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ABSTRACT 

Ontario Power Generation Inc. has embraced the use of Probabilistic Risk Assessment 
(PRA) in operational decision-making. Common examples include decisions related to 
continued operation while in an abnormal plant configuration based on incremental risk 
increase, and the use of risk monitors (i.e., Equipment Out-of-Service (EGOS)) for 
outage planning and managing risk during on-line maintenance. Unlike the baseline PRA 
where average risk is calculated, these operational decisions/tools are best made using a 
real-time, or instantaneous analysis reflecting actual plant configuration. The process of 
taking the baseline, time-averaged PRA, to an instantaneous model is part of broader 
process of "operationalizing" the plant PRA. Additional items in the process include 
activities related to the development of the risk monitors themselves, and the 
development and establishment of procedures and governance related to the use of the 
PRA and risk monitors in applications. This paper looks into the processes and factors 
requiring consideration when "operationalizing" a nuclear power plant PRA. As well, the 
paper includes a case study describing the use of an operational PRA to support the 
decision-making process at Pickering NGS B. 

INTRODUCTION 

The Probabilistic Risk Assessment (PRA) program at Ontario Power Generation Inc. 
(OPG) has been developed in the context of supporting operating power plants. As such, 
the primary objective has always been to enable the use of risk-informed decision-making 
related to plant operations and maintenance. The result was the development of a PRA 
methodology optimized for the development of an Operational PRA model. The OPG 
approach to "risk-informed" decision-making was initiated well before, and independent 
of, risk-informed elements of the regulatory framework and/or regulatory requirements, 
for example, S-294 (Reference 1). 

There are a number of alternative approaches and tools available for developing a nuclear 
power plant PRA. For example, it is common industry practice to utilize an event 
tree/fault tree approach, however, the boundaries related to what parts of the model are 
included in the event trees vs. fault trees is subject to a significant degree of variation 
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between studies. A key factor in choosing the PRA methodology lies in the planned 
applications for the study when completed. That is, a PRA developed as a design or 
licensing study may utilize different methodologies compared to a PRA being developed 
for use in an operational setting. That is not to say that a design, or licensing, PRA 
cannot be used in an operational setting, however, the extent to which the model would 
require modification in order to make it convenient for use in an operational setting may 
be greater than if the model had been built from the perspective of an operational PRA 
from the outset. 

Key elements of the OPG operational PRA program include the development and 
maintenance of the time-averaged baseline PRA models, adaptation of the baseline 
models to instantaneous models, development and implementation of risk monitors, and 
development and implementation of governance to provide a framework for risk-
informed decision-making. Each of these items is briefly discussed in the present paper. 
This somewhat generic discussion is followed by an example, or case study, of a risk-
informed decision made at the Pickering NGS B power plant using the operationalized 
version of the Pickering B Risk Assessment (PBRA). 

THE BASELINE PRA 

The main input into the development of an operational PRA, is an up-to-date time-
averaged baseline PRA model. The development and maintenance of a baseline PRA is 
not a small task, and is where the majority of PRA resources are utilized. Although this 
paper is not related to the subject of development and maintenance of the baseline PRA, 
there are some approaches that can be adopted in the development of the baseline PRA 
that will facilitate the production of the operational PRA — hence, providing savings and 
efficiencies in terms of the resources and schedule. 

For instance, consider the quantification or integration step of the PRA. It is common to 
utilize a sequence-by-sequence type of quantification technique. That is, each sequence 
of the event trees are integrated with the relevant fault trees and quantified one-at-a-time. 
The cutsets from each sequence are then obtained and analysed separately. The final 
result, in terms of minimal cutsets leading to a similar end state (i.e., fuel damage and ex-
plant release categories) is obtained by combining the cutsets for each sequence leading 
to the same end-state. This approach works well for generating the time-averaged 
solution, but is not necessari;y the most efficient process in the context of an operational 
PRA, or risk monitor, as it involves a large number of separate and independent 
calculations which need to be combined in order to re-calculate the end-state or risk 
metric of interest. Ideally, for purposes of a risk monitor, a fully integrated fault tree is 
developed with the top event representing the risk metric of interest. This enables quick 
and automatic re-quantification of the risk metric for any given plant configuration. 

