), ε-constraint 
methods [8] and non-dominated sorting genetic algorithm II 
(NSGA-II) [9]. Unfortunately, all these algorithms require a 
very high number of model evaluations. This is not 
compatible with the time consuming FEM. In order to have 
an affordable computation cost for two-objective 
optimization problems, the adapted OSM technique is 
proposed in [5]. In the adapted OSM, the scalar corrective 
coefficients of the model outputs are replaced by a set of 
corrective spline cubic functions. An extended and accurate 
Pareto optimal set can be obtained in an acceptable limit.  

However the computation time of the conventional OSM 
(2L-OSM) is still rather high when one FEM evaluation is 
time-consuming such as 3D FEM, and the number of 
evaluations is important. To overcome this problem, a 3-
level OSM (3L-OSM) algorithm is proposed in [11] using a 
medium model in terms of accuracy and computation time. 
This means that three models of the device are used. The 
added medium model is used to reduce the evaluations of 
the fin model, following the decrease of optimization time. 

The aim of this paper is to adapt the 3L-OSM for two-
objective optimization problems.  

This paper is structured in three main parts. Firstly, the 
principle of the conventional OSM technique is presented. 
Secondly, the proposed 3L-OSM strategy for two-objective 
problems is proposed. Thirdly, the proposed algorithm is 
tested on a safety isolating transformer. The solutions and 
computation time of the 2L-OSM are compared to 3L-OSM. 
To conclude, the advantages of using the proposed 
algorithm are highlighted. 
 
2-Level adapted Output Space Mapping 

OSM technique is a common approach for the 
optimization of devices represented by accurate, but time 
consuming models. It has been recently used for solving 
optimization problems of electromagnetic converters. This 
technique requires two models: a coarse model and a fine 
one of the device to be optimally sized. The coarse model is 
faster but less accurate. This coarse model could be 
empirical, analytical or interpolated. The optimization is 
carried out with the coarse model and the final results are 
computed with the fine model. The OSM aligns iteratively 
the outputs of the coarse model and the fine one by adding 
correctors to the coarse model. For the design of 
electromagnetic devices, the coarse model is an analytical 
model and the fine one is a FEM as usually. The design 
space exploration is done by the optimization with the 
analytical model, avoiding thus the possible numerical noise 
and mesh problems [1]. By aligning the both models, the 
optimization results are given by the FEM evaluation, and 
the precision is assured. Therefore the OSM technique 
benefits both the rapidity of the analytical model and the 
accuracy of the FEM.  

In order to adapt two-objective problems, the OSM 
technique combined with ε-constraint method is applied. 
Compared to mono-objective problems, a set of corrective 
functions instead of the scalar corrective coefficients is used 
to adjust coarse model outputs, and the Pareto optimal set 
obtained with the coarse model extends and gets close to 
the real one iteratively. The corrective functions can be 
obtained using interpolation functions. Within the OSM 
technique, the role of the fine model is to adjust coarse 
model outputs, in order to better fulfill the constraints. The 
adapted OSM provides a practical way not only to build an 
accurate Pareto optimal set but also to maintain a 
reasonable computation time.  
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A. Two-objective optimization using ε-constraint 
The ε-constraint method is a useful approach to build a 

Pareto optimal set including the nonconvex region. It 
consists to transform a multi-objective problem into a single-
objective problem [8]. One of the objectives is chosen and 
the others are transformed into inequality constraints: 

(1)  xfx i
x X

 min*  s.t.   jij xf  and   0xg f  

 
where fi(x) - the objective kept, fj≠i(x) - the other objectives, 
gf(x) - the ordinary constraints, and εj - the threshold values. 
By varying εj between εj

min and εj
max, the Pareto front can be 

found. In the case of two-objective optimization problem, 
εj

min can be found by minimizing fj≠i(x) and εj
max can be found 

by minimizing fi(x). 
 
B. 2 level adapted OSM Technique 

Both the evaluation numbers of fine models and the 
computational time of optimization are decreased using 
space-mapping technique compared to the single-level 
optimization. 

In general, the coarse computationally cheaper model is 
denoted by c(x)Rm with xX Rn, and the fine 
computationally expensive model is denoted by f(x)Rm 
with xX Rn. The nonlinear constraints of the coarse and 
fine models are gc(x) and gf(x), respectively. 

