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Abstract The uncertainty of mechanical assembly process
usually brings great challenge to product quality control
and assurance. The systematic approach should be
employed in the research to find a comprehensive solution.
The quality assurance model for assembly (QAMA), based
on the analysis of the major problems in the mechanical
assembly process and the factors that affect the quality of
products, is established by means of three working models:
the assembly process model (APM), the activity control
model (ACM), and the quality data model (QDM). The
APM formulates the assembly process starting with the
analysis of process flow, logical scheme, and key factors.
The ACM is built by defining the attributes of control
activity, mapping relationship between the control activities
and its objects in the multiview space and layers. The ACM
presents the control flow with the logical relations among
control activities as well as the control rules. Based on the
two models mentioned above, the QDM supports the
acquisition of quality data through data-collecting carriers
along assembly process and defines the data structure to
support the system model. All of the three models are
grouped into a framework which integrates the technical
approaches and solutions for quality assurance in mechanical
assembly. Based on modeling studies, a computer-integrated
and internet-based system called quality assurance system in
mechanical assembly (QAS/MA) has been developed. And
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the development of QAS/MA proves that APM, ACM,
QDM, and QAMA are practical and feasible.
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1 Introduction

According to statistics [1], the mechanical assembly takes
up over 60% of total assembly work of products. It means
that the quality of final products highly depends on the
quality of assembly operations and processes [2]. However,
the mistakes and errors in assembly processes are a high
source of defects and erode margins of products. So some
valuable theoretical models and technological measures
have been brought forward based on the researches in this
area recently. Hinckley [3] put forward the concept of
assembly complexity factor and quality control performance
in electronic equipment assembly. Brent [4] proposed a
multiphase approach to managing mixed-model assembly
errors in low- to mid-volume assembly environments.
Kmenta [2] described “assembly FMEA,” which is a novel
technique specifically developed to identify manual assem-
bly errors. Mantripragada [5] presented algorithms to
propagate and control variation in mechanical assembly of
automobile assembly by the state transition model approach.
Siddhartan [6] combined lean manufacturing with six-sigma
in aircraft assembly to reduce the nonconformance rate and
rework time. Kayani [7] presented a measurement-assisted
assembly method for quality assurance in aircraft assembly.
In addition, some researches were focused on the automation,
lean manufacturing, and just in time (JIT) along with other
technology and error-proofing devices.
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However, those of quality control approaches and
methods were trying to solve some specific problems and
improve some operations in assembly rather than a
systematic solution. For meeting more and more demands
in flexibility, accuracy, high quality, low cost, and process
optimality in mechanical assembly process, a systematic
and process-oriented methodology is studied. The operation
behaviors, process flow, activity models, and quality data
would be studied in detail to improve the operations, and to
optimize process, to assure the quality of product and
process. The essence of quality assurance of mechanical
assembly is to get the process, operation activities, and
quality data under control. The approach of systematical
modeling would provide theoretical foundation to the
process formulation in system development for quality
assurance in mechanical assembly. The research results
could be obtained from industrial practice by means of
modeling assembly process, operation activities, and data
flow. Following systematic philosophy, the quality assur-
ance model for assembly (QAMA) is put forward, which is
composed of the assembly process model (APM), the
activity control model (ACM), and the quality data model
(QDM). Figure 1 shows an integrated quality assurance
system in mechanical assembly (QAS/MA), which is
developed following the QAMA systematic philosophy.
QAS/MA is expected to facilitate the quality control in
mechanical assembly.

APM divides the assembly process into process, subpro-
cess, and activity and is modeled as “process—subprocess—
activity.” The APM is modeled under the supervision of the
conception of QAMA, the assembly process flow under the
control of ACM, and the quality data flow under the control of
QDM.

ACM shows the control rules of the assembly activities.
And it is the embodiment of APM as well as the design rule
of the system control of QAS/MA.

QDM covering data-collecting mode and data structure is
the derivative of the ACM. Meanwhile, it is the implemen-
tation of APM in the data domain and the foundation of the

QAMA
Assembly Process Model
(APM)

QAMA QAMA
Activity Control Model Quality Data Model
(ACM) (QDM)

Fig. 1 Systematic solution based on models of QAS/MA, QAMA,
APM, ACM, and QDM
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system data framework. The detailed discussion is as
follows.

2 Quality assurances

Mechanical product is constituted by a number of compo-
nents (or parts), while each component is also constituted
by a number of parts. The final product is assembled
according to the assembly process plan [8]. In the process
of mechanical assembly, the assembly relationship in
orientation, position, geometrical dimensions, and matching
between parts and components should be built first, and
these relations should be in accordance with the design
requirements. The objects of quality control in mechanical
assembly can be considered to match the product design in
the logical relationship between parts and components, and
the precisions of geometric relations. It is shown as Fig. 2.

According to [3, 4], the unstable factors and their
variation existing in the assembly process may lead to high
risk of serious quality problems [9] and make the objects of
assembly quality assurance out of specifications. The
quality problems can be categorized as the logical relation-
ship failure, precision failure, and nontechnical failure.
Each kind of failure could be caused by the typical errors or
factors listed as shown in Fig. 3. For instance, the logical
relationship failure may be caused by process omission,
omitting parts, wrong arrangement, incorrect installation,
and so on. So the essence of quality assurance of
mechanical assembly is to get the variation of unstable
factors under control in the process.

