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Abstract  
 

There is a current shift in seismic design strategy towards minimizing post-earthquake repair. This can 
already be achieved by implementing low damage technologies such as post-tensioned rocking systems 
with replaceable dissipative devices, also known as Dissipative Controlled Rocking (DCR). However, 
DCR as it is currently, has some limitations with regards to seismic structural redundancy for large and 
multiple earthquake events. In addition to this, the current seismic design limit states used for 
conventional RC structures do not account for the improved reparability of DCR and so forces structures 
using this system to be limited by displacement ductility values based on plastic hinge performance rather 
than metrics such as maximum dissipative device deformation or post-tensioning strain. In this paper, an 
alternative design philosophy addressing the aforementioned issues is given, design strains for dissipative 
devices are examined, and a method for improving the seismic structural robustness of DCR called Multi-
performance DCR (MDCR) is presented. Two DCR connections, one using a conventional design 
philosophy and one using the alternative design philosophy, were designed using a range of dissipator 
strain limits and subjected to repeat earthquakes to compare damage levels. It was found that the 
dissipator fatigue life was more sensitive to Collapse Avoidance Limit State (CALS) ground motions than 
sequential DCLS ground motions. From the Non-Linear Time History (NLTH) analysis it was concluded 
that a design level strain can be increased from 5% to 6% for buckling restrained fuse type dissipater 
implemented in bridge piers.  
 

Introduction 
 

Research on the seismic design of reinforced concrete bridges has focused on improving performance in 
order to reduce physical damage and residual drift associated with plastic hinging. Damage-resistant 
technologies intend to minimize post-earthquake damage in order to provide continued functionality for 
the transportation network. Dissipative Controlled Rocking (DCR) is a connection type developed to be 
used in place of traditional plastic hinges (Priestley, 1996). It incorporates Post Tensioning (PT) to 
provide re-centering, mild steel dissipators to provide energy dissipation and steel armoring at the 
interface to prevent concrete degradation (Figure 1). 
 

 
Figure 1. General layout of a pier incorporation DCR and the corresponding flag shape hysteresis 

Un-bonded PT 
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This combination of PT and dissipation leads to a flag-type hysteresis as illustrated in Figure 1. This 
behavior limits residual displacement after an earthquake provided the PT and axial load moment 
contribution (re-centering) is larger than the moment contribution of the mild steel. After a design level 
event the connections can be repaired to 100% of the original capacity by replacing the external 
dissipators. 

The main advantages of DCR, when detailed appropriately, are the elimination of residual drifts and the 
minimization of structural damage. However, there are two key areas where further improvement can be 
made. Firstly, the initial construction cost associated with implementing the technology in bridges is 
higher than that of a traditional plastic hinge. Secondly, dissipater strain limits that are required for the 
design of bridges is not well defined, in addition to their intended performance at the CALS. This paper 
intends to investigate these issues. The first, through the development of an alternative design philosophy 
and the second through NLTH analysis and the development of the modified DCR connection.  

Alternative Design Philosophy 
The main drawback of low damage technologies is the increase in construction cost associated with using 
novel design and construction. In reality, this can be offset by the minimized traffic disruption and safer 
repair methods as well as the other advantages listed previously. However, those benefits are not easily 
measurable, nor can they be easily accounted for at the design stage. Therefore, the advantages of this 
type of technology need to be considered in order to reduce the initial construction costs. To do this, the 
design philosophy used for traditional monolithic connections can be altered to account for the 
performance benefits of low damage systems. 

Building on the notion that accessibility, and hence reparability, influences ductility an alternative seismic 
design philosophy is proposed. This is based on the premise that as long as the appropriate CALS (which 
ensures life safety) is satisfied for a particular importance level structure, it would be justifiable to allow 
higher ductilities based on the economic and social impacts of the expected damage and speed of repair. 
This would allow structures which have been specifically designed to achieve limited damage that can be 
easily repaired, to be designed to a higher ductility provided there is no compromise on life safety. For 
this reason DCR or similar connections can be designed directly for CALS and the Damage Control Limit 
State (DCLS) can be altered based on economic effects of doing so.  

