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Abstract—Internet Service Providers (ISPs) face increasing
bandwidth pressure from rising access demand by users, especially
P2P and VoD applications. Traditionally, P2P has been viewed as
tremendously negative from the perspective of the ISP. In this
paper, we question this assumption and study the impact of P2P
applications on the effective ISP functionality. We perform an
economic analysis to show that a higher P2P penetration rate does
not necessarily lead to increased ISP bottleneck link bandwidth
pressure. Our results show that the local serving rate is critical
for the sustainability of the ISP business model as well as for the
benefit of P2P users.

I. INTRODUCTION

The large and rapid growth of data in recent years has
given rise to the widely discussed phenomenon of “big data.”
Though the term has been used to convey various concepts,
from a greater scope of information to social media data,
big data is centered on huge quantities of data. One of the
earliest drivers of data quantities has been peer-to-peer (P2P)
networking whereby not only the demand is significant but the
number of participants is also massive [1]. Although easily
accessible streaming media such as Netflix and YouTube has
led to a decrease in P2P file sharing, P2P systems such as
BitTorrent still dominate upstream traffic with over 36.35% as
of 2013 [2]. Moreover, with continued pressure to scale, P2P
continues to receive research attention for massive commercial,
legal content distribution [3]–[5]. Several recent findings show
the sign for the resurgence of P2P while moving P2P service
to the cloud via the notion of “seed box” [6].

Notably, P2P traffic raises concerns among Internet Service
Providers (ISPs). The common wisdom is that ISPs are under
pressure in the face of P2P, whose potential impacts on ISPs
include the increasing load of traffic and the changing traffic
patterns [3]. In contrast to other applications such as web
browsing and emails that have predictable on/off patterns, P2P
applications by nature serve as both client and server and
typically have much longer durations. P2P espouses signifi-
cant increased usage of uplinks as well as downlinks and if
unchecked, would consume a disproportionately large share
of the transit capacity of ISPs versus traditional applications.
The large amount of traffic, especially uplink traffic, imposes
significant pressure on the bottleneck link capacity of an ISP.
It is this potential imbalance that motivates our study on the
impacts of P2P traffic in the era of big data on the business
model of a traditional ISP.

Under ISPs’ current business model of selling “unlimited”
broadband access at flat monthly rates, a handful of P2P users
can consume a high volume of network capacity. According to
Time Warner Cable, 5% of its broadband customers consume
more than 50% of the bandwidth [7]. ISPs have to pay a high
cost of carrying traffic while receiving little revenue. Since ISPs
practically oversell their bottleneck link to provide access to
many subscribers, with an increasing amount of constant traffic,
ISPs cannot multiplex the same number of users. The ISPs may
then be forced to expand capacity, to control the number of
users, or to limit and throttle P2P traffic.

Since it is unlikely that ISPs can truly eliminate P2P, we
would argue that P2P users and ISPs need to find an equilibrium
point that is beneficial to both sides. We note that more P2P
applications do not necessarily hurt ISPs since higher P2P
penetration rate will likely increase content local serving rate.
With P2P traffic localization such as P4P [8], ISPs gain since
data does not have to traverse the transit link and users gain as
well with lower latency. Motivated by the desire to seek for a
possible mutually beneficial relationship between P2P and ISPs,
we model their interactions in a game theoretical framework
and solve the resulting optimization problem. We show that
there exists a critical value of the local serving rate that would
make ISPs indifferent with or without P2P. The fact that in
reality ISPs usually are not in favor of P2P implies that the
actual local serving rate may be far below the critical level.
We also propose the concept of P2P bots that can potentially
affect the local serving rate, i.e., the key determinant of P2P’s
net effects on ISPs.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. Section
II discusses the current business model of ISPs and users’
choice when shopping for Internet services. A game between
competing ISPs is developed and model solutions in presence
of P2P are derived. Most importantly, we discuss the insight
on how P2P local serving rate can affect the ISP business
model. Section III considers the importance and feasibility of
the localization of P2P traffic and conducts a simulation study
to capture the dynamics of P2P on ISP traffic flows. Section
IV briefly discusses some related work while Section V offers
several concluding remarks.
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II. A MODELING ANALYSIS OF ISPS AND P2P

In this section, we first describe the business model of ISPs
and define the profit-maximization optimization problem. We
then use a game model to analyze the interactions between
competing ISPs. As a base model, we derive insights regarding
the optimal choices by ISPs and end users. Then, we discuss the
interactions between ISPs and P2P applications and emphasize
the challenge P2P imposes on the ISPs’ business model of
overselling “unlimited” bandwidth access at flat rates. The key
P2P local serving rate and how it affects the ISPs’ business
model are discussed.