In machining, the objects in quality control are geometrical
dimension and tolerance, surface finish, and relative toler-
ances on individual part. In mechanical assembly, the quality
control is oriented to confirm the correct relations between a
group of parts or components and the precisions with
multidimensions, shapes, or relative position tolerances. So
the relative regulations and methods should be employed in
mechanical assembly.

*P{ Static Space Positioning ‘

Logical N . . ‘
— >
Relationship ‘ Dynamic Space Positioning
Matchi ‘
Quality % atching
Control in —
Assembly *P{ Geometric Dimension ‘
—» Orientation and Position
> Precision m
—b{ Logical Matching ‘

Fig. 2 Quality control in mechanical assembly
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3 Assembly process model
3.1 Process flow

The quality of the final product should not merely rely
on the general inspections due to the complexity of
unstable factors in mechanical assembly. The errors or
variations caused by those factors could be accumulated
gradually in the process and thus avoid serious troubles
in the following stages. The process model will be quite
helpful in the quality control in assembly (as shown in
Fig. 4).

The hierarchy of the process flow is shown in a
mathematical way as follows.

P={5,8%,--,8}

S; = {Sp1,Sp2.- -+, Sp;}

Sp; = {G4;,C4;} (1)
GA; = {GAj1,GAp, -+, GAj }

Cdj = {CAp, CAp, -+, CAjo }

Here, P denotes the whole process of mechanical
assembly, S; denotes the stages, Sp; denotes the subpro-
cesses, GA; denotes the general activities in Sp;, CA;
denotes the critical activities in Sp;.

The main elements in the process flow is described as
follows:

Stage (S;) The process flow of mechanical assembly
includes three stages {S;,5,,53}, i.e., the preassembly S,
assembly S, and postassembly stage S3. The assembly S, is
the core stage in the process flow.

Subprocess (Sp;) Several subprocesses are involved in each
stage. For instance, the preassembly S; is composed of the
subprocesses of preparation Sp; and evaluation Sp,.

Activity (GA; or CA;) The subprocess is constituted by some
activities (GA4; or CA,). The activities can be categorized as
general (GA,) or critical (C4,), depending on the assembly
process plan. And GA; or C4; is the fundamental and
undivided cell in process, as well as the operation unit in
quality control plan.

The measuring activities in the whole process are
described as follows:

Grouping and checking All parts should be grouped and
individually checked before they enter the assembly line.
The failure in logical relationship such as omitting parts or
precision failure such as nonconformance of some parts or
components could partially be prevented by measuring.
This activity involves grouping the parts or components
and assuring that all of these parts or components are
assembled together in a product and that nothing is left on
the assembly desk when the work finished.

Reviewing and validating All instructions, operations,
operators, tools, etc. should be reviewed by experts before
the assembly operation starts. The object is to judge
whether the conditions and preparations have met the
assembly requirements or not. If some problems are found
in reviewing, the assembly work should not be started until
the problems are solved.

Data collection Quality data should be collected and
managed effectively during assembly and postassembly.
They are generated in each assembly or inspection
operations and could be used to monitor the quality and
reflect the problems in time in the assembly process.

Nonconformance control This is to ensure that all errors
and failures could be corrected and solved effectively. The
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Fig. 4 Process flow chart in mechanical assembly

problems of nonconformance in the stages of assembly and
postassembly such as logical relationship failure, precision
failure, etc. should be analyzed by failure model effective-
ness analysis (FMEA) or failure tree analysis (FTA) firstly.
Then, the failure reason and grade of the nonconformance
should be assessed, and the control measures, such as
rework and scrap, should be taken.

Stabilizing working state The conditions of operators,
equipment, and processes of critical activities should be
kept in a proper state before the operations start to ensure
that the key factors affecting the assembly quality are
stable. Then, the problems of poor precision failure such as
environment change, poor fixture precision, etc. could be
prevented.

First article inspection To judge whether the process meets
the requirement for assembly process plan or not, the self-
inspection, interinspection, and inspection by inspector for
the first piece of the product should be done. The assembly
work could not go on unless the first piece of the product
conforms to the specifications. So FAI can make SWS
effectively.

Specialized inspections SI means that the inspection is
done by a professional inspector. In the assembly process,
every product should be inspected by inspectors to make
sure that the technical targets are in accordance with the
requirements of assembly process plan. Otherwise, the
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assembly work should be stopped for checking. All failures
or problems could be found and prevented by this measure.
So this measure is important for preventing the variation
from being cumulated and transferred.

Reverse checking If there is something wrong in the
progress of assembly process, the reverse work should be
started according to the reverse operation instruction to
locate the trouble points and to validate the product. This
measure could detect the causes of the failures and help in
making a decision for improvement.

Test and delivery This includes testing and delivering the
final products. The analysis and confirmation of products
and quality data should be checked before delivery. Then,
this measure could catch the nontechnical failures in the
assembly process.

Final quality inspection The final products should be
entirely inspected before the storage subprocess. The
documents should be signed by the related departments or
individuals for the products certificated.