This two-objective optimization problem given in (1) is 
hard to solve and is replaced by (2): 
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where yRm - a vector of design specification that can be 
zeros in the case of minimization.  j(ε)   Rp - the 
corrective functions, p - the number of responses 
(objectives and constraints). In conventional OSM,   is a 
set of p scalar coefficients expressed by (3).  
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The p scalar coefficients must be changed for each 

solution from the Pareto front, i.e. for each value of ε. The 
2L adapted OSM [5] replaces the scalar corrective 
coefficient   by the corrective functions expressed by (4): 
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where Sj - spline cubic interpolation functions which can 
avoid the oscillations compared to other polynomial 
interpolation approaches when the order is high. These 
functions are initialized to one and computed iteratively to 
have the same value for the outputs for the coarse and fine 
models. 

At each iteration, a two-objective optimization is 
performed using ε-constraint method and the coarse 
corrected model in order to obtain a new Pareto front in a 
short time. 2(j+1) solutions x* belonging to the Pareto optimal 
set are chosen and computed by the fine model f(xj*)Rm 
and gf(xj*). Then the corrective functions are updated using 
the results of the fine model.  

The algorithm stops when the following condition is 
checked: 
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where   - the required accuracy. The algorithm does not 

stop until the corrected coarse model responses are close 
enough to the fine model ones. 

In this study the conventional OSM technique is named 
2L adapted OSM because only two models are used. 
 
3-level OSM for bi-objective 

The purpose of 3L-OSM algorithm [11] is to reduce even 
more the computation time compared to the conventional 
2L-OSM. In order to do so, a model with a medium 
accuracy is added between the coarse and fine models and 
used within the OSM algorithm. The medium model has 
intermediate accuracy and computing time compared to the 
fine and coarse models. 
 
A. 3-level output space-mapping 

The medium-accuracy model is denoted by m(x) Rm. In 
this case, the inputs of the three models are the same. The 
nonlinear constraints of the medium model are gm(x). The 
strategy of the OSM consists of aligning the coarse model 
and the medium model by the corrective 
coefficients    Rm. These coefficients are initialized 
with one and computed iteratively in order to have the same 
values for the outputs of the coarse and medium models. 
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where β is used to correct the medium model as explained 
later. The space-mapping between the coarse and medium 
models stops when (8) is checked, 
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where   - the required accuracy and βj - constant during 

this part of the algorithm. The second step of the algorithm 
consists of calculating the outputs of the fine model with xj 
and aligning the medium model with the fine one using the p 
scalar coefficients β as follows:  
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In the case of two-objective problems, as in the 2L 

adapted OSM the corrective coefficients βj+1 can also 
replaced by the corrective functions expressed by (10). 
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where hj - spline cubic interpolation functions which is 
updated using the 2(j+1) solutions x* belonging to the Pareto 
optimal set Pareto optimal.  
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The 3L-OSM algorithm stops when the discrepancy 
between the corrected medium model and the fine one is 
small enough:  
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B. Proposed algorithm for bi-objective problem 

To summarize, the algorithm carries out the following 
main steps: 

0. Initialize j=0, β0,  0=I 
1. Build a Pareto front using the ε-constraint algorithm 

and the corrected coarse model c(xj,  j(ε)) to solve 
(2) 

2. Choose (2j+1) points on the Pareto front 
3. Evaluate the medium model with chosen points to 

compute m(xj) and gm(xj) 
4. Update the p corrective functions  j+1(ε) and βj+1 

=βj 
5. If (5) go to the next step, else j=j+1 go to step 2  
6. Evaluate the chosen points xj with the fine model, 

i.e. f(xj) and gf(xj) 
7.  Update the p corrective functions βj+1 with (10) 
8. If (11) stop the algorithm, else j=j+1 go to step 2 

 
Safety isolating transformer 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig.1 Transformer design variable 
 
Fig. 1 presents the safety isolating transformer. It is a 

one-phase step-down transformer [10]. It has been selected 
as a simple practical example capable to provide a 
demonstration of the proposed algorithm procedure. Three 
models of different accuracy are presented and integrated 
within the 3L-OSM algorithm as follows. 

