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Abstract. The notion of partitioned-parametric Grobner bases of a
polynomial ideal under constraints is introduced and an algorithm for
constructing partitioned-parametric Grobner bases is given; the correct-
ness and the termination of the algorithm are proved. We also present
a method based on computing partitioned-parametric Grobner bases for
proving geometric theorems mechanically. By this method, besides prov-
ing the generic truth of a geometric theorem, we can give the necessary
and sufficient conditions on the free parameters for the theorem to be
true. An example for proving geometric theorems by the partitioned-
parametric Grébner bases method is given.

1 Introduction

Many geometric statements can be formulated in terms of polynomial equations,
and such algebraic formulations usually involve a number of parameters. An im-
portant problem concerning proving geometric theorems is to determine whether
a geometric statement is valid under a specialization of parameters.

In detail, a geometric statement of equality-type consists of two parts: hy-
potheses and conclusion. Both hypotheses and conclusion can be expressed in
terms of polynomial equations in a number of free arbitrary coordinates u1, .. .,
Uy, which we call parameters, and a number of dependent coordinates x1, ..., Ty,
which we call variables. Typically, the hypotheses are composed of

hl(ula"'aumaxla"'axn) :Oa

...... (1)

(Ui, .oy Umy @1,y .oy Tp) =0,
where the h’s are polynomials over a ground field K. The conclusion is

g(Uut, ..oy Um, T1,y. .o, Tpy) =0, (2)
where g is a polynomial over K. The problem to be considered is:
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Find all the constraints, viewed as polynomial equations and inequations in uy,
.oy Um, such that [d) implies (3).

For most geometric theorems, the conclusion does not strictly follow from the
hypotheses; there are some so-called degenerate cases. Wu introduced the charac-
teristic set method to prove geometric theorems and the “non-degenerate” condi-
tions can be given automatically [I2]. This method has been successfully used to
prove many difficult geometric theorems, and to discover new theorems [3}4L[1T].
The application of the Grobner bases method to geometric theorem-proving has
been investigated in [3L[6,10]. An algorithm based on Grébner bases is presented
in [10] for deriving simplest degeneracy conditions for geometric theorems.

Inspired by the work in [7,[9], in particular, the notion of parametric Grébner
bases in [7], in this paper we introduce the notion of partitioned-parametric
Grobner bases and based on it a method for analyzing the parameters involved
in an algebraic formulation of a geometric statement. This method partitions
the parametric space into finitely many subsets defined by polynomial equations
and inequations (i.e., parametric constraints), and show clearly on which subsets
the statement is valid and on which it is invalid. In other wrods, the necessary
and sufficient conditions on the parameters for a geometric statement to be true
can be given by this method.

Recently, we found that Montes [8] also presented an algorithm for discussing
Grobner bases with parameters.

In the next section, the method for checking the consistency of a polyno-
mial constraint is described. In Section 3, the notion of parametric partition of
a constrained polynomial set is introduced and an algorithm for constructing
the parametric partition is described. In Section 4, the notion of partitioned-
parametric Grobner bases of an ideal under a constraint is introduced and an
algorithm for computing partitioned-parametric Grobner bases is presented. In
Section 5, a partitioned-parametric Grobner bases method for proving geometric
theorems is proposed and an example is given to show how to use this method
to prove geometric theorems mechanically.

2 Constraints over the Parameters

Let K be a computable field and E be an algebraically closed field containing K.
For simplification, let u = (u1, ..., Un), where uq, ..., u,, are parameters. K [u]
denotes the polynomial ring Kuq, ..., tm].

A constraint is viewed as a set of polynomial equations and inequations over
parameters, denoted by

02{61 =0,...,cs =0,dy 750,...,dt7é0}, C,’,dj EK[U], (3)

which is true or false, depending on values in E substituted for parameters
appearing in the constraint.
Let C be a constraint over the parameters; a set S(C) C E™ is defined as

S(C) = {u' € E™|u’ satisfy the constraint C'}.
Especially, S(C') = E™ when C' is the empty set.
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A constraint C' is said to be consistent if S(C') is not an empty set.
A Grobner bases algorithm or a characteristic set algorithm can be used for
checking the consistency of a constraint C' of form (3.

