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Uncertainty evaluation of the minimal value measurements  
 

Abstract 
 
The non-standard statistical method for evaluating uncertainty for  
a minimal value of observations as the measurement result, is proposed. 
This method is based on properties of minimal order statistic. As example 
from the practice this method is used to evaluate the uncertainty of  
a percent elongation and tensile strength in testing plastic products. 
  
Keywords: minimal value of observations, uncertainty type A. 
 
1. Introduction 
 

The products’ quality control and testing is the necessary 
element of manufacturing and economy. In some cases a minimal 
value of observations is the base for the measurement result, and 
the uncertainty of this value should be found. Recommendation of 
its estimation is not given in GUM [1]. So some method has to be 
chosen, developed and tested. In this paper a general theoretical 
approach of processing the uncertainty based on a minimal 
number of measurement results is given. Then as example of 
applying of these theoretical backgrounds in practice of the testing 
of the quality control of plastic tubes is considered. In this case 
two parameters are measured - percent elongation and tensile 
strength of the plastic tube in the process of their break. 
 
2. Theory of minimal value uncertainties 
 

The uncertainty of the minimum value of percent elongation and 
tensile strength has two components: 
 - instrumental component caused by uncertainty indications of the 

measuring machine, additional equipment (such as caliper and 
micrometer) and measurement conditions different from normal,  

- statistical component caused by the dispersion of observations.  
Therefore the processing uncertainty of obtained results is 

estimated by two GUM methods [1]: 
• Method type B is based on analysis and calculation of the 

uncertainty of metrological properties of used measuring 
instruments, measurement conditions and equations describing 
the dependence of desired parameters from directly obtained 
measurements results. This method is used to evaluate the 
standard uncertainty ucB(εp1).  

• Method type A - component uA(εp1) of uncertainty of a minimal 
value is evaluated for n independent observations taken from the 
normal distribution.  
The next stage is the estimation of uncertainty component of the 

minimal value by statistical method (type A). Problem of the 
evaluation type A uncertainty in testing of the percent elongation 
and tensile strength is, as noted above, that have to be found the 
minimum values of parameters of test specimens. Therefore, it is 
impossible to apply directly the GUM method of uncertainty 
evaluation of measurements with multiple observations [1]. 

As the example the estimation of the uncertainty of minimum 
values of controlled parameters from the sample of five elements 
is performed. The minimal observation xmin=x(1)=min(x1, x2,  xn) 
is the first one from the set of ordered observations: x(1) x(2) x(3) 
 x(n). The result of a test measurement is not as usual the 
arithmetic mean  x  but the minimal (or maximal) value of 

observations. Then, the standard and expanded uncertainties of 
test results cannot be calculated according to standard GUM 
procedures [1]. Another procedure should be used.  

It is obvious that minimal value is a random value, however its 
probability density function (PDF) is not equal to the PDF p(x) of 
population.  

In the next sections the minimal observation x(1) is denoted by 
x1. Theoretical distribution p(x1) of minimal value x1 for the 
normally distributed observations (m=0, =1), i.e.  
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This distribution for n = 5 is presented in Fig. 1a. From (1) the 

expected value m01 of 1x can be calculated as:  
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and 0.1 standard deviation of the minimal observation: 
 

  2
1011

2
110 d ,, mxxpx 




                             (3) 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Fig. 1.  Distributions: a) of the minimal observation x1; b) of normalized  
deviation z1 (n = 5) 

 
For n = 5 observations from (2) the expected value of 

normalized m0.1 = 1.16296 and from (3) the standard deviation 
0.1=0.66898. If m0 and 1 then expected value m1 and 
standard deviation σ1 of the minimal observation of x1 are: 

 

  101101 .. ;mmm .                    (4) 

 
In practice the expected value m1 of minimal observation of x1 is 
unknown, but after (4) the estimate 1x̂  of m1 can be calculated as 

 

xsmxx  1,01ˆ                                   (5) 
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where arithmetical mean and experimental standard deviation of 
observations are 


n

=i
ix

n
x

1

1
,   




n

=i
ix xx

n
s

1

2

1

1
.                 (6) 

 
From (7) the experimental standard uncertainty of minimal 

value is calculated as  
 

  xA sxu  1.01  .                                  (7) 

 
The distribution pz1(z1) of the minimal observation x1 deviation 

from mean x , normalized to xs  is  
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This distribution does not depend on x  and on xs . It depends 

only on population distribution p(x) and number of observation n. 
It can be shown that the range of random value z1 is independent 
of population PDF and equals to 

 

  nznn 11 1  .                             (9) 