A. Traditional ISP business model

ISPs can be roughly grouped into two categories according to
their range of services: local ISPs that provide Internet service
in small regions to end users, including P2P clients, and transit
ISPs that transfer data between local ISPs [9]. Local ISPs1

serve end users directly: end users pay for Internet services
to ISPs, and ISPs incur costs when operating their networks
and purchasing upstream connectivity from transit providers.

Bandwidth subscription is usually asymmetric with uplink
at a smaller portion. Suppose a typical user 𝑖 subscribes 𝑏𝑑𝑖
downlink bandwidth and 𝑏𝑢𝑖 uplink bandwidth, and 𝑏𝑢𝑖 ≪ 𝑏𝑑𝑖 .
Combining all 𝑛 users, the total bandwidth sold by an ISP
is

∑𝑛
𝑖=1(𝑏

𝑑
𝑖 + 𝑏𝑢𝑖 ). In principle, if ISPs sell services below

the capacity limit, users would be guaranteed the subscribed
bandwidth at any time. Nevertheless, few ISPs would adopt
this practice with the belief that users are unlikely to saturate
services simultaneously. The ISP overselling of bottleneck link
capacities can be seen as

∑𝑛
𝑖=1(𝑏

𝑑
𝑖 + 𝑏𝑢𝑖 ) > 𝐵.

Since AOL started offering unlimited access plans in 1996,
the “all-you-can-eat” buffet model has been the major business
model for local ISPs. Let 𝑃 be the monthly flat rate paid by
end users and 𝐶(𝐵) be the cost function of the ISP, where 𝐵
measures the bottleneck link capacity of the ISP. The profit of
the ISP can be written as 𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑓𝑖𝑡 = 𝑛× 𝑃 − 𝐶(𝐵).

The profitability of the ISP depends on many factors. We
focus on the portion of the expenses and profits that are
directly related to the transit costs of carrying bottleneck traffic.
Thus the key determinants of the ISP’s profitability include
its number of end users, price charged, and bottleneck link
capacity.

B. Limited user choice

When subscribing for Internet service, the options of broad-
band users can choose from are extremely limited, covered
usually only by two or three providers (e.g., ADSL, cable,
or satellite). We call this an oligopoly, an economic term
referring to a market dominated by a small number of sellers
(oligopolists). ISPs may offer tiered services by charging higher
monthly rate for larger bandwidth, basic package vs. premium
package for example. The highest monthly rate users are willing
to pay depends on the level of utility users expect to receive
from the service. We denote the maximum possible rate as

1Throughout the paper, the term “ISPs” refers to local ISPs, if not specified.

𝑃 ∗ = 𝑈(𝑄𝑜𝑆) where 𝑈 is the utility function measuring
how much users value the Internet service, which is normally
increasing in the quality of service (QoS). Users shop for price
difference ex ante (prior to purchase) and the ISPs use QoS to
retain users ex post (after purchase).

C. Optimization problem

In an oligopolistic market with a small number of sellers
competing with each other, to attract and retain users by
offering better price and better QoS, ISPs face a tradeoff
between pricing and investment in transit links. The profit
maximization problem for a typical ISP is

𝑚𝑎𝑥𝑃,𝐵 𝑝𝑟𝑜𝑓𝑖𝑡 = 𝑛× 𝑃 − 𝐶(𝐵)

𝑠.𝑡. 𝑃 ≤ 𝑃 ∗

𝐵 ≥ 𝑛𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)

where 𝛼 is the bandwidth consumption rate by non-P2P traffic.
𝑏𝑑 = 1

𝑛

∑𝑛
𝑖=1 𝑏

𝑑
𝑖 and 𝑏𝑢 = 1

𝑛

∑𝑛
𝑖=1 𝑏

𝑢
𝑖 are the average

downlink and uplink bandwidth subscription by end users. The
ISP optimal choice of monthly price (𝑃 ) and bottleneck link
capacity (𝐵) is subject to two constraints. First, the price cannot
exceed users’ willingness to pay. Second, the bottleneck link
capacity has to be sufficient to accommodate bandwidth access
demand by users.