3.2 Process model
From the above discussions, the assembly process could be

decompounded into stages. The stages could be decom-
pounded into subprocesses. The subprocess could be
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decompounded into activities. This makes it convenient to
analyze the product quality control tactics. The characteristics
of every activity can be monitored, and then the whole process
can be monitored [10, 11]. A process model of quality
assurance in mechanical assembly is structured as shown in
Fig. 5.

The process model can be expressed by formula 2:

P =(0,4,C,1In,Out,d) (2)

In Eq. 2, O is a set of activities including the assembly
relations, assembly precision, and nontechnical factor, respec-
tively. And the set of O can be divided into three subsets, i.e.,
O,, O, and O, It could be expressed as O={0,, O, O,}.

A is the set of activities, including all of the business
activities in assembly.

C is the conditions of process in running, which can be
expressed as:

C={c—plceCpeP} (3)

In presents the inputs of each activity, being expressed as
functions of

OxA4—{0,1}]0NA=9¢,0UA+#¢,

Vo; € O,

in(ora) — {

\/aj €A
1 when o;isthe input of a; (4)

0 other conditions

Fig. 5 APM for quality in
mechanical assembly
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Out presents the outputs of each activity, being
expressed as functions of

Ax0—{0,114N0 =9, AU0 +# ¢,

Vo, € 0, Va, € 4
[ 1 wheno,istheoutputof a, (5)
Out(0p, a) = { 0 other conditions

0 defines the sequence of activities, which can constitute
the affiliated input function f,,. and the affiliated output
function f,,. They are expressed as follows, respectively:

\/a,-, a; €A
[ 1 whena;isbefore g (6)
Jyrelar, @) = { 0 other conditions
Va,,a, € 4
[ 1 whena,isafterq, (7)
Jyos(ap,ag) = { 0 other conditions

The key points of the process model is that, no matter
how complex the product structure and the assembly tech-
nologies are, the assembly can be deployed into operation
cells, and some key control points can be determined in the
process plan. Some proper quality control measures can be
taken for every control point to ensure every operation
under control. For different batch size or production mode,
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corresponding flows of assembly quality control can be
built, and these flows can work together and meet the need
of the mixed batch size or multimode production perfectly.

4 Activity control model

The quality in the whole assembly process relies on the
effective control constitution, policy, and actions, which
depend on whether the APM is effective. The control policy
stresses on the critical assembly activities since these
activities are crucial for the assembly quality characteristics
of products in the process.

4.1 Attributes of control activity

The attribute sets of control activities in quality control of
mechanical assembly include object attribute, function
attribute, process attribute, state attribute, resource attribute,
and so on. Every attribute has some attribute values for
expression of its meaning.

The object attribute has two attribute values, i.c., the
control objects CO and the specification of the control
activities S. The function attribute has two attribute values of
control tactic CT and control plan CP, with the positive
restriction R; from object attribute. The process attribute has
two attribute values of the activity state A4S and the restriction
condition RC in the whole process restricted by the positive
restriction R, of function attribute and the positive restriction
R; of state attribute. The state attribute also has two attribute
values of the control state CS and effect of the control
activities CE. And the resource attribute has two attribute
values as well, i.e., the necessary equipment £ and operator
ability O for the quality control activities. The restriction
relationship among these attributes is very important for the
characteristics of control activity as shown in Fig. 6.

Based on Fig. 6, the conditions of a finite set of Attr =
{4, R} which could be the activity’s attributes are:

Condition 1:
A={A4A; =< Vi>N"e€eI"\NV; CV"}

Condition 2:

R= {Ri|R,» —< x> AL ET A €T Ax eN}

Where A stands for an activity attribute set; R stands for
a restriction relationship set among the activity attributes,
while the symbol I” is a unique set representing the attribute
objects. As mentioned above, the attribute sets of control
activities include object attribute Attr,(4;), function attri-
bute Attr{4,), process attribute Attry(43), state attribute
Attry(44), and resource attribute Attr(4s). And " € I
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Fig. 6 Constitution of control attributes

represents the identity code of the attribute object 7|;,. The
symbol V; represents a finite attribute value set which
expresses the characteristics of attribute object n|,. The
restriction relationship set R, the foundation for control
flow, is defined as Iy, Iy, X ), Tepresenting the restriction
relationship among activity attributes. The symbols i, and
i, are the tags of attribute objects 7| i and n > respectively.
The symbol x is called restriction value. If x=1, —1, or 0,
the relationship between the attribute objects n|l.; and n|i;
can be positive, be negative, or have no restriction rela-
tionship, respectively.

Based on the definitions and some industrial experience,
the practical expression of control activity attribute can be

given as follows:

Attrica = {4[5],R[10]} (8)
A[S] = {A1,42, 43, 44, 45,}
4, = (1,{CO,S})
Ay, = (2,{CT,CP}) 9)
A = (3, {45, RC})
Ay = (4,{CS,CEY)
As = (5,{E,0})

(10)

RIO = <4aa5a0>

4.2 Multiview control layer

Product quality in assembly is often unstable, and the
quality assurance is a complex process including process
state monitoring and resource deployment derived from
different logical views. And these views can be obtained
from different attributes of the control activities. The
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multiview control layer composed of different logical views
is the basis of the tactic of data collecting, data structure
design, and quality data analysis. And this control layer can
help the monitor actions in different situations in an
enterprise and acquire different quality data from a uniform
quality assurance system.