 
The distribution pz1(z1) consists of n  1 sections, with bounds 

zb,i (i = 1, 2,.. n  1) that are determined by the formula:  
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In test procedure the minimal observation x1 is compared with 

the critical value xcritic, then after determination x1, the left side of 
expanded uncertainty Up,low(x1) must be calculated as  
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For the very small number of observations (for example n = 5) 

the most important is the first part (left section) with bounds  
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If n = 5 then 78891541 .z ,b  , 09541562 .z ,b  , 

because at the end of the first part the cumulative function is 
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For normally distributed n =5 observations, the theoretical 
distribution pz1(z1) at the left side part can be described as 
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From (17) cumulative function in this part is: 
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For 561 z the cumulative function is   0.6806561 zF . 

Total distribution pz1(z1) of z1 is shown in Fig. 2b. The lower 
klow(p) coverage factor for the confidence level p can be calculated 
from equation 
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The values of klow(5, p) for p = 0.90; 0.95; 0.975 and 0.995, and 

for n =5 are presented in Tab. 1. 
 
Tab. 1. The numeric values of coverage factors 
 

p 0.90 0.95 0.975 0.99 0.995 

klow(5, p)  1.6016 1.6714 1.7156 1.7489 1.7637 

 
Using the equation (11) and Tab. 1 the lower limit U1-p,low(x1) of 
expanded uncertainties of minimal value is expressed by equation: 
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3. Measurements of plastic tubes 
 

In accordance with regulatory documents [3, 4, 5], the test 
procedure of plastic tube has to be carried out not less than 24 h 
after manufacturing the tubes. The experimental research with 
quality control of plastic tubes used for gas and water networks or 
other needs is performed in the laboratory of “Elplast-Lviv” Ltd. 
[6]. The test specimens of shapes, shown in Fig. 3, are prepared by 
cutting from segments tube, with length not less than 150 mm. 
From each control segment at least five specimens should be cut 
uniformly around the tube perimeter. 

 
a) 

 
 

b) 

 
 

Fig. 2.  Shape and dimensions of the test specimens: a) type 1, b) type 2 

 
Before the beginning of test procedure, samples are conditioned 

for minimum 2 h at temperature (23±2)ºС. For the cold water 
tubes the testing is made on type 2 test specimens. It is carried 
with the speed tensile of the grips of testing machine 
(100±10) mm/min according to the nominal wall thickness. It is 
up to 5 mm for test specimens of type 1 and more than 5 mm for 
test specimens of type 2 [6]. Tubes for combustible gases are also 
tested by type 2 specimens [1, 2]. The tensile tests are carried on 
testing machine which provides measurement accuracy of load 
(from 5000 to 10000 N) with permissible error less than ±1% of 
measuring value. The speed of testing may be controlled in a wide 
range.  
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Calculation of the percent elongation εp at break, given in (18), 
should be rounded to two significant figures [1, 3]: 
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where: ΔlP - elongation of the test specimen at the moment  
of break (in mm), as the measurement result of its smallest value, 
L0 - initial length of test specimen (in mm). 

For determination the tensile strength at yield, the thickness D 
and width b2 in working part are measured with a micrometer. It is 
made minimum in three cross-sections with permissible deviations 
of the width up to ±0.05 mm and of the thickness - up to 
± 0.01 mm. A basis are measurement results with an accuracy up 
to ± 0.001 mm². The initial cross-sectional area of each test 
specimen is  

 

20 bDA  .                                     (19) 

 
In calculating of the tensile strength at yield σPT, the minimum 

of cross-sectional area of the test specimen А0 (in mm2) and load 
FPT (in N) are used. Then the tensile strength at yield is achieved: 

 

0A

FPT
PT  .                                   (20) 

 
For each tested specimen the testing machine records the 
elongation ΔlP (in mm) at the moment of the specimen break. 
Results of these measurements and load FPT (in N), at which the 
tensile strength is achieved at yield, are given in [6]. Obtained 
results of measurements are used for calculation the percent 
elongation at break εP and tensile strength at yield σPT for each of 
five test specimens. According to the test requirements, as the 
result the minimum values of the tensile strength at yield (20) and 
tensile strength at yield are calculated, and can be rounded to two 
significant digits.  

