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Introduction 

 
With increasing demands for agility and reactivity of 

industrial and manufacturing processes, scientific circles 
and leading ICT (information and communications 
technology) companies have paid a lot of attention to EDA 
(event-driven architecture) and CEP (complex event 
processing). EDA and CEP enable event-driven systems - 
systems in which actions result from business events 3. 
Despite the recognized need for support of events to 
improve factory automation, signal processing, data 
acquisition, manufacturing, and other applications of 
industrial electronics, the use of EDA and CEP approaches 
in real-world solutions remains limited. One of the reasons 
for this is insufficient support for semantics in capturing 
and defining of complex events (CE) 20. Existing EDA and 
CEP approaches do not take into consideration different 
expressivity requirements that are needed in definition of a 
large number of diverse CE. We observe that semantic 
descriptions providing effective and expressive models for 
understanding of CE structures and their processing can be 
very helpful. In this paper, we show how achievements in 
the field of semantic technologies can contribute to the field 
of CEs and their support in information systems, especially 
from the point of view of their definition and processing. 
We present a framework that enables highly expressive 
event models and is based on ontologies and the Web 
Ontology language (OWL). We see ontologies and 
ontology representation languages as an opportunity to 
effectively deal with CEs in EDAs. Ontologies intrinsically 
provide a means for highly expressive semantic 
descriptions. In our framework, they are used to 
semantically describe CEs through conceptualizations of 
member events they are composed of. An important 
characteristic of our approach is that existing information 
that is captured in ontology can be reused in event detection 
and thus a wider scope of information can be taken into 
consideration when determining whether a CE should be 
triggered. Furthermore, ontologies enable hierarchical 
definitions of CEs and event taxonomies, which facilitates 
working with events on different levels of abstraction. If not 

all information for determining the exact subclass of event 
is available at a certain point of time, their generalizations 
can be used in order to increase the level of proactive 
behaviour of the overall system. When the information is 
added to the ontology their specializations are derived and 
used automatically. We use the OWL as the ontology 
representation language, because it provides a very 
appropriate foundation for CE definitions and has a wide 
support for reasoning. We propose a service that makes part 
of an EDA and enables translation of event data to OWL, 
detection of CEs and their triggering. It can act as an event 
source and as an event sink, which makes our approach 
complementary to existing approaches to support CEs that 
require higher expressivity and semantic descriptions. Our 
framework has been used in a case study project for 
electrical distribution domain, where it has been shown to 
be very useful and has improved the overall system 
flexibility and reactivity. 

Background and related work 

Events, event-driven architecture and complex event 
processing. Some of the biggest improvements in business 
processes and information systems in the current era are 
esteemed to be achieved through the discipline of event 
processing 4. An entity is considered event-driven when it 
acts in response to an event. EDA is a paradigm that 
describes an approach to information systems development 
with a focus on developing an architecture that has the 
ability to detect events and react intelligently to them 19. 
EDA represents a complement to the service-oriented 
architecture (SOA), which has become one of the most 
recognized paradigms in information systems development 
in the recent years 17. By enhancing the paradigm of SOA, 
enterprises can gain improve their ability for business 
transformation 21 by implementing event-driven 
architectures that automatically detect and react to 
significant business events 419. An important part of every 
EDA that enables and predetermines to what level a system 
is able to detect and respond to CEs is complex event 
processing (CEP). CEP is computing that performs 
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operations on CEs, including reading, creating, 
transforming, or abstracting them 10. CEP systems can be 
classified as advanced decision support systems 15. In 
comparison with other types of decision support systems, 
such as data mining based decision support systems that 
are not event driven 16, CEP systems focus on and on 
increasing system reactivity and proactivity based on 
information carried by member events. An event pattern is 
a template that matches certain sets of events 11. Events 
can be simple or complex 10:  

 A simple event is as an event that is not an 
abstraction or composition of other events;  

 A complex event is an event that is an abstraction 
of other events called its members. 