Without loss of generality, we consider duopoly, a special
case of oligopoly with only two competing ISPs. Let 𝑁 be the
size of the market that is the total number of users competed
for by the ISPs. Assume the two ISPs are similar including cost
structure and service tiers. To survive the competition, each ISP
has two strategies to choose from: a lower price strategy with
an inferior QoS, and a higher price strategy with a superior
QoS. If the ISP pursues a lower price policy, it would attract
more users ceteris paribus2, but the increased traffic will require
more investment in transit links and sacrificed QoS. If the ISP
adopts a higher price policy, fewer users will lead to saved cost
of transit links without sacrificing QoS. As profitability depends
on both revenue and cost, the ISP has to weigh both to choose
the optimal strategy.

Table I summarizes the payoff matrix of the two-ISP game
with payoffs equaling to expected profit. As shown, the posi-
tions of the two ISPs in the game are symmetric, i.e., when two
ISPs adopt the same strategy, 𝑁 user will be equally divided
between the two ISPs. If the two ISPs adopt different strategies,
the lower-rate ISP would attract all users when users shop for
price difference ex ante. To retain users ex post, the lower-rate
ISP builds a bottleneck link capacity required to keep QoS. In
Table I, 𝑃𝑙 is the lower bound for an ISP to cut price without
sacrificing profit, and 𝑃𝑙 < 𝑃 ∗, 𝐵0 is the minimum transit link
necessary to accommodate 𝑁/2 users, and 𝐵ℎ is the minimum
transit link necessary to accommodate all 𝑁 users, i.e.,

𝐵0 =
𝑁

2
𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)

𝐵ℎ = 𝑁𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)

2All other things being equal or held constant.
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TABLE I
PAYOFF MATRIX OF THE DUOPLISTIC GAME BETWEEN TWO ISPS.

��������𝐼𝑆𝑃1

𝐼𝑆𝑃2 lower price (𝑃𝑙) higher price (𝑃 ∗)

lower price (𝑃𝑙) 𝑃𝑙 × 𝑁
2

− 𝐶(𝐵0), 𝑃𝑙 × 𝑁
2

− 𝐶(𝐵0) 𝑃𝑙 ×𝑁 − 𝐶(𝐵ℎ), 0

higher price (𝑃 ∗) 0, 𝑃𝑙 ×𝑁 − 𝐶(𝐵ℎ) 𝑃 ∗ × 𝑁
2

− 𝐶(𝐵0), 𝑃 ∗ × 𝑁
2

− 𝐶(𝐵0)

Clearly, 𝐵ℎ = 2𝐵0, and 𝐶(𝐵ℎ) > 𝐶(𝐵0). 𝐶(𝐵ℎ) is not
necessarily twice as much as 𝐶(𝐵0), depending on the cost
structure of the ISP.

Since the game is symmetric, 𝑁 users must be equally
distributed between the duopolistic ISPs in equilibrium. A Nash
equilibrium is a situation in which no player has anything to
gain by changing only his or her own strategy unilaterally. The
two pairs of strategies of equilibrium candidates are (𝑃𝑙, 𝑃𝑙)
and (𝑃 ∗, 𝑃 ∗), depending on how profitability changes with
pricing.