The manager and the operator are the two major roles in
a mechanical assembly enterprise. So the control layer can
be divided into two sublayers, the management control
layer and the execution control layer. The multiple views
include the basic views, i.e., object view and tactic view;
the intermediate view named state view; and the advanced
views, i.e., resource view and process view. The different
logical views are connected by the work flow, material
flow, and data flow in the assembly process. The structure
of the multiview control layer is shown in Fig. 7.

Managers’ control layer Managers usually pay more
attention to the conditions of work, resources, and product
state. So the management control layer usually includes the
state, resource, and process view. According to these three
views, the managers can monitor the state of product
quality, the resources, and the progress of assembly work
flow and then make adjustment and changes in time.

Executive control layer “What to do” and “how to do” are
important for operators. The executive control layer usually
focuses on the object, tactic, and state view. According to

Fig. 7 Multiview control layer
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they should do and how they could control them by the
tactic view. And the operators can also monitor the state of
product quality and make adjustment for control activities
in time from the state view.

Object view and tactic view The object view from object
attribute provides an object set for the operators. The tactic
view from function attribute provides a tactic set for the
corresponding objects. These two views constitute the
primary control layer and provide the basis of the advanced
views. The operators can obtain some basic control
information from these two views and then control the
product quality.

State view The fluctuation state of quality characteristics
obtained from state attribute and execution results of
control activities is recorded, monitored, verified, and
evaluated. The qualitative and quantitative results of control
activities are compared with the corresponding expected
results. According to the executive effect of control
activities, the current and later control activities can be
adjusted to make the output effect meet the specification.
With dynamic feedback and monitoring in control process,
the assembly quality is assured consistently.

Resource view The resources, such as equipment, gauges,
and so on, are allocated to the activities. The resource view
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from resource attribute describes the resources and their
dynamic loading in the process of mechanical assembly.
Thus, the efficiency of all kinds of resources can be
supervised.

Process view The process view can be acquired from
process attributes. The quality control plan establishes the
activities on each quality control point and quality control
measures which are presented in terms of process documents
and operation guide. Accordingly, the quality control points
are the key links to assure the quality characteristics and can
be inspected in the process. On the control points in the trial
production phase, the process are reviewed and evaluated
before trial production. On the control points in the formal
production phase, the special process, documentation, equip-
ments, and so on would be identified and traced, validated,
monitored, and measured.

4.3 Mapping between activities and objects

In mapping between control activities and objects, one
object may be controlled by several control activities
simultaneously, and of course single control activity can
affect several control objects simultaneously too [12].
Moreover, the influence could be negative correlation or
positive correlation to a certain control object. Accordingly,
the mapping relationship between control activities and
control objects is classified into three categories as shown
in Fig. 8.

“One-to-one” In terms of the existent experience and
knowledge, a certain object can only be actualized by a
certain control activity, and the correlation between them

Control Activities
Domain

Control Objects
Domain

P positive correlation © negative correlation

Fig. 8 Mapping between activities and objects
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may be positive or negative, which can be expressed as
follows:

dg 2L 0, ij=1,2n plus an
AqiL Oy i,j=1,2,---,n minus

For instance, the airproof state of the assembly product
can only be controlled by the activity of airtight check.
There is a positive correlation between them.

“One-to-many” A certain activity can control a series of
control objects, and the correlation between them may also
be positive or negative, which can be expressed as follows:

Aql.l_@.”_> Oy ij=1,2,---,n plus (12)
Ay 1 @ n Oy i,j=1,2,---,n minus

For instance, the interactive inspection activity can con-
trol a series of objects such as the integration of parts, the
value of inspection characteristic, and so on. The property of
the control object demands positive or negative correlations.

“Many-to-many” A series of objects can only be actualized
by a series of control activities, and the correlation between
them might also be positive or negative, which can be
expressed as follows:
n 4o n ..
Ay ————— Oy i,j=1,2,---,n plus (13)
Ay n 6 n, Oy i,j=1,2,---,n minus
For instance, the error-proofing activity could affect a
series of objects such as wrong arrangement, incorrect
installation, and so on. Furthermore, the control object of
incorrect installation cannot only be controlled by the error-
proofing action but also by the interactive inspection ,
performance test, and so on. These activities and objects
have “many-to-many” mapping relations.

4.4 Control model of quality activity [5]

The assembly process can be described as a multistage
linear discrete-time activity chain to keep the state of the
system close to its origin, as shown in Fig. 9.
X(1),X(2),---,X(n) denotes the input of quality
characteristics matrix of each activity obtained from the
corresponding state attributes of control activities.

V(1),V(2),---,V(n) denote the variation matrix con-
tributed by each activity.
U(1),U(2),---,U(n)denote the control vector of each

activity obtained from the corresponding function attributes
of control activities. The number of the elements may be
one or more in accordance with the mapping relations
between control activities and control objects.



Int J Adv Manuf Technol (2010) 51:1121-1138 1129
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As shown in Fig. 9, the outputs of every assembly
activity are the inputs of its next assembly activity except
the last one. Thus, the influence of the former one should
be considered when controlling the current assembly
activity except the first one. Then, the results of the former
control activity could be known from the state attribute of
the former one before the current assembly activity starts.

The control model for individual activity based on the
above discrete multistage linear discrete-time activity chain
can be described as shown in Fig. 10.

