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Introduction 
This technical brief will define the requirements for a robust key management system, explain why traditional key management architectures do 
not fully meet these requirements, and introduce a new architecture that uniquely meets all the requirements for an effective enterprise key 
management system. 

Six Requirements for Enterprise Key Management 
An enterprise key management system needs to perform multiple jobs. In an enterprise environment, whether protecting email, databases, or 
documents, a key management system must handle the following six (6) requirements: 

• Requirement 1: Deliver encryption keys. Users and applications must be able to encrypt data to all the recipients needed to keep business 
processes functioning. If a user can’t specify a wide variety of internal recipients, directory groups, customers, and partners, it may be 
impossible to encrypt that data. If a user cannot easily encrypt the data, the business process stops functioning or, worse, the user will store 
the data unprotected and in the clear. 

• Requirement 2: Authenticate users and deliver decryption keys. The key management system must be able to both authenticate and deliver 
keys to the groups and users specified by the data sender. The authentication system should integrate with existing infrastructure, or the 
infrastructural and operational costs of authenticating users will be duplicated. 

• Requirement 3: Jointly manage keys with partners. In many cases, it is desirable to exchange encrypted data with partners, where each 
partner manages only the keys for its own users. In this way, a message from Company A can go to recipients in Company B without requiring 
that Company A knows how to authenticate Company B’s users. Company B can manage its own authentication and message handling 
infrastructure without needing to coordinate with Company A. 

• Requirement 4: Deliver keys to trusted infrastructure components. When encrypting email or files in an enterprise, intermediate business and 
technical processes, such as auditing, content scanning, or anti-virus, can require access to the contents of encrypted data. The key 
management system must be capable of delivering keys to these components. 

• Requirement 5: Recover keys. In the case of a user leaving the organization, machines losing disk storage, or any number of other cases, an 
administrator must be able to access encrypted data. Recent e-discovery rules have made this of paramount importance. If a key management 
system leaves a data item in a state where it cannot be decrypted, this can lead to significant legal liability and a disruption in business 
processes. 

• Requirement 6: Scale for growth. Enterprises are not in business to shrink. Successful businesses grow, and sometimes, they do so quite 
rapidly. An effective key management system must accommodate a large transaction volume and must be deployable in load balanced and 
geographically dispersed configurations. Even if this is not a requirement for a specific application today, companies must consider how key 
management will work if, and when, they encounter 10 or even 1,000 times the transaction volume they currently handle. 

Let’s review the two most prevalent traditional key management systems, how they function, and how they fall short of meeting the six 
requirements of an effective enterprise key management system. 

Traditional Approaches to Key Management 
Symmetric Key Management 
The first and oldest—dating back to the 1970s—dedicated key management architecture uses the same data encryption technology to manage 
keys and scramble data. In these systems, called “symmetric key” systems (Figure 1), because the same key is used to encrypt and decrypt 
information, the key manager generates a new key for every message at the sender’s request. The key is stored in a database along with the list 
of receivers. When the receiver authenticates, the key is retrieved from the database and the receiver name is matched against the list of 
authorized recipients. If everything checks out, the decryption key is sent to the receiver. 

Symmetric key systems have become the centerpiece of internal-only encryption and authentication systems. Until recently, Kerberos systems 
and Windows domain controllers were based around symmetric key management. The ability to translate passwords readily into keys and the 
extremely fast performance of symmetric key encryption algorithms make these systems attractive for internal applications that do not need to 
include any external users in the encryption process. 
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Figure 1. Symmetric key management diagram 

High Storage Costs—Many, but not all, symmetric key systems require that a database containing the key for every message is present in the 
system. While some proponents of symmetric key systems will insist that this database is not a significant impediment, this key database must be 
replicated, backed up, and generally managed. Because this database holds security critical information (namely, the keys), all of these costs are 
magnified. 