a)  b)
Figure 2: Idealized force displacement plot for: (a) traditional plastic hinge (b) DCR connection. 
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As shown in Figure 2, the monolithic connection has increasing damage beyond the yield point, this 
manifests itself through yielding of reinforcement, spalling of concrete, and buckling of reinforcement. 
Material degradation makes it difficult to predict the response at large displacements. Steel armoring in 
the DCR connection prevents concrete degradation so the DCR connection mainly exhibits damage in the 
dissipators, damage to the PT will be observed at large drifts. However, since it is recommended the 
connections are designed to ensure PT doesn’t yield until the CALS, the damage in any design level event 
is limited to the replaceable dissipators. Given that the DCLS implies that there is repairable damage, this 
design level becomes redundant as for any level of shaking below the CALS the connections sustains 
only repairable damage. If, for example the DCR connection is designed for a CALS event of 1/2500 
years and the connection undergoes a 1/1000 year event, the repair strategy, replacing external dissipators 
is exactly the same as if the connection undergoes a 1/2000 year event.  
 
Designing at the CALS rather than the DCLS has several advantages. The first is a result of the post-
yielding stiffness of the DCR connection which is caused by the increasing contribution of PT to the 
moment capacity of the section. As shown in Figure 3 the force demand is much larger at the CALS than 
the DCLS. This is a concern when designing using capacity design principles, as common practice is to 
take the over strength capacity at the DCLS. This is sufficient for monolithic connections as they 
generally have a flat or negative post yield stiffness. However, for DCR connections this process will 
grossly underestimate over-strength demands which will result in damage to capacity protected parts of 
the structure. The result is that the CALS has to be examined in order to derive the correct over-strength 
demands regardless of the design philosophy used. The second advantage is that the design base shear can 
be reduced. As shown in Figure 3, designing to the same limits as a monolithic connection results in an 
artificially high base shear demand due to the post yielding stiffness, particularly for piers in double 
bending. If the DCLS is ignored the same performance at the CALS can be achieved with much smaller 
sections (McHaffie, Sarkis, & Palermo, 2018). 
 

  
Figure 3: Left: Designing DCR connections design with more frequent return periods (DBD). Right: 

Allowing higher levels of ductility (FBD) 
 

The ‘catch’ then is that the displacement demand is inversely related to the stiffness of the seismic 
resisting system. Hence, weaker pier columns reduce the stiffness and increase the displacement demand. 
Therefore, the ‘penalty’ for this economy in design is the need to achieve higher displacements (including 
allowing for P-delta effects and seismic gaps etc) at the CALS than would have been required otherwise. 
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Performance Based Strain Limits for External Dissipators 
 
The design strain limits for buckling restrained fuse type dissipators is not currently well defined. The 
PRESS handbook (Pampanin, Marriott, Palermo, & New Zealand Concrete Society, 2010) specifies a 
design strain limit of 5%. However, this was loosely based on quasi-static cyclic experimental results 
which do not necessarily reflect the strain history which the dissipaters would be subjected to in a real 
ground motion. NLTH modelling was undertaken in OpenSEES to investigate the effect of the specified 
design strain on the cyclic demand of the dissipators under two scenarios: two sequential DCLS level 
earthquakes, and single CALS level events. Two cantilever DCR piers were designed according to Direct 
Displacement Based Design (DDBD). One pier was designed under the current design philosophy (DCLS 
first and checking the structural response at CALS) while the other was directly designed for the CALS 
and the DCLS response checked afterwards (Figure 4a). The DCLS elastic design spectrum was obtained 
from NZS1170.5:2004 (Standards New Zealand, 2004) and the spectrum at CALS obtained by amplifying 
the design displacement spectrum by 1.5 (New Zealand Transport Agency, 2013). Table 1 below presents 
the properties of the structural models and design seismic loading. 

Table 1: Design Properties of the Two Cantilever Piers Modelled in OpenSEES 

Parameter Units DCLS first CALS first 
Design gravity load, W kN 1067 1067 
DCLS lateral load, Vb kN 405.7 310.8 
CALS lateral load, Vb kN 521.6 401.7 
Effective height of equivalent SDOF, He mm 4000 4000 
Pier diameter, D mm 1000 1000 
Unbonded post-tensioning length  mm 4455 5842 
Post-tensioning area mm2 5280 1962 
Dissipator fuse area mm2 345 204 
Initial post-tensioning force kN 430 430 
Design displacement, ΔDCLS mm 80 108.5 
CALS displacement, ΔCALS mm 126 191 