Having more users by lowering price does not necessarily
mean earning more revenue since revenue equals price times
quantity. The change in total revenue depends on how price
sensitive users are. If demand is price inelastic, the total revenue
would actually decrease at a lower price as the increased
number of users is insufficient to cover the loss in per-user
price, thus lowering price is not the optimal choice when
subscription does not respond much to price changes. Raising
price instead, not only raises total revenue, but also saves
investment in the bottleneck capacity due to the smaller number
of users to serve. In this case, the game would have no Nash
equilibrium solution when the two ISPs do not cooperate. If
ISPs cooperate by pursuing the same strategy of raising price,
they can reach the maximum monthly rate of 𝑃 ∗. Clearly in
the case of price-insensitive customers, (𝑃 ∗, 𝑃 ∗) is the optimal
solution for both ISPs. The profit level of each ISP will be:

𝜋∗ = 𝑃 ∗ × 𝑁

2
− 𝐶(

𝑁

2
𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢))

which is the highest profit that the ISP may reap given the size
of the market.

If users are price sensitive, lowering price would boost
revenue by attracting disproportionately more users. If the in-
creased revenue exceeds the cost of building excess bottleneck
link capacity to accommodate the increased traffic, (𝑃𝑙, 𝑃𝑙) will
be the Nash equilibrium solution of the game. The profit level
of each ISP will be:

𝜋𝑙 = 𝑃𝑙 × 𝑁

2
− 𝐶(

𝑁

2
𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢))

since 𝑃𝑙 < 𝑃 ∗, 𝜋𝑙 < 𝜋∗.
We note that the possible Nash equilibrium solution to

the game is not necessarily optimal for ISPs. The optimum
would be for both ISPs to play “higher price”, which is
only achievable when the two ISPs cooperate. It is subject to
the tension between cooperation and self-interest common for
oligopolistic markets. When the game between the two ISPs
is non-cooperative, the optimal outcome for both to charge
higher prices cannot be realized, and (𝑃𝑙, 𝑃𝑙) will be the game
solution.

D. ISP business model with P2P challenges

The traditional ISP can be inversely affected by the introduc-
tion of P2P. Users of local ISP services are usually clients but
not servers. Large companies that have a huge uplink demand
for serving their content are not considered by those last-mile
ISPs. If the content distribution load is suddenly transferred
from servers to P2P clients, which now act as a server to
redistribute content, it creates unwanted upload traffic for local
ISPs.

Under the “all-you-can-eat” business model, P2P applica-
tions do not provide any specific ISP compensation, i.e., the
increasing weight of P2P requests does not bring any extra
revenue to ISPs. If the increasing P2P applications occupy more
costly bottleneck capacity of ISPs, especially via uplinks, and
force ISPs to expand capacity, then the profitability of an ISP
would go down significantly. The issue of how a small group
of super-users can occupy a much larger share of network
resources is a key problem.

To prevent the fall in profitability caused by P2P, the natural
thinking would be for the ISP to raise revenue or to lower
cost. According to the game theoretical analysis from Section
II-C, one possibility is when ISPs cooperate, they can avoid the
destructive price war and both be better off by raising price to
raise revenue and hence profit. However, there are two prob-
lems. First, it is illegal for ISPs to collude on prices. Second,
pricing collusion will not solve the problem fundamentally. The
question is whether we can find a feasible solution without
changing the current business model of ISPs.

Whether P2P applications reduce the profitability of ISPs
or not depends on whether P2P applications require more
bottleneck link capacity of the ISP. We propose there is a critical
value of local P2P presence in various circumstances to allow
the co-prosperity of both P2P and ISPs. Before our derivation
of such critical value (Section II-E), we need to define a few
parameters first. There are a few considerations in evaluating
the impact of P2P on an ISP that include:

∙ 𝜌: P2P penetration rate, measured by the P2P population
as a percentage of the user population. Equivalently, it is
the likelihood for an average user to use P2P rather than
non-P2P applications.

∙ 𝛾: The percentage of P2P requests originating from outside
the ISP. Thus (1− 𝛾) is the local serving rate.