According to Fig. 10, the control model is stated:

X' (n) = A(n = 1)X(n = 1) + E(n)V (n)
X(n) =X (n) + B(n)U(n)
Y(n) = C(n)X(n)

(14)

Here, X(n—1) denotes the output of quality character-
istics matrix of the activity n—1 which is also the input of
quality characteristics matrix of the activity n. The value of
X(n—1) can be obtained from the state attribute of n—1
control activity.

X'(n) denotes the sum of the input of quality character-
istic matrix of the activity » and the variation matrix of
quality characteristic matrix of the activity 7.

X(n) denotes the output of quality characteristic matrix
of the activity n.

Y(n) denotes the output of quality characteristic matrix of
the activity n according to measurement. The value of Y(n)
should be fed back with the state and process attribute of
the control activity n.

V(n) denotes the variation matrix contributed by the
activity n.

U(n) denotes the control vector of the activity n. The
value of U(n) can be obtained from the function attribute of
the control activity ».

A(n—1) denotes the system matrix of the activity n—1.

E(n) denotes the variation associating matrix of the
activity n.

B(n) denotes the control associating matrix of the
activity n.

C(n) denotes the observation matrix of the activity 7.

The model describes the control process of assembly
activity n. In formula 14, A(n—1)X(n—1) is the variation of

V(z)T U(z)T V(n- I)T U(n- I)T

the activity n—1; E(n)V(n) is the variation of the activity n;
B(n)U(n) is the measure of the control activities which
reduces the variation of the output of quality characteristics.
So the ACM is a two-stage process: in variation forming
stage, X(n—1) is converted to X'(n), and in variation control
stage, X'(n) is converted to X(n). The result of Y(n)
measured by some equipment is the feedback of the control
vector B(n)U(n). If Y(n) cannot achieve the expected
results, the control vector B(n)U(n) should be adjusted.
The objective of this model is to make the output of the
quality characteristics of each assembly activity under
monitoring and controlling and prevent the variation
transfer to the later operations as soon as possible.

The core concept in the control model is to combine the
attributes of control activity and the factors of control
process. The object attribute offers the control object and
some control specifications. The function attribute provides
the control tactic for the control vector U(n). The state
attribute of the former activity gives the value of X(n—1).
Meanwhile, some results should be fed back to some
attributes of the corresponding control activity. According
to the combination, the control process can be watched by
monitoring the attributes of the control activity, and then
some control measures can be adjusted in time.

The model provides an operable control method for each
assembly activity. It is the embodiment of the rules of
quality control activity, as well as the basis of the process-
driven QDM.

4.5 Control flow model

Generally speaking, a single control activity cannot control
the multiple correlative assembly operations in the process.
So the logical relations of control activities should be
considered, and the united control activities should be
carried out. The quality control activities usually include
checking the conformity of quality characteristics against
inspection specification, collecting and recording sampling
data, monitoring the state of process characteristics, and so
on. Control plan is composed of quality control activities in
each assembly phase. The control essence is that different
activities which have different effect on assembly quality
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Fig. 10 Control model of assembly activity

output are controlled by different control tactics and measures.
The sequences of the activities from the control flow model of
the assembly process are shown in Fig. 11. The control flow
represents the logical relations of control activities. The real
lines denote the control flows of the assembly activities, and
the dotted lines denote the flows of the quality documents.

Assembly activity control The left part of Fig. 11 shows that
the flows of the control measures and the quality data in the
assembly process are for different activities. For general
activities (GA), the fast and simple control measures are
enough to meet the requirements in production cycle and to
save the cost of quality control. For critical assembly
activities (CA), some strict control measures such as
stabilizing working state (SWS) on operators, equipment,
and methods should be taken, and the first article inspection
(FAI) by operators and inspectors should be used. In
situations such as changes of the assembly fixture or
assembly process plan, the measure of FAI should be taken
for the first product to validate the effect of the changes for
the quality of the assembly products. Reverse checking
(RC) should be taken in situations such as the omitting parts
failure or wrong arrangement failure that may happen in
some activities. The assembly process could keep running

@ Springer

if the measure of RC works. Otherwise, if it turns
unsuccessful, the abnormal control process has to be
started. When the assembly process has been completed,
the test and delivering (7D) needs to be done to validate the
integration of products and quality documents.

Nonconformance control The right part of Fig. 11 shows
the flow chart in nonconformance control and the quality data
in the nonconformance disposal process with different
severity. The disposal principle is that different severity
decides different level of disposal flow. If the quality problems
occur in SI or RC sections, the nonconformance control
process has to be trigged. The problems, such as logical
relationship failure, precision failure, and so on, found in ST or
RC should be analyzed by FMEA or FTA to have severity
evaluation first [2]. After the severity grade of the problem
has been assessed, the corresponding reviewing level could
be fixed. If the severity grade is low, the initial review would
be taken and the production can be continued. If the severity
grade is high, the final review has to be taken and production
process has to stop. If more serious problems are found in
the lower level, the review team needs to decide whether the
higher-level review should be trigged or not. Furthermore,
the control measures such as rework, repairing, and so on
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Fig. 11 Control flow model of assembly process

should be taken according to the conclusion after the
reviewing work has been completed.