 
A. Coarse model 

An analytical model of the safety isolating transformer 
was previously developed in [5] and is used here as the 
coarse model. The physical phenomena inside the 
transformer are decomposed into thermal, electric and 
magnetic models. They are expressed in equations with 
consideration of three assumptions: uniform distribution of 
magnetic induction in the iron core, no voltage-drop due to 
the magnetizing current and vertical magnetic field in the 
coils. Due to the coupling between electrical and thermal 
phenomena, the model is an aggregation of a two set of 
equations.  

 
B. Medium model 

The medium-level model of the transformer is a 3D FEM 
with light mesh, i.e. 4,893 nodes and 27,024 elements. A 

static thermal analysis is weakly coupled with 
electromagnetic steady-state analysis at full-load and no-
load. This model has a superior accuracy than the coarse 
model and it is faster than the 3D FEM with fine mesh: it 
has middle characteristics between those of the coarse 
model and the fine one. It gives acceptable results in a 
short simulation time. 

 
C. Fine model 

A high fidelity 3D FEM that includes 75,517 nodes and 
442,118 elements was developed and used in order to 
simulate the behavior of the safety isolating transformer to 
be sized. This model is used for the evaluation of the 
efficiency, primary current, secondary voltage, copper and 
iron losses and temperature, magnetizing current and no-
load voltage of the transformer. 
 
D. Accuracy and computation time 

An experimental transformer test bench is developed as 
shown in Fig. 2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig.2 Transformer test bench 

 
Table I presents the error of the three models compared 

to the measurement and computing time of each model for 
the existent device.  
 
Table I. Model accuracy and computation time 

type Max error (%) Time (s) 
Coarse 9.04 0.76 
Medium 6.96 65 

Fine 2.77 850 
 

The coarse model is 1118 faster than the fine one but it 
is the least accurate. The medium model is 13 times faster 
than the fine one but it is about 2.5 times less accurate. As 
expected, the fine model is the most accurate but it is the 
most time consuming. Based on these three models, a two-
objective optimization problem is formulated in the following 
part and solved using the proposed 3L-OSM algorithm. 
 
E. Optimization problem 

The optimal sizing problem of the safety isolating 
transformer was proposed as an optimization benchmark 
and the detailed problem can be found in [10]. The 
optimization problem is expressed as: 
   1,min mass  

(11) s.t. 

CcopperT 120 , CTiron 100 , 1.0
1
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 with 
 30,3a ,  95,14b ,  40,6c ,  80,10d , 
 1200,2001n ,  19,15.01S ,  19,15.02 S  

 
The optimal sizing problem consists of 7 design variables: 
four variables defining the transformer iron core geometry 
(a, b, c, d) as shown in Fig. 1, two variables for the section of 

wattmeter 

transformer 

rheostat 
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the enameled wires (S1, S2), and one variable for the number 
of primary turns n1. The goal of the optimization problem is 
to minimize the mass of the iron and copper materials and 
to maximize the transformer’s efficiency η  with respect to 
six constraints: the copper and iron temperatures Tcopper and 
Tiron should be less than 120°C and 100°C, respectively; 
The ratio between the magnetizing current I10 and the 
primary current I1 and the ratio between the secondary 
voltage drop V2 and the secondary voltage V2 should both 
be less than 0.1. The filling factors f1 and f2 of both coils 
should both be lower than 0.5. 
 
F. Optimization results 

The optimization is realized using both the conventional 
2L-OSM and the proposed 3L-OSM. Fig. 3 shows the 
Pareto front obtained using these two algorithms. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Fig.3. Pareto front of transformer 
 

The 8 solutions for the both Pareto fronts are very close 
and well distributed.  
 

The table II presents the comparison between the 2L-
OSM and 3L-OSM in terms of the computing time.  
 
Table II. Comparison between 3L-OSM and 2L-OSM with and 
without cubic interpolation of correctors 
 Algorithm  Computing time (s) 

With cubic 
interpolation 

2L-OSM 19456 
3L-OSM 6686 

Without cubic 
interpolation 

2L-OSM 32134 
3L-OSM 11722 

 
The 3L-OSM is 2.9 times faster than the 2L-OSM using 

the cubic interpolation function, and 2.7 times faster without 
the cubic interpolation function. Therefore, the 3L-OSM with 
the cubic interpolation of correctors is more efficient. 
 
