
J Math Model Algor (2011) 10:109–118
DOI 10.1007/s10852-010-9143-z

Global Convergence of a Nonmonotone Trust Region
Algorithm with Memory for Unconstrained
Optimization

Zhensheng Yu · Anqi Wang

Received: 14 January 2009 / Accepted: 21 June 2010 / Published online: 9 July 2010
© Springer Science+Business Media B.V. 2010

Abstract In this paper, we consider a trust region algorithm for unconstrained
optimization problems. Unlike the traditional memoryless trust region methods, our
trust region model includes memory of the past iteration, which makes the algorithm
less myopic in the sense that its behavior is not completely dominated by the local
nature of the objective function, but rather by a more global view. The global
convergence is established by using a nonmonotone technique. The numerical tests
are also given to show the efficiency of our proposed method.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we consider the following unconstrained optimization problem:

min f (x) s.t. x ∈ Rn, (1)

where f (x) is a twice continuously differentiable function from Rn to R.
Trust region method is one of the most well-known method for solving problem

(1). Due to its strong convergence and robustness, trust region methods have been
proved to be efficient for solving problem (2), and there are many researches on trust
region methods available for solving such problem, see, for example, [1–5].
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For a given iterate point, xk, in traditional trust region methods, the trial step is
usually obtained by solving the following trust region subproblem:

min 〈gk, d〉 + 1
2 〈d, Hkd〉,

s.t ‖d‖ ≤ �k,
(2)

where 〈·, ·〉 denotes the Euclidean inner product, gk = ∇ f (xk) and Hk is a symmetric
matrix that approximates the Hessian matrix of f (xk), �k > 0 is the trust region
radius.

The trust region subproblem (2) shows that the trial step depends purely on the
local information of the objective function. In other words, the trust region model
based solely on the first and the second derivatives of the objective function at
current point, xk; such a model is called a memoryless model.

It can be seen that the pure local nature of the trust region iteration is detrimental
when the objective function is very nonlinear, in the sense that the second-order
Taylor series varies quickly as a function of x. For instance, this is the case when the
function has local ripples which have little global effect on the shape of the objective.
A memoryless iteration may then be fooled by the local nature of the function and
may easily loose track of the more global picture, although the latter is crucial for
determining search directions that will enable substantial progress of the algorithm.

To overcome this drawback, we can remember the model we have seen in previous
iterations and mix the information with the local model in the current iteration; such
a model is called a memory model.

The first memory model was proposed by N.I.M Gould et al. for unconstrained
optimization with a line search algorithm (see [6]). In [5], by combining with a
conditional model, Conn et al. analyzed the global convergence of trust region
algorithm with memory, but no numerical tests are presented.

The nonmonotone technique was originally proposed by Grippo et al. [7] for
unconstrained optimization based on Newton’s method. Numerical tests showed that
the nonmonotone technique are helpful to overcome the case where the sequence
of iterates follows the bottom of curved narrow valleys, a common occurrence in
difficult nonlinear problems. In the past few decades, many nonmonotone trust
region algorithms have been proposed to solve unconstrained and constrained opti-
mization [8–11]. Since, in general, the trial step obtained by the memory model may
not be a decrease direction, in this paper, we consider combining the nonmonotone
trust region technique proposed by Toint [10] with the memory model to generate
the iterate sequence. We establish the global convergence of the proposed algorithm
and present numerical tests to show the efficiency of the algorithm.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce our trust region
algorithm with memory. In Section 3, we discuss the global convergence of the
proposed algorithm. The conclusion with final remarks is presented in Section 4.

2 Algorithm

In this section, we describe the trust region algorithm with memory.
For a current point xk, we denote the local model by

mk(x) = f (xk) + 〈gk, x − xk〉 + 1

2
〈x − xk, Hk(x − xk)〉, (3)
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Following [5] and [6], we consider the memory model

mM
k (x) = (1 − μk)mk(x) + μkmM

k−1(x), (4)

where μk ∈ [0, 1) is a parameter. In this paper, we choose μk = min{μ, ‖xk −
xk−1‖,�k} for some μ ∈ (0, 1). Furthermore, we set μ0 = 0 since there is nothing
to be remembered at the first iteration.