E. Critical P2P penetration rate for ISPs

Let 𝑇 be the amount of bottleneck traffic generated by a
typical user, and its benchmark level in the absence of P2P
traffic is 𝑇0 = 𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢), which is essentially the average
bandwidth occupancy by non-P2P applications.
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At the presence of P2P, total bottleneck traffic (combining
non-P2P and P2P applications) generated by a typical user is:

𝑇𝑝 = (1− 𝜌)𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢) + 𝜌𝛾(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)

Assuming 𝛼 denotes non-P2P users using a fraction of their
subscribed bandwidth, the largest transit link the ISP can afford,
denoted as 𝐵𝑏, satisfies 𝑛×𝑃 ∗ = 𝐶(𝐵𝑏) where 𝑛 is the number
of users of the ISP. Thus, 𝐵𝑏 is the maximum affordable transit
capacity for the ISP when it breaks even. It is socially optimal
to reach this break-even point for ISPs because on one hand,
break-even is sufficient to allow the ISP stay in business3. On
the other hand, it allows for the maximum P2P usage (and other
Internet usage) that is feasible. Note the presence of P2P does
not change users’ willingness to pay since the service package
provides unlimited access anyway.

To accommodate all bandwidth requests, the ISP has to keep
a bottleneck link capacity of 𝐵′ = 𝑛× 𝑇𝑝. Comparing 𝐵′ and
𝐵𝑏, if 𝐵′ < 𝐵𝑏, the ISP earns a profit; if 𝐵′ = 𝐵𝑏, the ISP
breaks even; if 𝐵′ > 𝐵𝑏, the ISP suffers a loss. If we compare
𝐵′ to the bottleneck link capacity in the base case, measured
by 𝐵0:

𝐵′ = {1 + 𝜌(𝛾 − 𝛼)

𝛼
} ×𝐵0

In the presence of P2P applications, the change in the ISP’s
bottleneck link capacity depends on the relative size of 𝛾
and 𝛼, when the total content demand by users stays the
same. If the P2P local serving rate is less than the extra
bandwidth occupancy by P2P traffic than non-P2P traffic, i.e.,
(1 − 𝛾) < (1 − 𝛼), P2P applications will lead to increased
demand for bottleneck link capacity. In the case of neutral P2P
applications, the P2P applications do not discriminate traffic
request origins, the P2P local serving rate is close to zero for
small local ISPs. As 𝛾 → 1, more P2P participation will almost
for sure impose bottleneck link pressure on the ISP, and hence
reduce its profitability.

Equivalently, we can also derive the desired per-user transit
link expansion by the ISP to accommodate P2P applications:

𝐵′ −𝐵0

𝑛
= 𝜌(𝛾 − 𝛼)(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)

The larger is the baseline profit, the more P2P traffic the ISP
can support. Not surprisingly, the necessity for bottleneck link
expansion is increasing in 𝛾, and hence decreasing in the local
serving rate (1−𝛾). That is, if the local serving rate increases,
the ISP would not have to expand bottleneck link capacity as
much to accommodate the P2P traffic.

The highest sustainable P2P penetration rate, labeled as 𝜌′,
corresponds to 𝐵′ = 𝐵𝑏, that is, it solves

𝑛× 𝑃 ∗ = 𝐶(𝑛× ((1− 𝜌′)𝛼+ 𝜌′𝛾)(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢))

Local ISPs typically get charged by transit providers based on
the amount of traffic exchanged, i.e., 𝑐𝑜𝑠𝑡 = 𝐶(𝐵), as the cost
function defined in Section II-A. The cost function is usually

3In economics, when a business breaks even, opportunity costs have been
covered and capital has received the risk-adjusted, expected return.

a piece-wise linear (non-decreasing) function, and total-volume
based charging is in common use [10]. Let 𝑐 be the per-volume
price for the traffic exchanged between local ISPs and transit
providers, then the amount that a local ISP owes to the transit
provider is 𝑐 × 𝐵. Accordingly, the highest sustainable P2P
penetration rate (𝜌′) is solved as follows:

𝜌′ =
1

𝛾 − 𝛼
(

𝑃 ∗

𝑐(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)
− 𝛼)

When P2P is neutral, 𝛾 → 1. The ISP is affected negatively
by P2P applications, like in the current practice. As 𝛾 decreases,
i.e., the local serving rate increases, the highest sustainable P2P
penetration the ISP can support increases.

III. THE IMPORTANCE AND FEASIBILITY OF LOCALIZATION

As shown in the above discussion on how the localization
of P2P traffic may affect the relationship between the ISP and
P2P, P2P applications do not necessarily hurt the ISP. Rather, it
depends on the local serving possibility. A higher local serving
rate will allow the ISP to support more P2P penetration at break
even. In this section, we explore further the role of local serving
in affecting the bottleneck link capacity of the ISP and what
the ISP can do to increase the local serving rate.