 
In OpenSEES the DCR piers were modelled as 2D structures using the multi-spring element method and 
the dissipative devices were modelled explicitly as truss members. Each pier used 8 dissipators which 
were modelled using 5 layers in the 2D elevation. Low cycle fatigue was included in the model using the 
“Fatigue” material (Uriz & Mahin, 2008), where the coefficients used, were calibrated off experiments 
conducted previously at UC on the grooved dissipator. In addition to cyclic fatigue life, a tensile rupture 
strain of 20% was also specified. 

a)  b)  
Figure 4: a) Force-displacement response of the conventional and alternative designs; b) Effect of 
different design fuse strains on the force-displacement response of the conventional DCR model. 
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The DCLS and CALS strain levels that were investigated are shown in Table 2. The effect, on the force-
displacement response, of varying these strain levels is illustrated in Figure 4b. Each connection was 
subjected to a host of ground motions scaled in accordance with NZS 1170.5:2004.  

Table 2: Summary of dissipater strains levels used for design. 

 Conventional Design 
Philosophy (Design to DCLS) 

Alternative Design Philosophy 
(Design to CALS) 

Dissipater Strains at DCLS (%) 3 5 7 9 4 6 7 9 
Dissipater Strain at CALS (%) 5 9 15 15 8 10 13 17 
Lfuse (mm) 450 258 200 160 550 420 320 240 

 
Figures 5 shows the NLTH analysis results for the connection designed using a conventional design 
approach under CALS level ground motions. In general, the design strains did not have a significant 
effect on the key performance parameters. However, damage to the dissipater located at the extreme 
fibers increased with an increase in the design strain. Figure 6 which shows the results for the connection 
using the alternative design philosophy indicates the same trends. Therefore, altering the design strain 
does not adversely affect any components other than the dissipators (i.e the peak drifts are insensitive to 
the design strains of the dissipators).  
 

 
a) 

 
b) 

 
c) 

 
d) 

Figure 5: Summary of results from NLTH under CALS level events of connections designed using 
conventional design philosophy. a) Peak drifts recorded, b) cumulative damage to dissipator at 

extreme fibers, c) residual drift post-EQ, d) Peak force demand in PT. 
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a) 

 
b) 

 
c) 

 
d) 

Figure 6: Summary of results from NLTH under CALS level events of connections designed using an 
alternative design philosophy. a) Peak drifts recorded, b) cumulative damage to dissipator at extreme 

fiber, c) residual drift post-EQ, d) Peak force demand in PT. 

In the simulations dissipator rupture occurred and the number of instance and average number of layer of 
dissipators fractured are tabulated below. The results show that for connections designed with a DCLS 
strain of less than 6%, there is a 2% probability of fracturing dissipators. For a DCLS strain larger than 
6% there is a 10% and 25% probability of fracturing dissipators for DCLS strains of 7% and 9% 
respectively. Based on this sample (72 ground motions) it is recommended that a DCLS strain limit of 6% 
be used to ensure adequate performance at the CALS. When designing directly for the CALS a strain 
limit of 10% is recommend as the probability of rupture was 0 (for the 36 ground motions used in this 
analysis). These strain limits are deemed the most suitable given the low probability of rupturing 
dissipators. At or near the CALS it is quite reasonable to have fracture of a small percentage of dissipators 
as these: a) can be replaced and b) only account for approximately 40% of the total moment capacity so 
loss of a single dissipater results in a small loss in section capacity. 
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Table 3: Number of ground motions that caused rupture, conventional philosophy. 

DCLS design strain 3% Strain 5% Strain 7% Strain 9% Strain 
CALS design strain 5% Strain 9% Strain 12% Strain 15% Strain 
Number of GM’s that caused rupture* 0 3 10 25 
Average no. of dissipator layers which ruptured 0 1.3 1.7 2.2 

*Connection was subjected to 72 ground motions 

Table 4: Number of ground motions that caused rupture, alternative philosophy. 

DCLS design strain  4% Strain 6% Strain 7% Strain 9% Strain 
CALS design strain 8% Strain 10% Strain 13% Strain 17% Strain 
Number of GM’s that caused rupture* 0 0 1 1 
Average no. of dissipator layers which ruptured 0 0 1 3 

*Connections was subjected to 36 ground motions 
 
Designing for Large and Multiple Earthquake Events 
 
The amount of dissipator cyclic life consumed in a seismic event (DCLS, CALS) is relatively difficult to 
predict. Accurate prediction of the fatigue life consumed in a seismic event corresponding to a particular 
limit state is important, as knowledge of this is required in order to specify strain limit requirements for 
that limit state (DCLS and CALS).  However, these strain limits do not account for multiple seismic 
events.  Multi-performance Dissipative Controlled Rocking (MDCR) adds an additional layer of 
conservatism through modifying the DCR system by inserting extra rocking interfaces and or extra 
dissipative devices which are activated in such a way as to protect the post-tensioning and or minimize 
loss of damping capacity under CALS and multiple seismic events (Liu & Palermo, 2015). 