At OPG, the baseline PRA solution is obtained by first converting the event tree logic 
into high level fault tree logic for each fuel damage category and ex-plant release 
category, then integrating the high level fault trees with the system level fault trees. In 
this way, a top logic model is developed for each end-state. This top logic model is then 

2 of 10 

between studies.  A key factor in choosing the PRA methodology lies in the planned 
applications for the study when completed.  That is, a PRA developed as a design or 
licensing study may utilize different methodologies compared to a PRA being developed 
for use in an operational setting.  That is not to say that a design, or licensing, PRA 
cannot be used in an operational setting, however, the extent to which the model would 
require modification in order to make it convenient for use in an operational setting may 
be greater than if the model had been built from the perspective of an operational PRA 
from the outset.    
 
Key elements of the OPG operational PRA program include the development and 
maintenance of the time-averaged baseline PRA models, adaptation of the baseline 
models to instantaneous models, development and implementation of risk monitors, and 
development and implementation of governance to provide a framework for risk-
informed decision-making.  Each of these items is briefly discussed in the present paper.  
This somewhat generic discussion is followed by an example, or case study, of a risk-
informed decision made at the Pickering NGS B power plant using the operationalized 
version of the Pickering B Risk Assessment (PBRA). 
 
THE BASELINE PRA 
 
The main input into the development of an operational PRA, is an up-to-date time-
averaged baseline PRA model.  The development and maintenance of a baseline PRA is 
not a small task, and is where the majority of PRA resources are utilized.  Although this 
paper is not related to the subject of development and maintenance of the baseline PRA, 
there are some approaches that can be adopted in the development of the baseline PRA 
that will facilitate the production of the operational PRA – hence, providing savings and 
efficiencies in terms of the resources and schedule.   
 
For instance, consider the quantification or integration step of the PRA.  It is common to 
utilize a sequence-by-sequence type of quantification technique.  That is, each sequence 
of the event trees are integrated with the relevant fault trees and quantified one-at-a-time.  
The cutsets from each sequence are then obtained and analysed separately.  The final 
result, in terms of minimal cutsets leading to a similar end state (i.e., fuel damage and ex-
plant release categories) is obtained by combining the cutsets for each sequence leading 
to the same end-state.  This approach works well for generating the time-averaged 
solution, but is not necessari;y the most efficient process in the context of an operational 
PRA, or risk monitor, as it involves a large number of separate and independent 
calculations which need to be combined in order to re-calculate the end-state or risk 
metric of interest.  Ideally, for purposes of a risk monitor, a fully integrated fault tree is 
developed with the top event representing the risk metric of interest.  This enables quick 
and automatic re-quantification of the risk metric for any given plant configuration.       
 
At OPG, the baseline PRA solution is obtained by first converting the event tree logic 
into high level fault tree logic for each fuel damage category and ex-plant release 
category, then integrating the high level fault trees with the system level fault trees.  In 
this way, a top logic model is developed for each end-state.  This top logic model is then 

28th Annual CNS Conference & 31st CNS/CNA Student Conference
June 3 - 6, 2007 Saint John, New Brunswick, Canada

2 of 10



28th Annual CNS Conference & 31st CNS/CNA Student Conference 
June 3 - 6, 2007 Saint John, New Brunswick, Canada 

available for use directly in the operational PRA, or risk monitor, which is, as stated 
above, the desired form for the PRA for use in a risk monitor. 