A. Increase the likelihood of local serving

Under the current practice of the ISP, since the local serving
is limited, the sustainable P2P penetration 𝜌′ is rather low.
There is lack of mechanism for the convergence of actual P2P
penetration toward 𝜌′. Hence, the impact of P2P on the local
ISP is negative. Furthermore, ISPs have only limited effective
methods to handle the increasing P2P traffic [11]. Therefore,
increasing the local serving rate is critical and will help release
the bottleneck capacity pressure on ISPs while they serve large
volume of traffic flows.

In particular, if 𝑇0 = 𝑇𝑝, the ISP would be indifferent
between P2P and non-P2P applications. That is

𝛼(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢) = {(1− 𝜌)𝛼+ 𝜌𝛾}(𝑏𝑑 + 𝑏𝑢)

from which we derive 𝛾 = 𝛼. In this simplified setup, if
the percentage of P2P requests coming from outside the ISP
equals to the bandwidth occupancy rate by non-P2P traffic, then
P2P and non-P2P applications would be indifferent to the ISP
in terms of total bottleneck traffic generated. If 𝛾 < 𝛼, the
bottleneck traffic would be reduced at the presence of P2P
applications, which may give the ISP financial incentives to
reward local users from caching content.

Researchers have suggested geographic-aware P2P such as
P4P [8], where ISPs provide topology information to guide P2P
peering and sharing. While a neutralized P2P model may have
data sent across the Internet, P4P assigns priority to nearby
peers. Having more P2P participating with the possibility of
P4P may increase the chance of finding contents locally, but
there is no guarantee that the local serving rate will increase
proportionately to the size of local P2P population. Critically
in most deployments, there is not a unified P2P construction
and as a result, users of the same ISP may belong to disjoint
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P2P groups such that the total number of P2P users may not
be the sole determinant.

It is clear that the key determining factor is the local serving
rate. One possible method we suggest could be what we refer
to as P2P bots. The ISP creates P2P bots, stores and caches
popular files, and installs various P2P protocols. The P2P bots
controlled by the ISP would only serve P2P requests coming
from inside with the ISP potentially blocking most requests
from the outside. As a result, the P2P bots of the ISP would
build good reputation among their own P2P users and rank low
for outside P2P users. Thus, the likelihood for an inside user to
download from a P2P bot run by the ISP is high, reducing the
downlink traffic for the ISP without generating any additional
uplink traffic.

The localization of P2P reduces total P2P bottleneck traffic
for the ISP. We define 𝛽 as the fraction of leftover P2P traffic
after localization that still will be exchanged over the bottleneck
link. Intuitively, a high local serving rate will result in a small
𝛽 value. The after-localization P2P traffic per user, denoted
by 𝑇𝐿, is then 𝑇𝐿 = 𝛽𝑇𝑝. We use the single (no history)
locality model [12] to capture the reduction in P2P traffic after
localization. The model considers that only one single copy
of the content will need to be downloaded from outside the
ISP. Once the initial copy has entered the ISP, content will
be exchanged only among local peers. Therefore, 𝛽 can be
calculated as 𝛽 = 𝐷∑𝐷

𝑘=1
𝑀(𝑘)

where 𝐷 is the number of distinct

P2P groups in which the ISP has clients. 𝑀(𝑘) is the number
of peers from the ISP downloading content 𝑘. Suppose there
is no overlap in P2P group members, and P2P population is
evenly distributed among the P2P groups, then

𝛽 =
𝐷

𝜌× 𝑛

where 𝜌𝑛 is the total P2P population of the ISP.
The fraction of leftover bottleneck traffic after localization

is essentially the likelihood for a P2P request to come from
outside the ISP after localization, i.e., 𝛾 = 𝐷

𝜌𝑛 after localization.
Compared to 𝛾 → 1 before localization, by how much can
the P2P bottleneck traffic decrease is inversely related to the
diversity of the P2P population and positively related to the
total P2P population.