Ontologies. An ontology represents an explicit 
specification of a conceptualization 7. There are several 
languages available for ontology representation, such as 
DAML, CGs, OIL, DAML+OIL, OWL (OWL 1, OWL 2). 
To support definition and processing of events, our work is 
based on OWL 2 extended with SWRL (Semantic Web 
Rule Language. The reason for this is that OWL represents 
a rich and useful group of ontology features for defining 
and describing relations and concepts 9, a high level of 
support, and its XML foundations, which make it 
appropriate to be used in conjunction with other Web 
technologies. The main concepts of OWL are Classes, 
Properties, and Individuals. This means that besides an the 
ontology that provides a conceptual representation, an 
OWL document can also comprise instance level 
descriptions of an enterprise. SWRL enables definition and 
processing of rules - implications between antecedents and 
consequents.  

EDA and CEP approaches based on semantic 
technologies. The use of ontologies in the field of EDA 
and CEP has been identified as a suitable approach for the 
semantic definition of events by many researchers. Cheng 
et al. 5 have proposed a framework for context-aware 
processing of business rules in event-driven architectures. 
They have developed a context ontology in order to resolve 
a problem of inconsistent dictionaries at knowledge 
sharing and merging of rules. A key difference between 
their approach and ours is that they focus on achieving 
semantic interoperability, whereas our goal is to use 
ontology to define and detect CEs. Sen and Ma 18 have 
proposed an approach for combining reactive rules with 
ontologies. They have used ontologies to capture the 
context in which certain behaviour is appropriate, together 
with techniques for finding similarities with the primary 
objective to enable detection of similar CE patterns. Their 
research is related to our approach with the key difference 
that they do not talk about how CE types can be defined by 
the ontology, and how they can be used for detection in the 
context of EDA. Moser et al. 12 have proposed semantic 
correlation of events by using ontologies. Their work is 
based on the observation that the event correlation is 
necessary for CEP to relate events obtained from various 
sources in order to detect patterns and situations of the 
business context. Paschke 13 has proposed a language for 
semantic design of CEP patterns. The purpose of the 
language is to provide a description of successful CEP 
designs and to build libraries of best practice CEP 
descriptions and patterns. Adaikkalavan and Chakravarthy 

1 propose an interval-based event specification language 
developed by expressing simple and composite events that 
are part of active rules. By contrast with these two 
approaches, we propose an EDA framework using an 
existing ontology language, which allows for usage of 
reasoners and other available tools that support the 
standard OWL language. Several authors propose 
definition and detection of events by using ontologies in 
the field of video multimedia data; examples are 2 and 6. 
On the other hand, our work is generic and not domain 
specific. 

Architectural framework 

In order to enable CE definitions, detection and 
triggering based on ontologies and the OWL language, we 
have developed an event-driven architectural framework. It 
defines a Complex Event Service (CES) that makes part of 
the overall event-driven service oriented architecture. The 
CES is strictly event driven: it is an event sink and an event 
source, and its interface does not define operations such as 
is the case with Web services. It catches events and triggers 
CEs when it detects them based on their definition and 
member events occurrences. 

Fig. 1. Overall event-driven system architecture 8 and the 
Complex Event Service 

Fig. 1 illustrates the structure of the CES and places it 
into the overall scope of EDA. The proposed architecture 
extends the architectural model of an enterprise service bus 
(ESB) based service-oriented system architecture proposed 
by Juric et al. in 8. ESB has become an important 
integration technology 22; in the scope of our work, it plays 
a central role in event detection, triggering and distribution. 
The CES is responsible for detection of CEs based on their 
complex event definitions and member event occurrences:  
 The CES acts as an event sink for member events of 

the CEs it is responsible for; 
 The CES acts as an event source for the detected CEs. 
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Thus, the necessary and sufficient membership conditions 
represent the join between the domain and the event 
concepts. 

Domain ontology, member event types and their 
relevant properties may not always be enough to define a 
CE. CEs may not only depend on occurrences of other 
events, but also on the current state of some entity or a 
general state of the system (not directly related to any other 
concept in the ontology). For example, two events may 
occur that represent a CE in some state of the overall 
system, even though this may not be the case in some other 
state of the system. For such cases, the class State is defined 
with an individual currentState, representing the state of the 
overall system and its environment. An example property of 
this class is 

currentDate: State → date. 

The data property 

trigger: ComplexEvent → boolean 

is used to determine when a CE should be triggered. When 
a member of the ComplexEvent class has the positive value 
of this property, the Complex event service manager 
triggers the event.   