— GB method: by introducing 1, ..., y:, let d;- =djy; —1,7=1,...,t, and
C'={a,...,cs,dy, ..., dy} C Klu,y|, where y = (y1,...,yt); then C is
consistent if and only if {1} is not the reduced Grébner basis of C”.

— CS method: S(C) can be considered as a quasi-variety in E™. Whether
S(C) is an empty set can be detected by computing its projection [2]. More-
over, the methods of regular decomposition or irreducible decomposition of
S(C) can also be used to detect its consistency [111[12].

For a polynomial constraint, the following proposition is obvious.

Proposition 1. If C is a constraint and p is a polynomial in K|u], then one
and only one of the following three cases should be satisfied:

(a) C U {p # 0} is not consistent, which can be equally described as for each
u' € S(C), p(u') = 0, i.e, p can be considered as a zero function under
S(C).

(b) CU{p = 0} is not consistent, which can be equally described as for each
u' € S(C), p(u') #0, ie., p as a function is nonzero on S(C).

(¢) Both CU{p =0} and C U {p # 0} are consistent.

3 Parametric Partition of a Constrained Polynomial Set

Let u = (u1,...,um) and z = (z1,...,z,). By K[u, z], we denote the polynomial
ring with indeterminates v and x over K. Let f be a polynomial in Ku, 2] and
u’ be a specialization of u, and f(u',x) denotes the polynomial obtained by
substituting u’ for u. Let F' be a set of polynomials in K{u,z], and F(u’,x) be
the set of polynomials obtained by substituting «’ for u into the polynomials
in F.

In [5], some terminologies about polynomials have been introduced. We will
extend them to polynomials with parameters.

Definition 1. Let f be a nonzero polynomial in K[u,x], where f can be consid-
ered as a polynomial in Klul[z], and f =) aqx®, where aq € Ku]. Let > be
a monomial order on x.

(a) The multidegree of f is
multideg(f) = max(a € ZZ : an # 0).
(b) The leading coefficient of f is
le(f) = Gmultideg(f) € Klu].

In particular, for f € K[u], lc(f) = f.
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(¢) The leading monomial of f is

lm(f) _ xmultideg(f).
(d) The leading term of f is

16(f) = le(f)lm(f).

In paper [7], Kapur defined a constrained polynomial as a pair (C, f), where
C' is a consistent constraint and f is a polynomial in K[u,z]. The constraint
polynomial (C, f) is unambiguous if le(f)(u’) # 0,Vu' € S(C).

In the following, we will extend constrained polynomial and unambiguous
polynomial to constrained polynomial set and unambiguous polynomial set.

Definition 2. A constrained polynomial set is a pair (C, F), where C is a con-
sistent constraint over the parameters u, and F is a finite set of polynomials in
Klu,z]. A constrained polynomial set (C, F) is an unambiguous polynomial set
if for all u' in S(C) and for all f in F, le(f)(u') # 0.

For example, ({u; —us = 0,us = 0,u1 # 0,u2 # 0}, {z1 — w1, 2ususzy + 1}) and
({u1 = 0,ug = 0}, {1}) are two unambiguous polynomial sets.
Now, we define the parametric partition of a constrained polynomial set.

Definition 3. A set {(C1, F1),...,(Cs, Fs)} of unambiguous polynomial sets is
a parametric partition of a constrained polynomial set (C,F) if it satisfies the
following conditions:

(a) S(C1),...,S(Cs) is a partition of S(C), i.e., | J:_, S(Ci) = S(C) and S(C;)N
S(Cj) =0, for1 <i#j<s;

(b) Yu' € S(C), ifu' € S(C;) then F;(v',x) and F(u', x) generate the same ideal
in K(u')[z], where K(u') is the field generated by v’ over K.

Let F' be a polynomial set; the parametric partition of (#, F) will be called the
parametric partition of F.

Theorem 1. For any constrained polynomial set, there is an algorithm to com-
pute its parametric partition in finite steps.

Proof. Let (C,F) be an arbitrary constraint polynomial set. First we will con-
sider the case where F' consists of only one polynomial, i.e., suppose that F' =
{f}. According to Proposition [T, we know that:

1. If C U {le(f) # 0} is not consistent, then lc(f) is zero on S(C); let f' =
f—=1(f). It is obvious that the parametric partition of (C,{f'}) is exactly
the one of (C,{f}).