By having the ISP set up P2P bots, it becomes beneficial to
all interested parties. The ISP gains by being able to partially
reduce P2P usage of bottleneck capacity. P2P gains as it
increases the quality and stability of P2P because the P2P
bots run by ISPs are credible and uninterrupted when serving
local users. As more ISPs adopt the practice, the overall quality
of P2P will increase. More importantly, this method does not
distort user behaviors and users may even gain since being
served by P2P bots created by the ISP can be faster and more
secure.

This practice is associated with positive externality. Suppose
one ISP adopts the practice, its serving of local P2P download
requests will reduce other ISPs’ uplink traffic as their users are
now less likely to receive requests originated from this ISP,
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Fig. 1. The impact of P2P penetration rate in the local ISP on the total
bandwidth usage on the ISP bottleneck link.

thus reducing transit traffic for other ISPs. Similar analogues
emerge such as with the NetFlix OpenConnect CDN and recent
emerging peer agreements with NetFlix and local ISPs.

In a competitive environment, as described in the game
theoretical analysis in subsection II-C, competition will provide
incentives for all ISPs to adopt similar localization policy.
When all local ISPs install P2P bots to serve their customers,
then only those requests that cannot be fulfilled by ISPs flow
out, reducing the overall traffic exchanged with transit ISPs.
Therefore, installing P2P bots to serve local users actively is a
viable option that is to the advantage of everyone involved.

B. Simulation study

To capture the dynamics and complexity of massive P2P net-
works, a discrete-event P2P network simulator was developed to
complement the mathematical modeling analysis. The topology
consists of 𝑁𝑝 P2P users as well as 𝑁0 non-P2P users in the
local ISP domain, with a further division of local and foreign
P2P users depending on whether they belong to local or foreign
ISPs, determined by the parameter of local P2P penetration
ratio 𝜌. The TCP packet-level simulation enables capturing the
link queueing effect and congestion levels. The oversell index
𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑙 determines the percentage of maximum subscribed
users when they use their full bandwidth. The varying uplink
and downlink bandwidth is assigned to last-mile users based
on the metrics that the sum of total users’ bandwidth will not
exceed certain multiples of the ISP’s bottleneck link capacity,
i.e. 𝐵 = 𝑖𝑛𝑑𝑜𝑣𝑒𝑟𝑠𝑒𝑙𝑙 ⋅

∑𝑁
𝑖=1 𝑏𝑖. The file tables contain sharable

files with varying sizes and follow a Zipf-like popularity
distribution. Each file contains a number of chunks that are
distributed across the network for concurrent downloading upon
request in order to simulate a popular BitTorrent-like system.

Figure 1 shows the simulation result regarding the impact of
an increasing number of P2P users on the local ISP’s bottleneck
link. As the ratio of local P2P users over foreign P2P users
increases, the bottleneck link experiences significant increase
in both down and up links. The changing user patterns by
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serving contents they download makes the uplink bandwidth
requirement larger than downlink. It is interesting to observe
that once the P2P penetration ratio passes approximately half,
the bandwidth requirement actually drops as the increasing
dominant P2P nodes acts as caching servers for the local ISP,
and contents are more likely to be found locally, thus not
hitting the pricey bottleneck link. P4P is also simulated by
downloading chunks of files from a local peer as much as
possible instead of randomly as in P2P cases. While P4P has
lower bandwidth requirement in both up and down links, it
follows a similar pattern of a bell-like shape.

IV. RELATED WORK

The tension between P2P and ISPs has attracted significant
attention among researchers with a growing resurgence for new
cloud constructions. For instance, the global impact of the
load imposed by the Gnutella P2P system on the autonomous
systems(AS)-level underlay was characterized and assessed
[13]. Peer Coordination Protocol (PCP) [11] was developed
to impose a dynamic rate limit on P2P traffic based on ISPs’
constraint. Works on geographical-aware P4P attempt to ex-
plore the interest conflicts between ISPs and P2P in a technical
way by changing how P2P clients connect with each other
[8]. The ALTO (application-layer traffic optimization) approach
[14] studies how to provide the right type of network layer
topology information to the requesting P2P clients to make
P2P data structure efficient. Open research issues have been
identified as the need for layer cooperation as a solution to the
ALTO problem. In particular, the study in [15] summarized
challenges and design issues for the ALTO approach and
highlighted the status quo of ALTO standardization. Different
from a technical solution, researchers [16] modeled the peering
and routing tussle between ISPs and P2P applications and
analyzed the economic implications on overlay traffic on ISPs’
peering decisions.