High Availability Needs—Because the sender must request a key for each message from the key manager, the key manager is involved in 
every encryption operation. This means that the key manager must be highly available and the scale of the key manager will limit the scale of the 
entire messaging or data encryption system. This also tends to complicate the repercussions of the storage needs. 

Shortcomings of Symmetric Key Management 
While they do not dramatically affect the delivery of encryption keys (Requirement 1) or the authentication of users and delivery of decryption 
keys (Requirement 2), the storage and availability needs of symmetric systems do significantly impact the remaining four requirements Here’s 
how symmetric key management falls short of meeting all six of the requirements of an effective enterprise key management solution: 

• Requirement 1: Due to its simplicity, symmetric key systems can be used to encrypt data to any recipient. Connection to the key server is 
required for every unique encryption, however, since a unique key is required for each operation and it must be shared with the server. This 
also means that offline operation is not possible, and the volume of connections is quite high. 

• Requirement 2: As with encryption, decryption requires that a connection to the key server be made for each and every transaction. This 
precludes offline operation and has the potential to negatively impact scalability. 

• Requirement 3: Because senders must request per-message keys, if a sender wishes to make a key usable to a partner, the sender must be 
able to contact the partner’s key server for every message. This means that partner key servers must always be online and available on the 
Internet, creating significant security risks and scalability problems. 

• Requirement 4: While symmetric key systems can deliver keys to trusted infrastructure components, these components will need to request a 
key per each message processed. For example, if an email appliance scans all incoming messages, it will need one key for message examined, 
imposing a significant load on the key server. Any infrastructure that sends automated messages will also need to request encryption keys. 

• Requirement 5: Symmetric key systems can recover keys as long as the key database can be recovered. If the symmetric key database is 
damaged or lost, the ability to recover keys will be similarly impaired. 

• Requirement 6: Scalability of symmetric systems is limited by the per-encryption requirement to contact the key server as well as by the 
ability to grow and manage the key database. 
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Public Key Infrastructure (PKI) Key Management 
In the early 1980s, a series of mathematical innovations led to important new kinds of encryption algorithms. These algorithms, called “public key” 
or “asymmetric” systems use a different key to encrypt data than the one they use to decrypt data. The famous Diffie-Hellman and RSA 
algorithms are the best-known examples of public key algorithms. While they are ill suited to encrypting large chunks of data, asymmetric 
algorithms are perfectly suited to managing keys, since they can readily encrypt smaller, key-sized objects. 

The essential idea behind using public key algorithms to manage bulk encryption keys is that a recipient generates a pair of keys: one public key 
and one private key. To encrypt data, the sender generates a bulk encryption key, encrypts the bulk key with the recipient’s public key, and sends 
the data along with the newly encrypted bulk key. The recipient gets the data, decrypts the bulk key with his private key, and then uses that key 
to decrypt the data. 

On the surface, systems based on the public key infrastructure, or PKI, model seem to solve the most pressing flaws of symmetric key systems: 
there is no need for a per-message key database and the key server does not need to be contacted for each message. In reality, however, PKI has 
two significant disadvantages with respect to its predecessor, symmetric key management: 1) generating the private key at the recipient makes 
key recovery difficult to implement and 2) the sender must locate a public key for each recipient and verify its validity. Since the recipients 
generate these keys themselves, the server may not be able to supply keys for all recipients. 

This inability to find keys for every recipient, made key management for encrypted email systems, such as PGP and S/MIME, impractical for 
encryption. This is the problem certificates were intended to solve. Certificates are authenticated data structures that tie a receiver’s identity to a 
public key, without the need to request the key from a server. Because they are authenticated, certificates can be stored on distributed, untrusted 
directories, rather than the key server. This splits the key management server into a public facing directory and a Certifying Authority (CA). The 
CA (Figure 2) is the only trusted component and the untrusted directory handles most of the transactions in the system, allowing for easier 
scalability. 