2. If C U {lc(f) = 0} is not consistent, then lc(f) is nonzero on S(C), and
(C,{f}) is the parametric partition of itself.

3. Otherwise, both C' U {lc(f) = 0} and C U {lc(f) # 0} are consistent; then
the union of {(C' U {lc(f) # 0},{f})} and the parametric partition of (C' U

{Ie(f) =0}, {f —1t(f)}) is the parametric partition of (C, {f}).
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Since f has a finite number of terms, the above process will terminate in finite
steps and the number of the unambiguous polynomial sets in the parametric
partition of (C,{f}) is also finite. It is easy to check that the above process will
give the parametric partition of (C, {f}).

If F has more than one polynomial, then suppose that F' = {f1,..., fs—1, fx},
and that {(C1, F1), ..., (Cy, F})} is a parametric partition of {fi,..., fr—1}. Let
{(Ci1,Fi1), ... (Cit; . Fy ;) } be the parametric partition of (C;, {fx}); it is easy to
check that (Cyj, F;; UF;) fori=1,...,t,5 =1,...,k; is the parametric partition
of (C, F).

For example, f = vzy + uz® + x, g = uy? + 22, F = {f, g}, assuming a
lexicographic order on terms defined by the variable order y > z. First, we
will construct the parametric partition of (9, {f}), It is {(C1, {f}), (Ca, {uz? +
x}), (Cs,{z})}, C1 = {v # 0}, Co = {v = 0,u # 0}, C3 = {v = 0,u = 0}.
Then, we will construct the parametric partitions of (Cy,{g}), (C2,{g}) and
(Cs,{g}). The parametric partitions of (C1,{g}), (C2,{g}) and (Cs,{g}) are
{({v # 0,u # 0h{g}), ({v # 0,u = O}, {z2))}, {(Ca, {g})} and {(Cy, {#2})}
respectively. The parametric partition of (0, F) will be {({v # 0,u # 0},{f, g}),
({v #0,u=0},{f,2%}), (C2, {ua® + z,g}), (Cs,{z,2*})}.

4 Partitioned-Parametric Grobner Bases

Let F' be a polynomial set and v’ be an element in E; we use Ir to denote the
ideal generated by F' in K[u,z|. Let

Ir(u', %) = {p| p can be written as f(u/,2)/g(x), f € Ir,g € K[ul, g(u) # O};
it is easy to check that Ir(u’, x) is an ideal in K (u’)[z].

Definition 4. Let (C, F) be a constrained polynomial set; a parametric partition
(C1,G1),...,(Cs,Gs) of (C,F) is called the (reduced) partitioned-parametric
Grobner basis of the ideal Ir under the constraint C if: Yu' € S(C), if u' €
S(C;) then G;(u',x) is the (reduced) Grobner basis of Ir(u',x).

The partitioned-parametric Grobner basis of the ideal Ir under constraint () will
be called the partitioned-parametric Grébner basis of the ideal Ip.

Two important operations in Grobner bases computation are that of com-
puting an S-polynomial of a pair of distinct polynomials and the remainder on
division of a polynomial by one polynomial list. Below we extend these two
notations to polynomials with parameters.

For a polynomial f in K [u, x|, for example f = ux+22+1, for a lexicographic
order with u > x, the leading monomial will be u?z. u3x becomes 0 by specifying
u to 0, which is different from the leading monomial of f|,—o. We will define the
following S-polynomial in K (u)[x].
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Definition 5. Let f, g be two polynomials in Ku,x]. Suppose that multideg(f)
= «a, multideg(g) = B, and let v = (71,...,7n), Vi = max(a;,F;). The S-
polynomial of f and g is the combination

o a2 (f 1) — g 16(f))
spoly(f,g) = 1t(f) f= lt(g) 9= 1t(f) -1t(g) 7

which is in K(u)[z].