As a second example, consider a train based system. It is typical in a PRA model to have 
one train assumed to be in-service and the second train assumed to be on standby. On a 
time-averaged basis it does not matter which train is selected for in-service and which is 
selected for standby. However, in an instantaneous (or operational model), the objective 
is to specify precisely the configuration of the plant — hence, it would be useful to have 
the option of selecting either train to in-service. Resolving this type of asymmetry can be 
done in the baseline time-averaged model, or can be done as a separate step as part 
operationalizing the PRA. Currently, at OPG, this is addressed by manual manipulations 
of the model. 

THE OPERATIONAL PRA 

An operational PRA is "a plant specific real-time analysis tool used to determine the 
point-in-time risk which is based on the actual plant configuration defined in terms of the 
Plant Operational Mode, the components that have been removed from service, the 
choice of running and standby trains for normally operating systems and setting other 
environmental factors." (Reference 2). 

The basis of the operational PRA is the baseline, time-averaged PRA with modifications 
typically made to address the following: 

• Remove some of the simplifications made in the baseline model (i.e., resolve the 
modelling asymmetries as needed); 

• Remove any time-averaged test and maintenance events (i.e., the reference 
operational model should be reflective of zero maintenance); 

• Remove any time-averaged conditional events (for example, environmental 
conditions) and replace them with true or false settings (i.e., it is known if the 
conditions are true or not); 

As a result of the modifications to the time-averaged baseline PRA, the quantitative 
results associated with the instantaneous, operational model will be different from those 
reported in the baseline time-averaged model. As an example, consider the severe core 
damage frequency predicted for Pickering NGS B. The time-averaged value for the at-
power state is predicted to be about 1.0E-5 occ./yr, whereas the zero maintenance, 
instantaneous value is predicted to be about 7.5E-6 occ./yr using the same truncation 
value (E-11). It is important to validate this difference in the context of the changes 
made to the models. In this case, the difference in the quantified results are due largely to 
the removal of the test and maintenance events. 

THE RISK MONITOR 

With an instantaneous, zero maintenance PRA model developed, the main infrastructure 
associated with a risk monitor is complete. In fact, valid risk-informed decisions can be 
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made using this model without the aid of a risk monitor. However, generally speaking, 
manipulation of the model would most often require an amount of skill and knowledge of 
PRA that is beyond the expectation of most plant staff. The main purpose, then, of the 
risk monitor is to enable the use of the station risk assessment, by staff other than the 
PRA group. A risk monitor enables this by overlaying the PRA with a user friendly 
interface. 

At OPG, the risk monitor software used is the EPRI Risk and Reliability Workstation tool 
EOOS (Equipment Out-of-Service). OPG has risk monitors developed for the at-power 
and outage states. Figure 1 illustrates the "operators" status panel of the Pickering NGS 
B At-Power Risk Monitor. 

Figure 1 illustrates the zero maintenance configuration (i.e., no equipment out-of-
service). On the upper left corner is the "risk meter" which shows the instantaneous 
severe core damage frequency. With no equipment out-of-service, the Pickering B severe 
core damage frequency is predicted to be 7.5E-6 occ./yr. 

To the right of the risk meter is a list of equipment currently out-of-service (empty in 
Figure 1 as no equipment is removed from service). Across the bottom of the screen are 
the "status" panels providing deterministic information regarding the availability of 
selected systems. The selection of systems to be shown as status panels is customized 
according to the particular station needs and desires. 

Figure 2 provides an example of the instantaneous risk at Pickering NGS B with a piece 
of equipment taken out-of-service. In this example, valve 5-7138-V82 is removed from 
service rendering the make-up water from the Emergency Storage Water Tank (ESWT —
or the Dousing Tank) at the top of the vacuum building to the moderator unavailable. 
The result is a loss of the moderator boil-off heat sink, which is credited as a long-term 
mechanism of decay heat removal. Clearly, this change has an impact on the 
instantaneous severe core damage frequency (as shown in the risk meter). As well, the 
associated status panels have turned red indicating the unavailable status of the 
emergency water supply to the moderator. 