Let

gM
k = ∇mM

k (xk), HM
k = ∇2

xxmM
k (xk), (5)

The trust region subproblem with memory is defined as follows:

min 〈gM
k , d〉 + 1

2 〈d, HM
k d〉,

s.t ‖d‖ ≤ �k.
(6)

Lemma 1 [7] Let dk be a solution of (6). Then we have

−〈gM
k , d〉 − 1

2
〈d, HM

k d〉 ≥ 1

2
‖gM

k ‖ min{�k,
‖gM

k ‖
‖HM

k ‖}. (7)

In general, the search direction generated by (6) is a descent direction for mM
k (x)

but may not be a descent direction for f (x). Therefore, a natural choice is to employ
the nonmonotone technique to determine whether the trial step can be accepted.
In what follows, we introduce the nonmonotone trust region technique, see [10] for
example.

Define

Predk = mM
k (xk) − mM

k (xk + dk), (8)

and compute

fl(k) = max
i=k−m(k),··· ,k

fi, (9)

where m(k) = min{m(k − 1) + 1, N, Nk}, N is a given positive constant integer, Nk

is a variable positive integer and fi denotes f (xi).

Furthermore we compute

ρ1,k = fl(k) − f (xk + dk)

�k
i=l(k)

Predi
, (10)

ρ2,k = fk − f (xk + dk)

Predk
, (11)

ρk = max{ρ1,k, ρ2,k}. (12)
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The nonmonotone trust region algorithm with memory is now stated formally as
follows:

Algorithm 2.1

Step 0: Choose x0 ∈ Rn, H0 ∈ Rn×n symmetric, g0 = ∇ f0, μ ∈ (0, 1), η ∈ (0, 1),

m(−1) = 0, N > 0, N0 > 0,�min > 0, μ0 = 0, k := 0.

Step 1: If gk = 0 stop.
Step 2: Set � = �min.

Step 3: Define model mM
k and compute gM

k and HM
k ; if gM

k = 0, set gM
k = gk.

Step 4: Compute dk, Predk, ρ1,k, ρ2,k, ρk.

Step 5: If 0 < ρk < η, set � := 1
2�, Nk = N goto Step 3.

If ρk ≤ 0, set � := 1
2�, Nk := Nk + 1, goto Step 3.

Step 6: If ρk ≥ η, set �k = �, xk+1 = xk + dk, Nk+1 = Nk. update Hk as Hk+1, k :=
k + 1 goto Step 1.

In the above algorithm, we call Steps 5-3-4-5 interior cycle.

3 Global Convergence

In this paper, we assume that the algorithm generates finitely many iterations and
make the following assumptions.

A1 The generated points, {xk}, are contained in a closed convex set �.

A2 For any x ∈ �,∇mi(x) and Hi are uniformly bounded.
A3 f (x) is bounded below on �.

We first give some basic lemmas about the model mM
k (x).

Lemma 2 [5] If the model is def ined by (4). Then for each k, we have

mM
k (x) =

k∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k
j=i+1μ j)mi(x). (13)

Moreover,

k∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k
j=i+1μ j) ≤ 1

1 − μ
. (14)

Lemma 3 If Assumptions A1 and A2 hold then there exist positive constants k1 and
k2 such that

‖gM
k − gk‖ ≤ k1�k, (15)

‖HM
k − Hk‖ ≤ k2�k. (16)
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Proof From (13), we have

gM
k = ∇mM

k (xk) =
k∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k
j=i+1μ j)∇mi(xk), (17)

and

HM
k = ∇m2

xx Mk(xk) =
k∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k
j=i+1μ j)∇2

xxmi(xk). (18)

Thus for all k, we have

gM
k − gk =

k−1∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k
j=i+1μ j)gi + (1 − μk)gk − gk

=
k−1∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k
j=i+1μ j)gi − μkgk. (19)

From Assumptions A1 and A2, there exist two positive constants b 1, b 2 such that

‖∇mi(xk)‖ ≤ b 1, ‖Hi‖ ≤ b 2, for i = 1, 2, · · · , k. (20)

Define

θk =
k−1∑

i=0

(1 − μi)(�
k−1
j=i+1μ j),

then from Lemma 2, we have

θk ≤ 1

1 − μ
,

and hence, from the definition of μk, we have

‖gM
k − gk‖ ≤ μkb 1(θk + 1)

≤ b 1(θk + 1)μk

≤ b 1(2 − μ)

1 − μ
�k.