For example, f = vay + vz’ + z, ¢ = uy? + 22, assuming a lexicographic order
on terms defined by the variable order y > =z,

2.2 3
u Ty + ury — VT
spoly(f,g) = w :

Definition 6. We will write f¥ for the remainder on division of f € K|u,z] by

the ordered s-tuple F = (f1,..., fs) C K[u,z]; f can be written as

FFofo afi axfa  asfs
le(f1)  le(f2) le(fs)

where ay,...,as are in Klu,z]. fF is a linear combination with coefficients in

K (u), of monomials, none of which is divisible by any of lm(f1),...,1m(fs).

For example, F' = {vzy + uz? + z,uy? + 2?} and f = vy? + uz®y + y, assuming
a lexicographic order on terms defined by the variable order y > x. Then

2,2 3.4 2,.3
f—F_”UUy*’UIE —urT—uTr

uv

Let f be a polynomial in K (u)[z]. We use num(f) to denote the numerator
of f; num(f) is in Ku, z|.

Theorem 2. The parametric partition {(C1,G1),...,(Cs,Gs)} of a constrained
polynomial set (C, F) is the partitioned-parametric Grébner basis of Ip under

constraint C if and only if for each i, Vf,g € G;, num(num(spoly(f, g))G) s a
zero polynomial on S(C;).

Proof. Since f and g are in G, the denominator of spoly(f, g) is the product of
le(f) and le(g) by DefinitionsBland[6l The leading coefficients of the polynomials
in G; will be nonzero on S(C;), so that the denominator of spoly(f, g) will be

i

nonzero on S(C;). For the same reason, the denominator of num(spoly(f, g))
is also nonzero on S(C;).

By the definition of parametric partition, we know that for each v’ € S(C}),
G;(v',x) and F(u,z) generate the same ideal in K (u’)[z]. By Buchberger’s S-
polynomial criterion of Grobner bases [I], we know that for each ' in S(C;),
Gi(u', ) is the Grobner basis of Ip(y 4)-
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Theorem 3. For any constrained polynomial set, there is an algorithm to com-
pute out its partitioned-parametric Grébner basis in finite steps.

We give the algorithm first.

Algorithm: PPGB(C, F)
Input:  (C, F) is a constrained polynomial set;
Output: A partitioned-parametric Grobner basis of (C, F).
1. If F = {1} then return (C, F).
2. Let (C1, F1,), ..., (Cs, Fs) be the parametric partition of (C, F).
3. For each 1, compute the Ppartltloned parametric Grobner basis of (C;, F).
— SP(F;)={spoly(f,g) " | for each palr f,g € Fi}.
— If for each h in SP(F;), for each v’ € S(C;), h(u', ) is 0 as a polynomial
in K[u',z], then (C;, F;) is a partitioned-parametric Grébner basis of
Ci, F;).
- (Othervx)fise, compute the partitioned-parametric Grébuner basis of (C;, F;
U SP(F;)).
4. Return the union of the partitioned-parametric Grobner bases of (C;, F;).
It should be noticed that the polynomials in SP(F;) will be in K (u)[x], and
their denominators will be nonzero on S(C;). These polynomials can be replaced
by their numerators which are in K[u, z].

Proof. The correctness of the algorithm is guaranteed by Theorem 2l Now we
prove that the algorithm terminates in finite steps. It is well known that Buch-
berger’s algorithm for computing Grobner bases terminates in finite steps and
the reason is that during the loop of successive iterations through expanding
the original polynomial set with the nonzero remainders of S-polynomials, the
leading terms of the ever-increasing polynomial set form an ascending chain of
ideals. As for the partitioned-parametric case, it becomes a litter more compli-
cated. On the one hand, it is easy to see that the ascending chain of ideals does
also exist for the leading coefficients are certainly nonzero under corresponding
constraint. On the other hand, in step 2, (Cy, F1), ..., (Cs, Fs) is the parametric
partition of (C, F), and s is a finite number. So the algorithm PPGB forms a
tree structure of unambiguous polynomial sets, and the two sides prove that
the length of the tree is finite and the node number of the same layer is finite
respectively. So the number of leaves, which are unambiguous polynomial sets,
is finite too. This proves the termination of the algorithm.

5 Proving Geometric Theorem by Partitioned-Parametric
Grobner Bases

The following theorem can solve the radical ideal membership problem.