 

Figure 2. Certificate-based key management diagram 
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Shortcomings of PKI Key Management 
How do PKI-based systems up against the list of six requirements for an effective enterprise key management system? Interestingly, the more 
advanced technology actually has a greater number of shortcomings than the prior generation: 

• Requirement 1: Public key-based systems have the inherent problem of locating a public key for a specific user. Users of certificate-based 
systems often find that they cannot locate a certificate for a specific user, making them unable to encrypt the data. Groups present a similar 
problem, because implementing certificates for groups requires a private key distribution scheme and the authentication scheme for the 
certificates must accommodate moving users in and out of groups. 

• Requirement 2: Typically, user authentication in a certificate-based system must happen before the user can receive a message. This means 
that there must be an enrollment step that takes place before data can be encrypted to a receiver. In the case of customer or partner facing 
encryption systems, this may be an insurmountable flaw. Assuming this step has been overcome, the receiver can decrypt the data as long as 
the corresponding private key is available. 

• Requirement 3: Partner-to-partner communications can be done in a public key-based system, but a shared directory must be exposed. 

• Requirement 4: To deliver keys to an intermediate scanner or archive system, a private key sharing system must be deployed or a policy set 
to encrypt the data item to the intermediate system. 

• Requirement 5: Keys can be recovered if a private key database is maintained. If that database is compromised or damaged, keys can become 
unrecoverable. Clients can be programmed to encrypt data to a trusted intermediate, which allows for messages to be recovered at that 
intermediate. 

• Requirement 6: Theoretically, public key systems can scale. However, experience with large deployments has shown that the user interface 
issues with respect to managing and revoking certificates and keys make wide-scale use of PKI very expensive. 

REQUIREMENT SYMMETRIC KEY MANAGEMENT PKI 

1. Encrypt Yes, online connection required. Often no, when no recipient certificate is available. 

2. Decrypt Yes, online connection required. Yes. 

3. Manage with partner Yes, but must perform per encryption connection. Yes, but must publish a directory externally. 

4. Integration with infrastructure Yes, but requires a per decryption lookup. Not without complex key escrow and sharing. 

5. Key recovery Must maintain a key database. Must maintain a key database. 

6. Scalability Limited by per-transaction key server operations. Limited by operational complexity. 

Both symmetric key management and PKI fall short of meeting all six of the requirements of an effective enterprise key management system. 

A New Approach to Key Management 
Adi Shamir, one of the pioneers of public key cryptography, proposed a new type of public key algorithm in 1984. While public key systems have 
the inherent problem of distributing public keys and tying those public keys to a specific receiver, Shamir proposed mathematically generating 
the receiver’s public key from his/her identity, then having the key server calculate the required private key. This system, called an “Identity-Based 
Encryption” (IBE) algorithm, would remove the need for public key queries or certificates. Because the key server generates the private key, key 
recovery no longer requires a separate private key database. 

In 2001, Dan Boneh and Matt Franklin solved the mathematical problem and constructed the first practical and secure IBE, now HPE 
Identity-Based Encryption (IBE) system. 

Using IBE (Figure 3) radically simplifies key management because the sender does not need to contact the key server to get an encryption key. 
Instead, the encryption key is mathematically derived from the receiver’s identity. The receiver must only contact the key server once to 
authenticate and get the required decryption key. The key server is able to construct the receiver’s decryption key mathematically, eliminating 
the need for a database at the key server and making key recovery extremely straightforward. 
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Since the sender does not need to contact the key server per unique recipient, encrypting information on a partner’s key server is simple. The 
sender’s policy can dictate which key server will be used to protect a message. That server can be one controlled by the sender’s organization, 
one run by an outside service, or one located at the receiver’s organization. 

Figure 3. IBE diagram 

How IBE Uniquely Meets the Six Requirements of an Effective Key Management System 
These technical innovations translate into tangible benefits when looking at the six requirements for an effective enterprise key management 
system. As encryption migrates from a server-to server and internal-only application to an information encryption utility, IBE becomes a natural 
choice for managing encryption keys because it is the only architecture that meets all six requirements of an effective key management system: 

• Requirement 1: Deliver encryption keys. Using IBE, keys are always available for all recipients. The encryption key is derived mathematically 
from the receiver’s identity. Groups are handled just as easily, because a key can be made from a group name as easily as an individual name.