Conclusion 

Space-mapping techniques are used in the optimization 
of the safety isolating transformer. Three models with 
different accuracy levels are combined to achieve 
satisfactory results in a short time. By using the  -
constraint method with a set of corrective functions, the bi-

objective optimization problem of the transformer is solved 
by the OSM technique. Both conventional and three-level 
OSM algorithms converge to the same solutions. However, 
a decrease of 2.9 of times of the computation time is 
obtained using the cubic interpolation function, and 2.7 
times without the cubic interpolation function. The proposed 
3L-OSM technique can provide a more efficient way to build 
an accurate Pareto front. 
 

AcknowledgeMENT 
This project was supported by the Laboratory of Electrical 
Engineering and Power Electronics (L2EP) of Ecole 
Centrale de Lille, France. One of the authors, Jinlin Gong, 
wishes to gratefully thank the Chinese Scholarship Council 
(CSC) for the funding of this work. 
 

REFERENCES 
[1] Neittaamäki, P., Rudnicki, M., and Savini, A., “Inverse problems 

and optimal design in electricity and magnetism”, Oxford 
University Press Inc., New York, pp. 325-348, 1996 

[2] Bandler, J.W., Biernacki, R.M., Chen, S.H., Grobelny, P.A. and 
Hemmers, R.H., “Space Mapping Technique for 
Electromagnetic Optimization”, IEEE Trans. Microw.Theory 
Tech, vol. 42, no. 12, pp. 2536-2544, 1994 

[3] D. Echeverria, D. Lahaye, L. Encica and P.W. Hemker. 
“Optimization in electromagnetic with the space mapping 
technique”. Compel, vol. 24, no. 3, pp.952-966, 2005. 

[4 ]D. Echeverria, D. Lahaye, L. Encica, E.A. Lomonova, P.W. 
Hemker, and A.J.A. Vandenput.” Manifold-mapping 
optimization applied to linear actuator design”. IEEE 
Tranactions on Magnetics, vol. 42, no. 4, pp. 1183–1186, April 
2006. 

[5] T.V. Tran, F. Moussini, S. Brisset and P. Brochet, “Adapted 
Output Space-Mapping Technique for a Bi-Obejtive 
Optimization”, IEEE Transactions on Magnetics, vol. 46,  no. 8, 
pp. 2990-2993, March 2010. 

[6] L. Encica, J.J.H. Paulides, E.A. Lomonova and A.J.A. 
Vandenput,  “Electromagnetic and thermal design of a linear 
actuator using output polynomial space mapping”, IEEE 
Transactions on Industry Applications, vol. 44, no. 2, pp. 534-
542, 2008. 

[7] P. D. Barba, Multiobjective Shape Design in Electricity and 
Magnetism, Springer Press, Dordrecht Heidelberg London New 
York, 2010 

[8] A. Murano, A. Passaro, N. M. Abe, A. J. Preto, and S. Stephany, 
“Multi-objective optimization of electro-optic modulators by 
using the  -constraint method”, presented at the CEFC, 
Athens, Greece, May, 2008.  

[9] K. Deb, A. Pratap, S. Agarwal and T. Meyarivan, A Fast and 
Elitist Multi-objective Genetic Algorithm: NSGA-II, IEEE 
Transactions on Evolutionary Computation, Vol. 6, No. 2, pp. 
182-197, April 2002 

[10] T.V. Tran, Safety Isolating Transformer benchmark. Available 
online at: http://l2ep.univ-lille1.fr/come/benchmark-
transformer.htm 

[11] R. Ben-ayed, J. Gong, S. Brisset, F. Gillon, P. Brochet, 
Proposal of a Three-Level Output Space Mapping Strategy, 
IEEE Transaction on Magnetic, Vol. 48 (2), pp. 671-67, Feb. 
2012 

 
Authors:  

Dr. Jinlin Gong , L2EP, Ecole Centrale de Lille, 59650, 
Villeneuve d’Ascq, France, E-mail : jinlin.gong@ec-lille.fr  
 

 

 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8
0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

0.08

0.09

0.1

0.11

transformer mass (kg)

1-
ef

fe
ci

en
cy

 

 

3L-OSM

2L-OSM



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /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 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /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 true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /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 true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /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 true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /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 ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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