In the electrical distribution domain, we demonstrate a 
semantic definition of an increased electricity consumption 
prediction event. An increased consumption prediction 
event is a CE that occurs when certain conditions apply that 
indicate that the consumption of electricity will be 
increased compared to planned or expected consumption. 
There are many conditions that can apply. In this paper, we 
take an example of weather conditions. Due to unexpected 
fall in temperature or snow before winter, electric heating is 
the only source of energy or the most used source of energy 
in certain areas, because charcoal and biomass are mostly 
saved for winter and have different terms of payment. 
Therefore, it is highly probable that the electricity 
consumption in the household sector will increase in such 
cases. An example SWRL statement indicating when an 
increased consumption prediction event for the household 
sector should be triggered is 

IncreasedConsumptionPredictionEvent(?e) ∧	
hasCurrentDate(?s, ?cd)  ∧	

WeatherConditionsForecast(?nwf) ∧	hasDate(?nwf, ?cd) ∧	
ExtremelyColdWeather(?nwf) → trigger(?e, true) ∧	

inSector(?e, householdSector). 

Furthermore, if the electricity consumption has 
increased for this reason and the weather forecast indicates 

that the weather will worsen, one can predict that the 
consumption will remain increased or will increase further: 

IncreasingConsumptionPredictionEvent(?e)  ∧	
hasCurrentDate(?s, ?cd)  ∧	DailyWeatherConditions(?cwc) ∧	forDay(?cwc,?cd) ∧	ExtremelyColdWeather(?cwc) ∧	

WorseningWeatherConditionsForecast(?nwf) ∧	
hasDate(?nwf, ?cd) → trigger(?e, true) ∧	inSector(?e, 

householdSector). 

The ontology concepts used in CE definitions can be 
defined recursively. For example, ExtremelyColdWeather 
can be defined as weather conditions where: 
 The temperature difference between the average 

weather temperatures expected for the given time and 
the given temperatures is negative and less than the 
border value; 

 The given temperatures is below the temperature limit 
indicating when the heating is required. 
Example SWRL rule that defines this is: 

ElectricalHeating(?eh) ∧	 WeatherConditions(?wc) ∧	
hasTemp(?wc, ?at) ∧	 hasTempDiffBorderValue(?eh, ?bvt) ∧	hasAverageNormalTemp(?wc, ?nat) ∧	subtract(?diff, ?at, 
?nat) ∧	 lessThan(?diff, ?bvt) ∧	hasTempHeatingLimit(?eh, 
?thl) ∧	lessThan(?at, ?thl) → ExtremelyColdWeather(?wc). 

Translator 

When a relevant member event is passed to the CES, 
the information that this event carries is translated to the 
OWL knowledge base (KB) containing OWL ontology and 
existing OWL instance level data. In the most basic form, 
event data carries information about the occurrence of the 
event and its temporal information, such as when it 
occurred or when it started or ended, if the event has a 
duration. However, in most cases the event data also carries 
other event-related information. Relevant event data may 
need to be merged with the existing data contained in 
OWL. To accomplish this, translations need to be specified 
between the event payload that carries the new data and 
between the OWL ontology concepts. Based on the 
translations, the data is translated into OWL. What part of 
data should be translated depends on the required 
information that has to be known in order to be able to 
determine if and when the CE occurs or does not occur. The 
translation of event data to OWL affects the instance level 
of the OWL document and not its ontology (conceptual 
level). 