5 Quality data model

Quality data model should be designed based on APM and
ACM discussed above. Quality control in process-driven
strategies requires that quality data should be gradually
collected in the implementation of the corresponding
control measures to ensure the quality data maturity during
the whole assembly process and its subprocesses. Collect-
ing points are laid out along the assembly line. The quality

RC List |q._____
\_/_\
TD List | + + +
~— ‘ Scrap ‘ ‘ Regrade ‘ ‘ Concession ‘
v |
Process
» Control Card Scrap List
C 31
VA Dnc‘e'sblun
i

data collected can be used to monitor the corresponding
activities and to timely catch the problems in the process.
The quality data collected should be well organized and
matched with production batch and product. An assembly
activity (the nondivided activity) is the unit of collected
objects in the model.

5.1 Data-collecting mode

Collecting strategy and mode for quality data decides the
organizing structure of quality data. So, it is necessary to
study the collecting mode before the QDM is presented.
The process-driven quality data-collecting mode by the idea
of process-driven quality control is shown in Fig. 12.
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Fig. 12 Process-driven mode for quality data collection

The mode can be divided into three data layers: the basic
data layer, process data layer, and query data layer (see
Fig. 12).

Basic data layer 1t is the basis of the process data layer as
well as the basis of the whole mode. This layer includes
product data, process plan data, inspection standard, and so
on. The data are the basis of the assembly process running
and the advanced data to be organized.

Process data layer 1t is the implementation part of the
process-driven quality data-collecting mode. In this layer,
the flow of the collected quality data follows the flow of the
APM (see Fig. 5) as a whole for quality assurance.

Before starting the preassembly stage, the mapping of
product bills of materials (PBOM) to assembly bills of
materials (ABOM) and ABOM to instance of ABOM
(IABOM) should be set up. The procedure of transforming
PBOM to IABOM is as follows:

ABN 1 ABOM

pBOM &4 ABOM (15)

PBOM is transformed into ABOM with constrained
conditions (C,), and ABOM is instantiated with instantiation
conditions (assembly batch number). IJABOM is the real
carrier of quality data collecting in the assembly process. The

product code and batch number of the IABOM are a united
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clue of each data-collecting carrier. The data-collecting
carrier is the set of quality data described as the following
formal expression:

DP—code _ {

B—num

Pc|B 1 1 1
Dl — {dm déz),~~~,d(-)}

gl q

Pc|Bn 2 2 2
DX :{du d;2>7,,,7d<_)}

Pc|Bn  Pc|Bn c|Bn
Dl Dl D

) q2

(16)

ql > 9

. dé;?}
In Eq. 16, the DE=¢°% denotes the set of quality data
produced in assembly process with two tags named B-num
(Batch Number) and P-code (Product Code) respectively,
and which are the basis of the query data layer. The
expression D;lc‘B", DZ B .. DP <IB" means numerous kinds
of quality data in case of given Pc (the shortening of P-
code) and given Bn (the shortening of B-num). The
expression Dj;”" = {dé?,,&% . ,dflll-)} means the ¢l qual-
ity data Df;f‘B” in case of given Pc and given Bn with i
quality data-collecting items which are d;ﬁ%d;?,---,d;p,
respectively.

The data-collecting carriers organized by product code and
batch number could avoid the confusion of quality data caused
by the change of batch size of production and meet the need of
the mixed batch size or multimode production.

PelBn _ ) ()
Dqﬂ n {dql 7dq2 .
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The quality data are collected by data-collecting
carriers on the control points in the process. The collected
quality data can show the basic characteristics of the
problems in time. The data-collecting action is discrete
because of the discrete assembly activity, but the data-
collecting process is a time series process in time domain
as a whole, which means that the amount of collected data
has some increasing characteristics. Consequently, quality
data are refined gradually with control activities executed
along the time axis. The data-collecting process is
considered as an integrated system, in which an inherent
mapping relationship of quality data vs. time exists. This
inherent mapping can be defined by:

te

Df-spte =DM =D [T e re o)
t

(17)

In Eq. 17, the expression D5~¢°% = D(¢) means that the

quality data are a function vs. temporal variable 7. This
characteristic is further described by the expression
DY 4 [ aelBn(r)dr, and Dy shows the initialized
quality data before the beginning of the process, while
ftig d’P(¢)dt denotes the addition of quality data at the
moment . The symbol #, denotes the time when the
mechanical assembly process starts, and #, denotes the time
when the process ends. Because quality data are being
collected gradually along the time axis, the function of
quality data addition @"“/3"(¢) is an increasing function, so
Dh—code — pPelBn(y) also has an increasing characteristic as
shown in Fig. 13. That accords with the actual situation of
the quality data-collecting process. The symbol dD/d¢ in
Fig. 13 reflects the change rate at the moment ¢, and its
physical significance is the increasing extent of collected
data in some assembly operation at that moment. If the dD/
dt is considerable, there will be more increased information
in some assembly operation, and some problems of this
operation may be found from the increased information.