The test specimen of type 1 (for water pipes norm of 
εP, per = 350%) has the percent elongation at break 
563.38 % > 350%, and the test specimen of type 2 (for gas pipe 
norm of εP, per = 500%) has 563.38% > 500%. Then, due to the 
percent elongation at break, these products meet the requirements 
of the Ukraine standards [3], which are in practice very near to EC 
and ASTM standards [1], [2] (cold water pipe norm: 
σPT, per = 21.0 N/mm2; gas pipe norm: σPT, per = 20.0 N/mm2). The 
actual value of the tensile strength at yield of type 1 is 
22.5 N/mm2 > 21.0 N/mm2 and for the test specimen of a type 2 is 
21.9 N/mm2 > 20.0 N/mm2. Then the tensile strength at yield 
products meet the requirements of [5]. 
 
4. Evaluation of uncertainties of experimental 

results 
 
Below the uncertainty uA(x1) is evaluated and analyzed. Using 
results of a measurements the following parameters of minimal 
value of percent elongation and tensile straight of each specimen 
were calculated (results of calculations are shown in 

Tab. 2): minimal value xmin, arithmetic mean x , and standard 

deviation sx (9); left limit min,1x (8), (9) and the estimate 
1x̂  of 

expected value (5); estimated standard uncertainty uA(x1) (7); 
relative standard uncertainty uA,rel(x1); - lower x1,1-p limit of 
expanded uncertainty (p = 0.95) (17), relative combined standard 
uncertainty uc,rel(x1) (using previously assessed relative standard 
uncertainty uc,B,rel(x1), Tab. 2); combined standard uncertainty 
uc(x1). The component type B of uncertainty is previously 
calculated in [6]. There is: the relative combined standard 
uncertainty of relative elongation calculated ucB,rel(εp1)= 0.41% for 
the test specimen of type 1 and ucB,rel(εp1) = 0.20% for the test 

specimen type 2 [6]; the relative combined standard uncertainty of 
the tensile strength ucB,rel(σPT) = 0.614% for the test specimen type 
1, and ucB, rel(σPT) = 0.584% for the test specimen of type 2 [6]. 

 
Tab. 2. Results of uncertainty calculations of the percent elongation and the tensile 

strength 
 

Parameter 
Percent elongation Tensile strength 

Specimen 1 Specimen 2 Specimen 1 Specimen 2

Minimal value: εp1,  σPT,1 563.38% 563.38% 
22.49 

N/mm2 

21.85 

N/mm2 

Arithmetic mean; pε , PT  581.89% 573.44% 
22.57 

N/mm2 

22.08 

N/mm2 

Standard deviation: 
pε

s , 
PT

s  10.87% 5.87% 
0.081 

N/mm2 

1.19 

N/mm2 

Relative combined uncertainties 
ucB, rel(εp1), ucB, rel(εp1) 

calculated by method type B 
0.41% 0.20% 0.61% 0.58% 

Relative standard uncertainty 
uA(εp1), uc, rel(σPT,1) 

calculated by method type A 
1.29% 0.70% 0.24% 0.59% 

Relative combined standard 
uncertainty of a minimal value  

uc, rel(εp1), uc, rel(σPT,1) 
1.36% 0.73% 0.66% 0.83% 

Combined standard uncertainty  
of the minimal value: uc(εp1), 
uc(σPT,1) 

7.6% 3.9% 
0.15 

N/mm2 

0.18 

N/mm2 

The lower limit of expanded 
uncertainties (p = 0.95) of 
minimal % elongation: 

050.,pl , 
0501 .,,PT  

563.72% ≈ 
563.7% 

563.84% ≈ 
563.8% 

22.44 

N/mm2 

21.76 

N/mm2 

 
From the last line of Tab. 2 one can see that these lower limits of 

expanded uncertainties (p = 0.95) are very closed to experimental 
values (Tab. 1), i.e. for percent elongation calculated minimal 
values are: 563.72% (specimen 1), 563.84% (specimen 2) and 
both experimental minimal values are equal to 563.38% (Tab. 1), 
for tensile strength calculated values for specimen 1 is 
22.44 N/mm2 - experimental values is 22.49 N/mm2 and for 
specimen 2 calculated value is 21.76 N/mm2, and experimental 
value is 21.85 N/mm2. 
 
5. Simulations by Monte Carlo method 
 

To verify the quality of determination of statistical parameters 
and type A uncertainty, the Monte-Carlo method was used [7]. 
The number of simulations is M = 105; number of observations 
n = 5; parameters of a test specimen 1 are from the population of 

normal distribution, the expected value 581.891%=εm p  and 

standard deviation =sp=10.873%. The histogram (wεp1) of the 
minimal value εp1 of the percent elongation is presented in Fig. 3a 
and histogram of standardized deviation of the minimal value 

from mean: 
p

s
z

pp



 
 1

1  of the percent elongation is shown in 

Fig. 3b. 
 