Table 1. Example of translations for the member event DailyWeatherForecastEvent  

<os:translateToOWLIndividual refName="translationToWeatherForecast">   
<os:elementForOWLIndividual type ="xsd:string">  $DailyWeatherForecastEvent  </os:elementForOWLIndividual> 
<os:IDForOWLIndividual type="xsd:string">  $DailyWeatherForecastEvent/ID    </os:IDForOWLIndividual> 
<os:OWLClass">  http://www.es.si/domainOntologies/ElectricityConsumption.owl #WeatherForecast </os:OWLClass> 
<os:OWLClass">  http://www.es.si/domainOntologies/ElectricityConsumption.owl #DailyWeatherConditions </os:OWLClass> 
</os:translateToOWLIndividual>  <os:translateToOWLDataProperty> <os:referenceToTranslationFromIndividual 
name="translationToWeatherForecast">  <os:OWLDatatypeProperty>      http://www.es.si/domainOntologies/ 
ElectricityConsumption.owl#hasTemp </os:OWLDatatypeProperty>  
 <os:datatypeValue type="xsd:int">  $DailyWeatherForecastEvent/temperature </os:datatypeValue>  
</os:translateToOWLDataProperty>   
<os:translateToOWLDataProperty>  <os:referenceToTranslationFromIndividual name="translationToWeatherForecast"> 
<os:OWLDatatypeProperty> http://www.es.si/domainOntologies/ElectricityConsumption.owl#forDay  </os:OWLDatatypeProperty>  
<os:datatypeValue type="xsd:int">   $DailyWeatherForecastEvent/forDate </os:datatypeValue> </os:translateToOWLDataProperty> 
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Furthermore, the translation should define whether data 
should be translated into the domain or event OWL KB. 
The main factor that influences this decision is whether the 
information that these data carry should be stored in the KB 
for a longer time and will be needed to support other 
activities, or if it is only required to detect CEs. In the 
former case, it should be translated into the domain KB; 
and in the latter case, it should be translated into the event 
KB. In the run-time, when an event is passed to the CES, 
the Complex Event Service Manager extracts event data, 
retrieves relevant event KB, and then the Translator maps 
its payload data into OWL. The mapping is based on 
translations that are defined for its event type. For definition 
of translations our approach adapts the JXML2OWL 
translation approach 14. Example translations for the sales 
report event type are given in Table 1. 

Reasoner 

Reasoner is the component that infers upon the OWL 
KB in order to derive new information. In our framework, 
the main purpose of this is to determine whether a CE has 
occurred or not. If all the CE definitions have been 
appropriately defined and if member event data is correctly 
translated into OWL, a new CE is detected when an 
individual is inferred to be a member of a CE class and has 
the value of its trigger property “true”. This is an indicator 
for the event ontology handler that a CE should be 
announced by the CES. There are several available 
reasoners that can be used and support OWL, SWRL or 
both; examples are HermIT, Fact++, Pellet, and RacerPro. 

Event ontology handler 

Event ontology handler is responsible for actions upon 
event ontologies that are required in order to maintain it in a 
consistent state and up-to-date. It is also responsible for 
other activities, such as optimized reasoner invocations and 
merging existing OWL ontologies with translated OWL 
document. When an event is passed to the CES, the Event 
ontology handler activates those event ontologies in which 
the event that was caught is a member event of an event 
defined in the ontology. Every event ontology can be active 
or inactive. A trigger that defines when an event ontology 
should become active and processed has to be defined. 
Such triggers are represented by an occurrence of an event 
of a certain type. When such event occurs the 
corresponding event ontologies become active. An active 
OWL ontology is used as a part of the OWL KB. When it 
becomes active, individuals of every CE subclass are added 
to the KB. A CE type definition may address one or more 
member events of the same event type. For every 
occurrence of an event that the event ontology is subscribed 
to, an individual is added to the corresponding event OWL 
class. When inference by the Reasoner results in the trigger 
property value “true” for an individual that is a member of 
the ComplexEvent class, then the Complex event service 
manager triggers the complex event(s) and the Event 
ontology handler removes the complex event individual and 
member event individuals from the OWL KB. If there are 
no remaining individuals of the member event classes in the 
active OWL ontology, then the Event ontology handler 
returns the event ontology into the inactive state. Thus the 
event ontology handler handles OWL instances and does 
not act upon OWL’s conceptual level. It maintains the basic 

CE instances and the trigger property values based on the 
actions it takes in response to event instances with the 
trigger property values true.   