Let k1 = b 1(2−μ)

1−μ
, we get (15). Similarly, we have (16). 	


The next result shows that the algorithm is well defined.

Lemma 4 Under Assumptions A1 and A2, the algorithm is well def ined, that is, the
interior cycle Steps 5-3-4-5 must stop after f initely many iterations.

Proof We prove the conclusion by contradiction, denote the ith iteration in iterate k
by k, i, and the corresponding values denoted by �k,i, Predk,i etc. If the conclusion is
not true, then

ρk,i < η, lim
i→∞

�k,i = 0. (21)
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Since ‖gM
k,i‖ = 0, we have for i large enough

|ρ2,(k,i) − 1| = | fk − f (xk + dk,i)

Predk,i
− 1|

= | 〈gk − gM
k,i, dk,i〉 + 1

2 〈dk,i, (∇2 f (xk) − HM
k,i)dk,i〉 + o(‖dk,i‖2)

Predk,i
|

≤ 1

Predk,i

[
‖gk − gM

k,i‖‖dk,i‖ + 1

2
(‖∇2 f (xk)HM

k,i‖)‖dk,i‖2 + o(‖dk,i‖)2

]

≤ ‖gk − gM
k,i‖‖dk,i‖ + 1

2 (‖∇2 f (xk) − HM
k,i‖)‖dk,i‖2 + o(‖dk,i‖)2

1
2‖gM

k,i‖ min
{
�k,i,

‖gM
k,i‖

‖HM
k,i‖

}

≤ k1�k,i‖dk,i‖ + γk‖dk,i‖2 + o(‖dk,i‖)2

1
2‖gM

k,i‖�k,i

→ 0(as i → ∞).

where γk = 1
2 (supx∈� ‖∇2 f (x)‖ + b 2

1−μ
) > 0. Therefore, we have ρk,i = max{ρ1,k,i,

ρ2, k,i} ≥ η, which contradicts (21). This completes the proof. 	


For every k, we define the reference iteration associated with k by

r(k) =
{

l(k), if ρk = ρ1,k,

k, if ρk = ρ2,k.

Lemma 5 [8] For each k ≥ 1, we have

f (xr(k)) − f (xk+1) ≥ 1

2
η

k∑

j=r(k)

‖gM
j ‖ min

{
� j,

‖gM
j ‖

‖HM
j ‖

}
.

Theorem 1 Under the Assumptions A1–A3, we have

lim inf
k→∞

‖gM
k ‖ = 0. (22)

Proof Similar to Theorem 1 in [9], we know the sequence { fl(k)} is non increasing,
and by Assumption A1, it is convergent.

We prove (22) by contradiction, assume that there exists a ε > 0 such that for all
k, ‖gM

k ‖ ≥ ε. We first prove that

lim inf
k→∞

�k = �̂ > 0. (23)

Otherwise, there exists an infinite set, K, such that lim k→∞
k∈K

�k = 0, which implies
the solution of (6) corresponding to trust region radius 2�k can not be accepted
as the trial step, in other words, the corresponding value satisfying ρk(�k) ≥ η but
ρk(2�k) < η. Similar to Lemma 4, we can obtain ρk(2�k) ≥ η this is a contradiction.
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Now, choose an infinite set K1 ⊂ {l(k) − 1 : k = 1, 2, · · · }, then from Lemma 5 we
have

fl(k) − fk+1 ≥ fr(k) − fk+1

≥ 1

2
η

k∑

j=r(k)

‖gM
j ‖ min

{
� j,

‖gM
j ‖

‖HM
j ‖

}

≥ 1

2
η

k∑

j=r(k)

k∈K1

‖gM
j ‖ min

{
� j,

‖gM
j ‖

‖HM
j ‖

}

≥ 1

2
η

k∑

j=r(k)

k∈K1

ε min

{
�̂,

ε(1 − μ)

b 2

}
.

Since k + 1 ∈ {l(k) − 1 : k = 1, 2, · · · } and { fl(k)} convergent, both the left side and
the right side converge to zero and this is a contradiction. The proof is completed.

	


We now prove the strong convergence of the algorithm.

Theorem 2 Under Assumptions A1–A3, we have

lim
k→∞

‖gM
k ‖ = 0.