   
Figure 7. Left: example of Multi-Performance DCR using two sets of dissipators. Right, force-

displacement of such a system compared with conventional DCR 
 

Figure 7 depicts an example of this. Here, the structure employs an additional set of dissipators (green) 
which are not activated until the structure exceeds the DCLS drift. Under frequent seismic events (return 
period less than DCLS) only one set of dissipative devices is relied upon and if the intensity of the ground 
motion exceeds the DCLS then the second set of dissipative devices is activated in addition to the first set. 
In this way, after a DCLS or CALS ground motion, even though one set of dissipators may be spent, the 
vulnerability of a DCR pier to a sequential significant ground motion (if the first set is not immediately 
replaced) is lessened due to the presence of the second unused/partially used set on standby. In addition to 
this, in extreme events where both sets contribute to resisting the ground motion, the onset of yielding of 
the post-tensioning and major P-Δ effects are delayed due to the activation of the second set reducing 
overall displacements. 
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Following on previous analysis the effect of sequential earthquake motions was investigated. NLTH 
analysis was carried out on the two previously designed DCR connections to examine the cumulative 
damage resulting from multiple DCLS events and whether this would be enough to cause dissipator 
rupture. Figure 8 shows that for both design philosophies no dissipators ruptured, even when designed 
with a DCLS strain of 9%. This indicates that the specification of DCLS strain limits is to ensure 
adequate performance at the CALS and that cyclic demands arising from multiple DCLS level events do 
not appear to be critical. 
 

  
Figure 8: Damage to extreme fiber dissipators – Left: Conventional philosophy, Right: Alternative 

philosophy. 

Conclusions 
 

This paper has introduced an alternative design philosophy for DCR connections which ensures they are 
designed correctly for over-strength and improves the efficiency of the connection by reducing the DCLS 
design restriction. Comparison of the design philosophies through NLTH analysis has indicated 
satisfactory performance for both connections types. In addition, strain limits for DCLS and CALS have 
been proposed at 6% and 10% respectively. These limits allow for low cycle fatigue and minimize the 
probability of dissipator fracture at the extreme fibers. Finally, the MDCR connection was introduced as 
an improvement to DCR which is particularly suitable to high importance level structures in high seismic 
zones. MDCR will likely be able to sustain a CALS event followed by a DCLS event without collapsing. 
Further research on the strain limits is recommended. This research should aim to investigate near field, 
far field, short duration and long duration events as well as utilize a larger sample size of ground motions 
and connection detailing. 

References 
 

Liu, R., & Palermo, A. (2015). Low Damage Design and Seismic Isolation : What’s the difference ? In 
2015 NZSEE Conference. Rotorua, New Zealand. 

McHaffie, B., Sarkis, A., & Palermo, A. (2018). A Performance Comparison Between Plastic Hinges and 
Dissipative Controlled Rocking. In 16ECEE. Thessaloniki, Greece. 

New Zealand Transport Agency. (2013). Bridge manual 3rd Edition (3rd ed.). 

Pampanin, S., Marriott, D., Palermo, A., & New Zealand Concrete Society. (2010). PRESSS design 
handbook. Auckland, N.Z.: NZCS. 

Priestley, M. J. N. (1996). The PRESSS Program Current Status and Proposed Plans for Phase III. PCI 
Journal, 41(2), 22–40. 

Standards NZ. (2004). NZS1170 Structural design actions, Part 5: Earthquake actions - New Zealand. 

Uriz, P., & Mahin, S. A. (2008). Toward Earthquake-Resistant Design of Concentrically Braced Steel-
Frame Structures (No. 2008/08). Berkley, California. 

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
0

10

20

30

40

50

60

Extreme fiber dissipator damage, %

N
um

be
r 

of
 in

st
an

ce
s

 

 
3%

5%
7%

9%

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
0

5

10

15

20

25

30

Extreme fiber dissipator damage, %

N
um

be
r 

of
 in

st
an

ce
s

 

 
4%

5%
7%

9%

P1-10-8



<<
  /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