Conclusions and further work 

In this paper we have presented a novel approach to 
defining and detecting complex events, which provides 
highly expressive complex event definitions using OWL 
ontologies extended with the SWRL. We have developed 
an EDA framework of the Complex Event Service that 
extends the service-oriented system architecture. This is 
especially important in environments with frequently 
changing business requirements. Our ontology-based 
framework for complex events comprises the design and 
run-time aspects of complex events. Complex event types 
are defined in design time with the ontology representation 
language OWL. At run-time, our CES reacts on incoming 
member events, infers and triggers complex events. The 
case study from the domain of electrical distribution has 
shown several important advantages of our framework. 
Firstly, it supports definition of complex event types with 
semantic expressivity requirements of various complexities. 
Secondly, the framework supports hierarchical definitions 
of complex event types. A complex event type can have 
several specializations, for example each with specific 
additional conditions. This allows for greater flexibility and 
allows for working with different levels of detail. Based on 
the information that is available, more or less specific event 
can be triggered. Furthermore, our framework integrates 
event and domain information, thus enabling to perform 
more complete and accurate inferences about complex 
event occurrences. In our case study, before our framework 
was applied, most of the member events had to be 
monitored manually to determine if a complex event has 
occurred. The reason for this was that most of the required 
complex events were not supported by other available 
systems. Our framework contributed to this situation and 
provided automatic support for complex events. The human 
resources that previously supported complex events could 
be reassigned. Ontologies have served as a very appropriate 
mechanism to support complex event types where 
semantics plays an important role and where domain 
information has to be taken into consideration. If numerical 
calculations are required to determine if a complex event 
has occurred, our framework can be used as a complement 
to other existing EDA and CEP approaches. Our framework  
is defined in a way, that supports such integration on the 
EDA level through event enabled ESB.  

In our further work, we intend to extend the 
framework into a methodology that integrates the complex 
event development support with the business process 
modeling and execution. 
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A. Sasa, O. Vasilecas. Ontology-Based Support for Complex Events // Electronics and Electrical Engineering. – Kaunas: 
Technologija, 2011. – No. 7(113). – P. 83–88. 

With increasing demands for agility and reactivity, scientific circles and leading ICT companies have recognized the need for EDA 
(event-driven architecture) and complex event processing in factory automation, signal processing, data acquisition, manufacturing, and 
other applications of industrial electronics. We propose an EDA framework for defining and processing complex events based on 
ontologies. The main novelty of our approach is introduction of semantic aspects into EDA. Our framework enables highly expressive 
semantic definitions of complex events and a higher level of semantic integration of real-time events with the domain and event 
ontologies. The main component of the framework is the complex event service that acts as an event sink for member events and as an 
event source for inferred complex events. Our approach is complementary to existing approaches and can enhance their support for 
complex events that require higher expressivity and semantic descriptions. Ill. 4, bibl. 22, tabl. 1 (in English; abstracts in English and 
Lithuanian). 
 
 
A. Šaša, O. Vasilecas. Ontologija grindžiamas sudėtinių įvykių palaikymas // Elektronika ir elektrotechnika. – Kaunas: 
Technologija, 2011. – Nr. 7(113). – P. 83–88. 

Kadangi lanksčiai adaptyvių ir reaktyvių sistemų savybių paklausa nuolat didėja, mokslininkų grupės ir svarbiausios IKT 
kompanijos pripažino įvykiais valdomos architektūros (EDA) ir sudėtinių įvykių apdorojimo poreikį įmonių automatizavimo, signalų 
apdorojimo, duomenų surinkimo ir kaupimo, gamybos, ir kitose pramoninės elektronikos taikymo srityse. Straipsnyje pasiūlytas 
ontologija grindžiamas EDA sudėtinių įvykių apibrėžimo ir apdorojimo karkasas. Pasiūlytojo karkaso naujumas pirmiausia yra susijęs 
su semantinių aspektų įdiegimu EDA. Karkasas įgalina apibrėžti aukštesnio ekspresyvumo lygmens realaus laiko sudėtinių įvykių 
apibrėžimą ir aukštesnį realaus laiko semantinės integracijos lygį naudojant dalykinės srities ir įvykių ontologiją. Pagrindinis karkaso 
komponentas yra sudėtinių įvykių paslauga, kuri veikia kaip sudėtinio įvykio atskirų narių išnykimo vieta ir kaip išvestinių sudėtinių 
įvykių šaltinis. Straipsnyje pasiūlytas būdas papildo esamus sudėtinių įvykių apdorojimo būdus ir gali sustiprinti bei pagerinti jų 
teikiamą sudėtinių įvykių palaikymą, tais atvejais, kai reikalingas aukštesnio lygio ekspresyvumas ir semantinis apibūdinimas. Il. 4, bibl. 
22, lent. 1 (anglų kalba; santraukos anglų ir lietuvių k.). 



<<
  /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