Proof We prove this conclusion by contradiction. Assume that limsupk→∞‖gM
k ‖ =

ε1 > 0, then there exists an infinite set, K2, such that ‖gM
k ‖ ≥ ε1

2 for all k ∈ K2.
We consider two cases:

Case 1 lim inf k→∞
k∈K2

�k = 0, then there exists an infinite set K3 ⊂ K2, such that

lim k→∞
k∈K3

�k = 0. Hence for k ∈ K3 large enough, we have

ρk(�k) ≥ η, ρk(2�k) < η.

But similar to Lemma 4, we can obtain ρk(2�k) ≥ η and this is a contradiction.

Case 2

lim inf
k→∞
k∈K2

�k = �′ > 0.
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Similarly to Theorem 2 in [7], we have

f0 − fk+1 ≥ η

k∑

i=0

Predi

≥ η

k∑

i=0,

k∈K2

Predi

≥ η

k∑

i=0
k∈K2

1

2
ηε min{�′,

ε(1 − μ)

b 2
}

and this contradicts the fact of f (x) is bounded below on �. This completes the proof.
	


In Algorithm 2.1, if we modify HM
k such that for all d ∈ Rn and for all k, there

exists δ > 0,

〈d, HM
k d〉 ≥ δ‖d‖2. (24)

Then we have

Theorem 3 If Assumption A1–A3 and (24) holds then we have

lim
k→∞

‖gk‖ = 0. (25)

Proof According to the definition μk and Theorem 2, Lemma 3, we only need to
prove that limk→∞ ‖dk‖ = 0. Assume that there exists an infinite set, K4, and some
ε2 > 0 such that ‖dk‖ ≥ ε2 for all k ∈ K4. Since dk is the solution of problem (6), there
exists λk ≥ 0 such that

(HM
k + λk I)dk = −gM

k .

Thus we have

−〈gM
k , d〉 − 1

2
〈d, HM

k d〉 = 1

2
〈dk, HM

k dk〉 + λk‖dk‖2 ≥ 1

2
δ‖dk‖2.

On the other hand, similarly to Theorem 2, we have for k ∈ K4 large enough

f0 − fk+1 ≥ η

k∑

i=0

Predi

≥ η

k∑

i=0,

k∈K4

Predi

≥ 1

2
η

k∑

i=0
k∈K4

ηδε2
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Let k → ∞; we have f0 − fk+1 < ∞, but 1
2η

k∑

i=0
k∈K4

ηδε2 → ∞, this is a contradiction.

Thus limk→∞ ‖dk‖ = 0 and therefore (25) holds. This completes the proof. 	


4 Numerical Tests

In order to test the efficiency of our method, we conducted numerical experiments
on some degenerate problems and some classic test problems. The algorithms were
coded in Matlab 7.0 and run on a personal computer with a 2.93GHZ CPU processor.
We chose the following five problems from CUTE collection established by Bongartz
et al. [12] as our test examples:

Problem 1 (Raydan 1 function): f (x) = �n
i=1(exp(xi) − xi).

Problem 2 (Raydan 2 function): f (x) = �n
i=1

i
10 (exp(xi) − xi).

Problem 3 (Diagonal 1 function): f (x) = �n
i=1(exp(xi) − ixi).

Problem 4 (Diagonal 5 function): f (x) = �n
i=1log((exp(xi) − exp(−xi)).

Problem 5 (Quadratic QF1 function): f (x) = 1
2�n

i=1ix2
i − xn.

The parameters used in our algorithm are set as follows: μ = 0.01, η = 0.25,

�min = 0.1, N = 5, H0 = I, N0 = 5. Hk is updated by the BFGS formulae:

Hk+1 =
⎧
⎨

⎩

Hk, if δT
k yk ≤ 0,

Hk + yk yT
k

yT
k δk

− Hkδkδ
T
k Hk

δT
k Hkδk

, if δT
k yk > 0,

Table 1 Tests results No. xi n Ig/I f (MT R) Ig/I f (T R)

1 1 10 34/66 45/88
1 100 101/200 101/200
i/n 10 22/42 22/42
i/n 100 60/118 64/126

2 1 10 353/704 353/704
1 50 419/838 419/838
i/n 10 167/332 167/332
i/n 50 233/474 235/478