Theorem 4 (Radical Ideal Membership). Let F' be a finite set of polyno-
mials in K[x] and g be a polynomial in K[x]. Then g is in the radical of the ideal
Ir if and only if {1} is the reduced Grébner basis of (F, gy — 1).

Proof. See [ILE].
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We can extend the above theorem to the case of polynomial ideals involving
parameters to establish the following theorem, which can solve the parametric
radical ideal membership problem.

Theorem 5 (Parametric Radical Ideal Membership). Let hy,..., h,, g be
polynomials in Klu,z], G={(C1,G1),...,(Cs,Gs)} be the reduced partitioned-
parametric Grébner basis of the ideal generated by hq, ..., h.,gy — 1 under con-
straint C. Then Yu' € S(C;), g(u/,x) is in the radical of the ideal generated by
hi(u' ), ..., he(u',2) in K(u')[z] if and only if G; = {1}.

Proof. Tt is obvious according to the definition of partitioned-parametric
Grobner bases and Theorem [l

Based on the above theorem, we propose the following method to prove geometric
theorems mechanically.

For a geometric theorem, hypotheses can be expressed by a set of polynomial
equations: {hy = 0,...,h, = 0}, and the conclusion can be expressed by a
polynomial equation: g = 0. The polynomials h; and g are in K[u, ], where the
u’s are parameters and z’s are variables. Generally the conclusion g = 0 does
not strictly follow from the hypotheses {h; =0,...,h, = 0}.

Let F = {h,...,hy, gy — 1}, for any term order on x and y, and let

{(ClaGl)a L) (CTvGT)’ (CT+13GT+1)a L) (CsaGS)}

be the reduced partitioned-parametric Grobner basis of Ip. Assume that G; =
{1} fori=1,...,rand G; # {1} fori = r+1,...,s; then the geometric theorem
is true under the constraints C1, ..., C;. and the geometric theorem is false under
the constraints Cy41,...,Cs.

Consider the following example.

Ezample 1. The bisectors of the three angles of an arbitrary triangle, three-to-
three, intersect at four points. In other words, let the triangle be AABC, the
two bisectors of /A and /B intersect at point D. We need to show that C'D is
the bisector of /C.

To simplify calculation, and without loss of generality, we take the coordinates
of the points as A(u1,0), B(uz,0),C(0,us), D(x1,x2). The hypotheses of the

theorem are expressed as:
hy = ug[r3 — (z1 — u1)?] — 2urza (1 — U1) (DA is the bisector of /CAB)

—0
=0 (DB is the bisector of /ABC)

ho = us[r3 — (21 — u2)?] — 2uawa (w1 — u2)
The conclusion to be proved is
g = [u1(z2 — uz) + uzw1][uz (w2 — uz) — uzw1]

+[U2($2 - U3) + U3$1HU3($2 — U3) — ulxl] = 0.

Compute the partitioned-parametric Grobner basis of {h1, he, gy — 1} with
respect to the graded lex order with tie broken by y > x5 > x1. Here uj, us, us
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A

Fig. 1. Three bisectors pass through the same point

are considered as parameters. The partitioned-parametric Grébner basis is G =

(Cla Gl)a RN (077 G7)a where

Cr ={u1 =0,u3 =0}, G1={1};
Co={—uz+u #0,u3 #0}, G2 = {1}
Cs ={uz =0, —uz +u1 # 0,u1 #0,us # 0}, Gs={1};
C4 :{UQZO,USZO,Ul #0}, G4:{1};
Cs ={u+u?=0,—us+u; =0,u3 #0}, G5={1};
Cs = {—uz +u; =0,u3 = 0,u1 # 0,uz # 0}, Go= {1 —us, 1+ 2x2yu3};
Cr = {—uz +u; = 0,u3 +u? # 0,u3 # 0},
Gr = {qug — u;;:v% + 2uguir] — u;;u% —2uix2x1 + 2u%x2,
2yu1ug + 2yU3u‘% — 2yu§x1 — 4yu1x2u§ — 2u;>,:v1yu% — 4x2yu‘%
+ 2yudzi vy + 221 m0yu? — 1, 2udyu; + 2udyud — 2udyry — 2yuiTous
— 2yuizoul + 2z yusui — dyuguie? — dyuiuza? + 2udyrs
+ 2uzyriu? — u3 — 2u? — uzxe + 2uiw )}

From this partitioned-parametric Grobner basis G, one can see that the con-
clusion g = 0 can be deduced from the hypotheses hy = 0, ho = 0 if and only if
the free parameters uy, ug, us satisfy one of the constraints C1,...,Cs. From

C2:{7U2+U1¢0,US7£0}, GQ:{l}a

we know that the theorem is generically true.