• Requirement 2: Authenticate users and deliver decryption keys. IBE interfaces with existing authentication infrastructures, so any
authentication resources that are already deployed (e.g., directories or web authentication) can be reused. The customer experience for
getting a decryption key can be the same as logging into a portal, for example.

• Requirement 3: Jointly manage keys with partners. IBE enables the sender to select a local key server, a partner’s key server, or a service to
protect the data, depending on its particular requirements.

• Requirement 4: Deliver keys to trusted infrastructure components. Because IBE mathematically generates all keys at the server, the server
can securely regenerate keys for infrastructure components as needed.

• Requirement 5: Recover keys. In an IBE-based system, all keys are generated from a base secret stored at the key server. This base secret is
backed up at server generation and, as long as the secret can be retrieved, any key can be securely regenerated.

• Requirement 6: Scale for growth. Without the need for databases that grow over time or requirements for per-transaction connections to the
key server, IBE enables additional applications and transactions to be added with very little, if any, additional key management infrastructure.
Key servers can operate independently, allowing for geographic dispersion and load balancing.

Because IBE represents a genuine breakthrough in managing keys for encryption, it enables encryption to become a mechanism to universally 
enforce access control at the document level. How IBE enables data-level security can be seen by examining a common application for 
encryption: protecting email. Other applications, such as file encryption and application-level data protection, will function similarly. 

HPE Identity-Based Encryption (IBE) uniquely meets all six of the requirements of an effective enterprise key management system. 
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REQUIREMENT SYMMETRIC KEY MANAGEMENT PKI HPE IDENTITY-BASED ENCRYPTION (IBE) 

1. Encrypt Yes, online connection required. Often no, when no recipient 
certificate is available. 

Yes, to anyone including groups. 

2. Decrypt Yes, online connection required. Yes. Yes, without pre-enrollment required, 
including offline support. 

3. Manage with partner Yes, but must perform per encryption 
connection. 

Yes, but must publish a directory 
externally. 

Yes. 

4. Integration with infrastructure Yes, but requires a perdecryption lookup. Not without complex key escrow 
and sharing. 

Yes. No per message lookup or key escrow 
required. 

5. Key recovery Must maintain a key database. Must maintain a key database. Yes. No database required. 

6. Scalability Limited by per-transaction key server 
operations. 

Limited by operational complexity. Yes. 

 

IBE Applied: Key Management for Encrypted E-mail 
How does key management impact encrypted email systems? Is key management actually worth worrying about when evaluating a system to 
secure email traffic to customers and partners? The answer is an emphatic “YES”. In fact, the underlying key management system is arguably the 
most important factor governing the performance of a secure email system and, more importantly, the quality of the experience for end-users. 

The simplest way to understand how key management impacts the overall user experience is to open an email client and attempt to send a 
secure email to a customer or partner using S/MIME, a mature technology built into the most widely deployed email clients on the market today. 
Tellingly, 99 percent of the time, the user will fail at the very first step: finding a certificate for the recipient. Why? Because while S/MIME has been 
around for years, S/MIME messages are so rare that they may as well be nonexistent. This failure to conquer the market is not due to poor 
software engineering. Hundreds of implementations exist and numerous attempts to fix these fundamental limitations have all failed. The 
problem is inherent in the key management layer: getting users to enroll for certificates and distributing those certificates once users are enrolled 
is just too difficult. 

In contrast, using IBE, secure messages can be sent to any recipient, without first requiring the recipient to take any special action. The ability to 
send is inherent in the system, and all usability benefits flow from this critical difference. Once the recipient receives a secure email, a simple 
connection to the appropriate key server to authenticate and receive the decryption key is the only step necessary before he or she can 
successfully access the secure message. 