 

 
 

Fig. 3. Histograms a) of minimal value εp1, b) of normalized deviation z1 
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Three statistical parameters of the minimal value of relative 
elongation εp1 of the test specimen 1, obtained by Monte-Carlo 
method, and corresponding experimental values are presented in 
Table 3. 
 
Tab. 3. The experimental results and results from Monte-Carlo simulation of 

parameters of minimal value of relative elongation εp1 of a test specimen 1 
 

Parameters 
Experimental 

results 
Monte-Carlo 

simulation 

Expected minimum value 569.26% 569.24% 

Standard deviation (uncertainty) 

of minimum value 
7.274% 7.275% 

Left limit of minimal value, p = 0.99 563.72% 563.30% 

 
From comparison of histogram shapes (Fig. 2a, b) and theoretical 
distribution (Fig. 3a, b) and also from comparison of experimental 
and Monte-Carlo simulation results (Tab. 3) we can see good 
convergence of experimental results with results of simulation. 
 
6. Conclusions 
 

A method of the uncertainty evaluation, which is based on 
properties of minimal order statistic, is proposed.  

The standard uncertainties of the percent elongation and of the 
tensile strength of plastic tubes calculated from experimental 
measurements are very close to the results of simulations by the 
Monte-Carlo method.  

The PDF of maximal value is symmetrical to the PDF of 
minimal value. Then parameters of uncertainty of maximal value 
can be calculated in the same way as for a minimal value [9]. Only 
the opposite sign of the deviation of maximal value from the 
expected value should be taken into account.  

Proposed method can be used for result uncertainty evaluation 
for the test measurements of other quantities, where informative 
parameter is the minimal (or maximal) value of the sample of 
several observations. 
 
7. References 
 
[1] Guide to the Expression of Uncertainty in Measurement.GUM. First 

ed. 1993 ISO Switzerland, last corrected ed. JCGM BIPM 100-(2008) 
and Supplement 1– Propagation of distributions using a Monte-Carlo 
method. 

[2] Fisz M.: Probability Theory and Mathematical Statistics. John Willey 
& Sons, London, (1963). 

[3] ASM International. Tensile Testing, Second Edition, (2004). 
[4] D 638 Test Method for Tensile Properties of Plastics Annual Book of 

ASTM Standards, Vol 08.01.  

[5] GOST 11262-80, GOST 26277-84, GOST 12423-66. Ukraine 
standards of testing methods and conditions of plastic materials and 
products.  

[6] Avramenko O. V., Dorozhovets M. M., Popovych I. V.: Evaluation of 
uncertainty of measurement results in testing of percent elongation 
and tensile strength of plastic products. Automation, Measurement and 
Control, Lviv Polytechnic National University, (2014). (in Ukrainian). 

_____________________________________________________ 
Received: 24.05.2015     Paper reviewed     Accepted: 02.07.2015  

 
 
 
Prof. Mykhaylo DOROZHOVETS, DSc, eng. 
 
Graduate (1975) at the Department of Information and 
Measurement Technology, candidate of technical sciences 
(PhD) in 1986 and defended Doctor of technical science 
(habilitation) in 2001. He is now professor in the 
Department of Metrology and Measurement Systems of 
Rzeszow University of Technology and the Lviv 
Polytechnic National University, Ukraine. He conducts 
research in the field of tomography, the measurement and 
signal processing, analysis and evaluation of the 
uncertainty of measurement results. 
 
e-mail: michdor@prz.edu.pl 

 
 
Assoc. Prof. Zygmunt L. WARSZA, PhD, eng. 
 
Born in Wilno. Graduated at Electrical Faculty of 
Warsaw Technical University: MSc. El. Eng. 1959. PhD 
in El. Measurements 1967. Assoc. Prof. (docent) from 
1970. Worked in 3 Technical Universities and 3 
research institutes 1959 -2002. Presently with Industrial 
Research Institute of Automation and Measurements 
(PIAP) Warszawa. President of Polish Society of 
Metrology. Author or co-author above 220 papers, 4 
monographs, many reports and 11 patents on new 
instruments. 
 
e-mail: zlw@op.pl 

 
 
Ivanna POPOVYCH, MSc 
 
Graduated from National Ukraine University "Lviv 
Polytechnic". Master degree in "Metrology and 
Measurement Technologies", Institute of Computer 
Technologies, Automation and Metrology in 2012. 
Currently: postgraduate Ph.D. student at National 
University Lviv Polytechnic. Ph.D. project deals with 
the processing of measurement results, which 
distribution is differ from normal. 
 
 
 
e-mail: popovych.i@ukr.net 

 
 

 



<<
  /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