The EOOS monitor also provides a second screen for the so-called "scheduler". An 
example, from the Pickering B at-power risk monitor is shown in Figure 3. The 
scheduler screen enables a review of the risk profile of various proposed plant 
configurations before they are implemented. This is particularly useful for outage 
planning as a tool for checking and optimizing the risk profile of an upcoming outage. 

A FRAMEWORK FOR RISK-INFORMED DECISION-MAKING 

Up to now the focus of this paper has been on the development of the operational PRA 
and risk monitors. To use the risk monitor for decision-making a framework must first be 
established to provide the criteria for making decisions. 
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At OPG a number of standards and guidelines have been developed to guide station staff 
with using the PRA in the context of operational decision-making. An example is the 
OPG Guideline for Management of Incremental Risk from Abnormal Plant 
Configurations. This document provides guidance for managing incremental risk from 
abnormal plant configurations to ensure the following: 

• The configuration does not cause the plant to operate at an unduly high risk level 
even for a short period of time; 

• The resulting incremental risk does not cause the relevant safety goal limits to be 
exceeded; 

• Adequate guidance is in place to manage risk while operating in an abnormal 
configuration; and 

• Any long-term implications or actions are identified and accounted for. 

The overall process is risk-informed in that it uses quantitative estimates of risk to 
determine the risk management guidance applicable to a given plant configuration, but 
places some deterministic restrictions on the maximum durations of such configurations. 

The guideline utilizes the concepts of "instantaneous" risk and "incremental" risk for 
quantifying risk impacts. In this context, instantaneous risk is defined as the risk 
calculated for a specific plant configuration assuming duration is indefinite, whereas 
incremental risk is the calculated risk increase (or increment) from the average baseline 
risk for a specific plant configuration. 

The guideline considers four sets of circumstances as follows: 

• The configuration is planned, is of known duration, and is covered by the plant 
PRA. In this case a direct calculation of instantaneous risk and incremental risk 
can be obtained; 

• The configuration is planned, of known duration but is not covered by the plant 
PRA. In this case an instantaneous risk estimate using a separate analysis, 
supplementary to the plant PRA is required. Incremental risk is then the 
instantaneous risk multiplied by duration; 

• The configuration is unplanned but does not impact the design basis (i.e., is 
temporary). In this case, instantaneous risk is calculated directly from the plant 
PRA (or supplementary analysis if necessary), and allowable durations are 
determined by comparing with incremental risk limits established in the guide; 

• The configuration is unplanned and leads to a change in the design basis 
(configurations of this type should get added to the plant PRA at next update). In 
this case, instantaneous risk generally cannot be calculated directly from the plant 
PRA, but may be calculated by means of supplementary analysis. Allowable 
durations are determined by comparing with incremental risk limits established in 
the guide. 

The process outlined in the guideline is illustrated below by means of a case study. 
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CASE STUDY 

A concern had been raised at Pickering NGS B regarding how best to deal with a 
hypothetical events of a spurious opening of the panels associated with the Powerhouse 
Emergency Venting System (PEVS) panels under an extreme cold winter weather 
condition. If such an event were to occur, equipment residing in the powerhouse could 
freeze. This could have economic as well as safety implications. 

One option considered for dealing with this issue was to instruct operations to force close 
the PEVS panels if they were to spuriously open. However, force closing the PEVS 
panels would render the system unavailable for performing its design function (i.e., to 
mitigate the consequences of a steam line break). 

In order to quantify the risk impact of force closing the PEVS panels following a spurious 
opening, PBRA was used in conjunction with the OPG Guideline for Management of 
Incremental Risk from Abnormal Plant Configurations. 

Using severe core damage frequency as the risk metric of interest, a calculation of the 
incremental risk associated with plant operations with the PEVS system disabled was 
performed using the instantaneous EOOS model. 