Behind the scenes, IBE does not need or store user keys or certificates, thus incurring minimal operational overhead. Support for requirements 3 
through 6 then follows from the automatic and transparent key generation and secure regeneration. The result? An effective enterprise key 
management system that not only enables simple, secure encryption and decryption, but also makes these functions manageable, scalable, and 
user-friendly. 

IBE Industry Standards and Global Adoption 
IBE is standardized under a number of globally recognized standards including: 

• IETF 5091 “Supersingular Curve Implementations of the BF and BB1 Cryptosystems”. 

• IETC 5408 “Identity-Based Encryption Architecture and Supporting Data Structures”. 

• IETF 5409 “Using the Boneh-Franklin and Boneh-Boyen Identity-Based Encryption Algorithms with the Cryptographic Message Syntax (CMS)”. 

• IEEE 1363.3 “IEEE Standard for Identity-Based Cryptographic Techniques using Pairings”. 

• ISO 15946-1 “Pairings Based Crypto (2008)”. 
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IETF is the Internet standards body recognized globally. IEEE 1363.3 is the global home of public key encryption standards including Elliptic 
Curve, RSA, Diffie Hellman and Discrete Log Cryptography. ISO is a top European standards body. IBE standards have been adopted across 
industry, including national health schemes in the EU, and continues to see rapid acceptance across the world. 

Today, IBE is in use daily by hundreds of millions of users world-wide by thousands of enterprises and their customers for securing email, mobile 
data, files, cloud and payment transactions. IBE technology powers billions of key operations easily and efficiently every year. 

IBE Technology powers products from HPE Security—Data Security as well as leading industry service, cloud and software providers including 7 
of 10 top US Banks, 6 of 8 top US Payment processors, and systems powering banks, retailers, insurance companies, healthcare providers and 
government organizations. 

Conclusion 
Traditional approaches to key management, including symmetric key management and, more recently, PKI, have fallen short in meeting the six 
requirements of an effective enterprise key management system. Rather, they are difficult to use, implement, and manage, and extremely 
expensive as well. In contrast, HPE Identity-Based Encryption, or HPE IBE, uniquely meets all six requirements by encrypting data, authenticating 
users and decrypting data, jointly managing keys with partners, delivering keys to trusted infrastructure components, recovering keys, and 
scaling for future growth. Plus, HPE IBE meets these requirements in a cost-effective and user-accessible manner, ensuring adoption and, 
ultimately, the security of electronic communications. 

 

 

 

 

http://www.hpe.com/info/getupdated
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+@+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+@+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+@+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+@+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+@+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+@+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The Identity-Based Encryption Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.facebook.com/sharer.php?u=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://twitter.com/home/?status=The%20Identity-Based%20Encryption%20Advantage+%40+http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW
http://www.linkedin.com/shareArticle?mini=true&ro=true&url=http://h20195.www2.hpe.com/V2/GetDocument.aspx?docname=4AA6-0086ENW&title=The%20Identity-Based%20Encryption%20Advantage+&armin=armin
https://hpresearch.az1.qualtrics.com/SE/?SID=SV_6EuQKOr2Ku1CUzH&Pubnumber=4AA6-0086ENW

	Introduction
	Six Requirements for Enterprise Key Management

	Traditional Approaches to Key Management
	Symmetric Key Management
	Shortcomings of Symmetric Key Management
	Public Key Infrastructure (PKI) Key Management
	Shortcomings of PKI Key Management

	A New Approach to Key Management
	How IBE Uniquely Meets the Six Requirements of an Effective Key Management System
	IBE Applied: Key Management for Encrypted E-mail
	IBE Industry Standards and Global Adoption
	Conclusion


<<
  /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
  /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 false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /SimpleRegular
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /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 false
  /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 false
  /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 <>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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.)
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
  >>
  /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
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks true
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