D,

DPC\Bn (te)

d Pc|Bn (l,)

«

DéDClB’” )

-

OF}

- D
dp
dt
>
L t

t

e

Fig. 13 Increasing characteristics of process-driven quality data
collection in time domain

After the products are completed, the quality documents
attached on the finished products by product code and batch
number should also been done in time to be placed on file.
The mapping procedure of quality data D"=MB"=N and the
corresponding product Prod”=MB"=N\yith constrained
conditions (Pc-M and Bn=N) is as follows:
pPe=M|Bn=N M, N, ProdPe=M|Bn=N

(18)

Meanwhile, the quality database has also been built and
the integrated quality data view could be extracted for the
query data layer. This form of data organization is the
important basis of the signal tracing to batch number as well
product code in the query data layer. The procedure of
integrated data set extracting from quality data is as follows:

Pc=M

DTal B N
Dry ———=— D§®=V

DS§Pe=M } Pe=MBn =N cpe-uim-x

(19)

In Eq. 19, the expression Dz,; means all sets of quality
data stored on quality database. The expression DS™“~
means data set with constrained condition (Pc=M), while
DS®"~N means data set with constrained condition (Bn=N).
The expression DS”=MIB=N" means data set with con-
strained condition (Pc=M and Bn=N).

Furthermore, the quality data tables could also be
customized according to the practical requirements based
on the data mode. The mode could be recognized as the
basis of the statistics and query.

Query data layer This layer is the advanced quality data
extracted for further analysis. Based on the integrated
quality data view formed in the process data layer, the
query data layer can supply three kinds of data sets, i.e.,
data set based on batch number DS”*™", data set based on
product code DS®~V and data set based on the both
DSPe=MIBr=N Both of batch number and product code in

‘ Query Interface

Query Engine
Tracing By Batch Number and Product Code
{Dsz= psr= . psP}n {psr=e,psr=... DS}

Tracing By Batch Number | Tracing By Product Code
{Dsp= . psP= ... psP=} | {ps;=,ps!=,... psr=}|

Integrated Database of Quality Data
{DS,.Ds,,... DS, }
ar afs ac

Data Carrier 1 Data Carrier 2 Data Carrier n
Pc=M,|Bn=N, Pc=M,|Bn=N Pc=M ,|Bn=N,
DSe=MiBn=Ny || pgFe=Malin=ta | T Dg!

Fig. 14 Implementation of query data layer
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the process-driven collecting mode is the foundation of the
formed data sets. The implementation process of query data
layer is shown in Fig. 14.

5.2 Quality data model in QAS/MA

QDM is the basis of the QAS/MA development, which
provides the information of the layer of datasheet, the
restriction relationship among them, and data structure. The
process-driven QDM based on the above mode is shown in
Fig. 15 [13-15].

Data-collecting carriers Data-collecting carriers are com-
prised of instantiation objects of PBOM, which is then
transformed into quality data carriers with organization
parameters appended for quality management.

Business process According to the APM, quality assurance
is of process-dependent characteristics, and then quality
data carriers can also be process dependent to organize
quality data. Assembly business process includes prema-
nagement, assembly process control, and postvalidating. Of
course, these subprocesses mentioned above should be
divided into more detailed subprocesses or activities
gradually. All the quality data produced in this layer are
integrated via quality data carriers on IJABOM.

Control activity APM follows the “process—subprocess—
activity” model. The partition of the business process can
mainly guide the classification and organization of quality
data. And quality data come from control activities by
certain quality departments and employees. Control activi-
ties are planned by quality engineers based on product features,
enterprise regulations, manuals, standards, and specifications
to guide quality control in the assembly process. Business
process and control objects can be bridged by control activities.

Control object Control objects contain abstract sets of
control activities, which can be classified as input objects,
output objects, resource objects, etc. Input objects include
entities like assembly planning and inspection planning.
Output objects include entities like test report, quality data,
and process control card. And resource objects include
entities like equipment, employee, and so on.

Quality physical data Quality physical data are mapped by
control object in physical space. The format of quality
physical data should meet the requirements of the special
characteristics of quality data. Their formats are in
accordance with database, office, XML, and so on.

A process-driven QDM is given to ensure the feasibility
in system modeling. The collected and organized quality
data based on this model is a firm basis for acquisition of
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clear quality data flow. Successive quality data organized
by the collecting mode and structured by the data model
can efficiently support quality data query with multiple
clues and aid control activities throughout assembly
process, including quality improvement, quality diagnosis,
and so on.

The above data-collecting mode and QDM provide a
series of methods for the data structure design and

Pre-assembly Assembly Post-assembly

development of QAS/MA. And this model can be used
for many kinds of mechanical assembly products.
6 Case study

The models presented above are tried in production to deal
with quality assurance in the assembly process of satellite
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mounting box. There are only one to two pieces in a batch.
For every batch of the product, a relevant data-collecting
carrier (as shown in Fig. 16) is created by the procedure of
transforming PBOM to IABOM, which includes all stages
and assembly activities according to the process model. In
the assembly process, the assembly activities are executed
following the activity control flow (as shown in Fig. 17),
and every activity is controlled by ACM (as shown in
Fig. 18). The produced quality data in the assembly process
are collected according to the process-driven data-collecting
mode. Finally, all data are stored in the database designed
according to the QDM (as shown in Fig. 19). Furthermore,
QAS/MA is developed on the basis of QAMA.

The system provides fine-grained access to all quality
data whenever or wherever it is recorded. According to the
application of the system, the assembly quality of the
products could be improved remarkably, the major
assembly problems could be solved, the produced quality
data in the assembly process could be traced clearly to
ensure the traceability of the quality data, and the quality
cost could be cut down. The examples are shown in the
following three parts with some simulated data.