If the variety defined by the hypotheses of a geometric statement is reducible,
this method for proving the geometric theorem cannot determine if the conclu-
sion of the geometric statement is true on some components of the hypotheses.
For example, when the hypothesis is 22 —u? = 0 and the conclusion is z —u = 0,
the variety defined by 2% — u? = 0 is reducible and there are 2 components: one
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is x —u = 0 and the other is z + u = 0. We cannot deduce that the conclusion
is true on the component x — u = 0 by our method.

6 Conclusion

In this paper, for any geometric theorem expressed as an algebraic formula-
tion which involves both parameters and variables, we present a method of
partitioned-parametric Grobner bases to partition the parametric space to
finitely many subsets. We can give all the partitions of the parameter space
on which the geometric theorem is true.

Our partitioned-parametric Grébner bases method comes from Kapur’s para-
metric Grobner bases and has more advantages in the structure and expression.
The partitioned-parametric Grobner bases can be applied for solving many prob-
lems about parametric polynomial systems, such as parametric ideal member-
ship, the number of solutions of a parametric polynomial equation system and
elimination of quantifier-blocks in algebraically closed fields.

We should thank Z. M. Li for helpful discussions.

References

1. Buchberger, B.: Grobner Bases: An Algorithmic Method in Polynomial Ideal theo-
rey. In: Multidimensional Systems Theory (N.K. Bose, ed.), D. Reidel Publishing
Co., Dordrecht Boston, 184-232 (1985).

2. Chen, X.F., Wang, D.K.: The Projection of Quasi Variety and Its Application on
Geometric Theorem Proving and Formula Deduction, In: Automated Deduction
in Geometry (F. Winkler, ed.), LNAI 2930, Springer-Verlag, Berlin Heidelberg,
21-30 (2004).

3. Chou, S.-C.: Mechanical Geometry Theorem Proving. D. Reidel Publishing Co.,
Dordrecht Boston (1988).

4. Chou, S.-C., Gao, X.-S.: Methods for Mechanical Geometry Formula Deriving. In:
Proc. ISSAC 90, ACM Press, New York, 265-270 (1990).

5. Cox, D., Little, J., O’Shea, D.: Ideal, Varieties, and Algorithems. Second Edition,
Springer-Verlag, New York (1997).

6. Kapur, D.: Using Grobner Bases to Reason About Geometry Problems. J. Symbolic
Computation 2(4), 399408 (1986).

7. Kapur, D.: An Approach for Solving Systems of Parametric Polynomial Equa-
tions, In: Principles and Practice of Constraint Programming (Saraswat and Van
Hentenryck, eds.), MIT Press, Cambridge (1995).

8. Montes, A.: A New Algorithm for Discussing Grobner Bases with Parameters. J.
Symbolic Computatio 33(1-2), 183-208 (2002).

9. Weispfenning, V.: Comprehensive Grobner Bases. J. Symbolic Computation 14,
1-29 (1991).

10. Winkler, F.: Grobner Bases in Geometry Theorem Proving and Simplest Degener-
acy Conditions. Mathematica Pannonica 1(1), 15-32 (1990).

11. Wang, D.: Elimination Methods, Springer-Verlag, Wien New York (2001).

12. Wu, W.-T.: Basic Principles of Mechanical Theorem-proving in Elementary Ge-
ometries. J. Sys. Sci. & Math. Scis. 4, 207-235 (1984).



	Introduction
	Constraints over the Parameters
	Parametric Partition of a Constrained Polynomial Set
	Partitioned-Parametric Gröbner Bases
	Proving Geometric Theorem by Partitioned-Parametric Gröbner Bases
	Conclusion


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 600
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.01667
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 600
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.01667
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
  /Description <<
    /DEU ()
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.000 842.000]
>> setpagedevice