3 1 10 60/124 60/124
1 50 428/874 450/922
i/n 10 97/202 95/198
i/n 50 285/578 316/650

4 1 10 33/64 33/64
1 100 101/200 101/200
1 200 143/284 143/284
i/n 10 21/40 21/40
i/n 100 60/118 60/118
i/n 200 83/164 83/164

5 1 10 66/140 66/140
1 50 356/724 402/824
i/n 10 52/112 52/112
i/n 50 489/998 95/200
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where δk = xk+1 − xk, yk = ∇ f (xk+1) − ∇ f (xk). To determine when to stop the
execution of the algorithm and assert convergence, we used the criterion ‖gk‖ ≤
10−5. We also stop the execution when 500 iterations were completed without
achieving convergence and denoted this as failure.

To show the efficiency of our method, we compare it with the memoryless method,
i.e., μ ≡ 0. The test results are given in Table 1. Here we use No to denote the
number of the test problems, MTR denotes the memory method and TR denotes
the memoryless method, Ig and I f denote the number of gradient estimations and
the function value estimations, xi denotes the i-th element of the initial point, and
n denotes the dimension of the test problem. From the Table 1, we find that our
memory method can compete with the memoryless one. In general, our method is
better than the memoryless one in the number of the gradient estimations and the
function value estimations.

5 Conclusion

In this paper, we considered adding memory into the unconditional trust region
model. The new model includes the information of the past iterations, and therefore
ensure the algorithm’s behavior is dominated by the more global nature of the objec-
tive function. Global convergence is established by using non monotonic technique
and numerical tests are also given to show the efficiency of the proposed algorithm.

References

1. Powell, M.J.D.: In: Mangasarian, O.L.M., Meyer, R.R., Robinson, S.M. (eds.) Convergence
properties of a class minimization algorithms in nonlinear programming, vol. 2, pp. 47–67 (1975)

2. Powell, M.J.D.: On global convergence of trust region algorithms for unconstrained optimization.
Math. Program. 29, 297–303 (1984)

3. Yuan, Y.X.: Nonlinear Optimization: Trust Region Algorithms. Research Report, Institute of
Computational Mathematics, Chinese Academy of Sciences (1999)

4. Sorensen, D.C.: Trust region methods for unconstrained optimization. In: Powell, M.J.D. (ed.)
Nonlinear Optimization 1981, pp. 29–38. Academic, London (1982)

5. Conn, A.R., Gould, N.I.M., Toint, P.L.: Trust Region Methods. MSP-SIAM Series on Optimiza-
tion. Philadelphia, PA (2000)

6. Gould, N.I.M., Lucidi, S., Roma, M., Toint, P.L.: A line search algorithm with memory for
unconstrained optimization. In: De leone, R., Mauli, A., Pardalos, P., Toraldo, G. (eds.) High
Performance Algorithms and Software in Nonlinear Optimization, pp. 207–223. Kluwer Acad-
emic Publishers (1998)

7. Grippo, L., Lampariello, F., Lucidi, S.: A nonmonotone line search technique for Newton’s
method. SIAM J. Numer. Anal. 23, 707–716 (1986)

8. Deng, N.Y., Xiao, Y., Zhou, F.: Nonmonotone trust region algorithm. J. Optim. Theory. Appl.
76, 259–285 (1993)

9. Ke, X.W., Han, J.Y.: A class of nonmonotone trust region algorithm for unconstrained optimiza-
tion. Sci. China 28, 488–492 (1998)

10. Toint, P.L.: A nonmonotone trust region algorithm for nonlinear programming subject to convex
constraints. Math. Program. 77, 69–94 (1997)

11. Chen, Z.W., Han, J.Y., Xu, D.C.: A nonmonotone trust region algorithm for nonlinear program-
ming with simple bound constraints. Appl. Math. Optim. 43, 63–85 (2000)

12. Bongartz, I., Conn, A.R., Gould, N.I., Toint, P.L.: CUTE: constrained and unconstrained testing
environments. ACM T Math. Software. 21, 123–160 (1995)


	Global Convergence of a Nonmonotone Trust Region Algorithm with Memory for Unconstrained Optimization
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Algorithm
	Global Convergence
	Numerical Tests
	Conclusion
	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