6.1 Process model in QAS/MA

The three stages including preassembly, assembly, and
postassembly are linked by data-collecting carriers [AOM
in QAS/MA. The subprocesses like grouping, checking, and
reviewing are also linked by the corresponding stages. The
subprocesses are divided into some control activities, and the
control activities are linked by the corresponding subpro-
cesses. It suits the principle “process—subprocess—activity.”

6.2 Activity model in QAS/MA

The example focusing on the nonconformance control
activities flow in the assembly process is shown in Fig. 17.
This example represents the nonconformance control flows
of QAS/MA as a whole, which follows the control rules that
different activities which have different effects on assembly
quality output are controlled by different control tactics and
measures. The left part of Fig. 17 describes the control flows
of the nonconformance control, and the right part of Fig. 17
describes the corresponding system interface.

Furthermore, an assembly activity of a product component
named flyweight is given as an example for ACM to express
more detailed situations. The content of attributes, control
factors, and their interactive combination are shown in Fig. 18.

6.3 Quality data model in QAS/MA

This system provides fine-grained access to all the quality
data whenever or wherever it is recorded. Figure 19 shows

the instance of process-driven QDM including all kinds of
classes of the quality data in the system. The properties and
operations of the classes have been canceled to simplify the
description.

Classes with names symbolized as “®” belong to the
definition of data-collecting carriers. Classes with symbol “®”
represent the business process of instantiation condition. Classes
with symbol “©” are the definition objects of control activities.
Classes of control objects are identified by the symbol “®.”

7 Conclusions

The quality assurance, a critical issue in mechanical
assembly, is studied and discussed. The QAMA constructed
based on APM, ACM, QDM is put forward after analyzing
the major problems and objects during the mechanical
assembly process from industrial practice.

Product quality assurance generally belongs to management
layer in an enterprise, but in practice the importance of quality
assurance should be attached to execution layer. Therefore, the
APM, ACM, and QDM are modeled from microcosmic level
to realize better quality control in those two layers. These three
models provide a systematic and valuable approach for the
quality assurance of mechanical assembly products.

The combination of the process logical, control rules,
and data structure given by those three models, respective-
ly, may be a good idea for system design since the QAS/
MA is developed and applied to the guidance of QAMA,
and the application example of a small-batched production
illustrated the utility of QAMA.

References

1. Chen DY, Yi H, Gu JJ (2000) Study of computer aided assembly
process planning system based on agile manufacturing mode.
Mech Des Manuf Eng 129(3):37-39

2. Kmenta S, Cheldelin B, Ishii K (2003) Assembly FMEA: a
simplified method for identifying assembly errors. In: Proceedings
of International Mechanical Engineering Congress & Exposition,
Washington, D.C, USA

3. Hinckley M (1993) A global conformance quality model-a new
strategic tool for minimizing defects caused by variation, error,
and complexity. Ph.D. Dissertation to Stanford University

4. Cheldelin B, Ishii K (2004) Mixed model assembly quality: an
approach to prevent human errors. In: Proceedings of International
Mechanical Engineering Congress and Exposition, Anaheim,
California USA

5. Mantripragada R, Whitney DE (1999) Modeling and controlling
variation propagation in mechanical assemblies using state
transition models. Robot Autom 15(1):124-140

6. Ramamoorthy S (2003) Lean six-sigma applications in aircraft
assembly. Master Thesis of University of Madras, India

7. Kayani A (2008) Measurement assisted assembly for large volume
aircraft wing structures. In: Large Volume Metrology Conference
2008, Aintree, Liverpool, UK

@ Springer



1138 Int J Adv Manuf Technol (2010) 51:1121-1138
8. Tang XQ (2004) Quality management in modern manufacturing. 12. He YH, Tang XQ (2007) Design for quality based on product key
China Science, Beijing quality characteristics. Chinese J Aeronauti 28(6):1468—1481
9. Johan S, Soderberg R (2003) Assembly root cause analysis: a way 13. Chin KS, Duan GJ, Tang XQ (2006) A computer-integrated
to reduce dimensional variation in assembled products. Int J Flex framework for global quality chain management. Int J Adv Manuf
Manuf Syst 115:113-150 Technol 27:547-560
10. Zantek PF, Wright GP, Plante RD (2002) Process and product 14. Tang XQ, Hu Y (2008) Data model for quality in product
improvement in manufacturing systems with correlated stages. lifecycle. Comput Ind 159:167-179
Manage Sci 48(5):591-606 15. Tang XQ, Duan GJ, Chin KS (2007) Development and imple-

11.

Kaganov M (2003) A quality manual for the transition and
beyond. Quality Progress 36(3):27-31

@ Springer

mentation of an integrated quality information system—a China
experience. Int J Adv Manuf Technol 32:608-616



	Quality assurance model in mechanical assembly
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Quality assurances
	Assembly process model
	Process flow
	Process model

	Activity control model
	Attributes of control activity
	Multiview control layer
	Mapping between activities and objects
	Control model of quality activity [5]
	Control flow model

	Quality data model
	Data-collecting mode
	Quality data model in QAS/MA

	Case study
	Process model in QAS/MA
	Activity model in QAS/MA
	Quality data model in QAS/MA

	Conclusions
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /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 <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /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 /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