The baseline risk is 1.0E-5 occ./yr. With PEVS taken out-of —service this value increased 
to about 2.0E-4 occ./yr (i.e., the instantaneous risk). The incremental risk, then, is 
1.9E-4 occ./yr (i.e., 2.0E-4 —1.0E-5 occ./yr). 

Based on the guideline, planned configurations would not normally be entered if the 
incremental core damage probability (ICDP) exceeds 1E-5. ICDP is calculated from the 
incremental core damage frequency (ICDF) times duration of the planned configuration. 
Thus, using the ICDP limit of 1E-5, and the calculated ICDF of 1.9E-4, an allowable 
duration of 0.053 years (19 days) was calculated (i.e., 1E-5/1.9E-4). 

SUMMARY 

OPG and NSS have worked collaboratively to develop the infrastructure associated with 
the use of operational PRAs for decision-making related to plant operations and 
maintenance. The steps associated with this process have involved the development and 
maintenance of the time-averaged baseline PRA models, adaptation of the baseline 
models to instantaneous models, development and implementation of risk monitors, and 
development and implementation of governance to provide a framework for risk-
informed decision-making. Because OPG developed the PRA program with plant 
operations in mind from the outset, the use of the PRA in application has influenced the 
choice of tools and methodologies for PRA development, the result being a PRA program 
optimized to the needs of operating plants. 
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Based on the guideline, planned configurations would not normally be entered if the 
incremental core damage probability (ICDP) exceeds 1E-5.  ICDP is calculated from the 
incremental core damage frequency (ICDF) times duration of the planned configuration.  
Thus, using the ICDP limit of 1E-5, and the calculated ICDF of 1.9E-4, an allowable 
duration of   0.053 years (19 days) was calculated (i.e., 1E-5/1.9E-4). 
 
SUMMARY 
 
OPG and NSS have worked collaboratively to develop the infrastructure associated with 
the use of operational PRAs for decision-making related to plant operations and 
maintenance.  The steps associated with this process have involved the development and 
maintenance of the time-averaged baseline PRA models, adaptation of the baseline 
models to instantaneous models, development and implementation of risk monitors, and 
development and implementation of governance to provide a framework for risk-
informed decision-making.  Because OPG developed the PRA program with plant 
operations in mind from the outset, the use of the PRA in application has influenced the 
choice of tools and methodologies for PRA development, the result being a PRA program 
optimized to the needs of operating plants.   
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Figure 1: Screenshot of the Operator Screen of the Pickering NGS B At-Power Risk 
Monitor (BOOS) — Zero Maintenance Condition 

19 Operator's Risk Evaluation for PBRA Severe Core Damage 2005 
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Figure 1:  Screenshot of the Operator Screen of the Pickering NGS B At-Power Risk 
Monitor (EOOS) – Zero Maintenance Condition 
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Figure 2: Screenshot of the Operator Screen of the Pickering NGS B At-Power Risk 
Monitor (BOOS) — Valve 5-7138-V82 Out-of-Service 

19 Operator's Risk Evaluation for PBRA Severe Core Damage 2005 
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Figure 2: Screenshot of the Operator Screen of the Pickering NGS B At-Power Risk 
Monitor (EOOS) – Valve 5-7138-V82 Out-of-Service 
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Figure 3: Screenshot of the Scheduler Screen of the Pickering NGS B At-Power Risk 
Monitor (EGOS) 
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Figure 3: Screenshot of the Scheduler Screen of the Pickering NGS B At-Power Risk 
Monitor (EOOS) 

 

 
 

28th Annual CNS Conference & 31st CNS/CNA Student Conference
June 3 - 6, 2007 Saint John, New Brunswick, Canada

10 of 10


	ABSTRACT
	INTRODUCTION
	THE BASELINE PRA
	THE OPERATIONAL PRA
	THE RISK MONITOR
	A FRAMEWORK FOR RISK-INFORMED DECISION-MAKING
	CASE STUDY
	SUMMARY
	REFERENCES


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /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 false
  /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

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. 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 for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