Complementary to our economic analysis, there has been
work quantifying the impact of P2P localization on ISPs.
Cuevas et al. [17] conducted a large scale measurement study
of BitTorrent demand demographics, and studied to what extent
localization can improve the performance of users, and reduce
the amount of transit traffic. Le Blond et al. [18] performed
extensive experiments driven by a BitTorrent crawl to evaluate
the impact of high locality on inter-ISP links traffic and peers
download completion time. Seibert et al. [12] conducted a
simulation study to evaluate how localizing P2P traffic within
network boundaries will change the profitability of an ISP, and
found that the benefits of localization depends on many factors,
and the profitability of ISPs only increases when ISPs cooperate
with each other.

V. CONCLUSION

As the amount of data transferred over the Internet increases
exponentially in the big data era, ISPs face bottleneck band-
width pressure, in particular from P2P applications. However,
the impact of P2P on ISPs has not been well understood.
Through modeling analysis and simulation study, we found

more P2P users may not necessarily be a bad thing for ISPs.
We illustrate the direct impact of the key determining factor,
the local serving rate of P2P, on the bottleneck link bandwidth
and the business model of ISPs. We also explore the feasibility
of potential methods to increase the local serving rate. Our
equilibrium solutions suggest it would be mutually beneficial
for ISPs to localize P2P traffic, which will allow the co-
prosperity of both ISPs and P2P networks.

REFERENCES

[1] M. Parameswaran, A. Susarla, and A. B. Whinston, “P2P networking:
an information sharing alternative,” Computer, vol. 34, no. 7, pp. 31–38,
2001.

[2] Sandvine, “Global Internet phenomena report,” vol. 2H, 2013.
[3] C. G. Pablo Rodriguez, See-Mong Tan, “On the feasibility of commercial,

legal p2p content distribution,” ACM SIGCOMM Computer Communica-
tion Review, vol. 36, no. 1, pp. 75–78, January 2006.

[4] X. Zheng, C. Cho, and Y. Xia, “Optimal peer-to-peer technique for
massive content distribution,” in Proceedings of the 27th Conference on
Computer Communications, Phoenix, AZ, April 13-18 2008, pp. 151–
155.

[5] G. Neglia, G. Reina, H. Zhang, D. Towsley, A. Venkataramani, and
J. Danaher, “Availability in bittorrent systems,” in Proceedings of the
26th IEEE Conference on Computer Communications, Anchorage, AK,
May 6-12 2007, pp. 2216–2224.

[6] C. Labovitz, “The rise and fall of p2p,” 𝐷𝑒𝑒𝑝𝐹 𝑖𝑒𝑙𝑑 Networks, April 10
2012.

[7] S. Schwartz and T. McElligott, “Usage-based billing back on agenda,”
Billing & OSS World, Feb. 20 2008.

[8] H. Xie, Y. R. Yang, A. Krishnamurthy, Y. Liu, and A. Silberschatz, “P4P:
Provider portal for applications,” in Proceedings of SIGCOMM, Seattle,
WA, August 17-22 2008.

[9] S. Shakkottai and R. Srikant, “Economics of network pricing with
multiple ISPs,” IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, vol. 14, no. 6,
pp. 1233–1245, 2006.

[10] D. K. Goldenberg, L. Qiu, H. Xie, Y. R. Yang, and Y. Zhang, “Optimizing
cost and performance for multihoming,” in Proceedings of the 2004
conference on Applications, technologies, architectures, and protocols for
computer communications, Portland, OR, August 30-September 03 2004,
pp. 79–92.

[11] H. Xie, Y. R. Yang, and A. SilberSchatz, “Towards an ISP-compliant,
peer-friendly design for peer-to-peer networks,” in Proceedings of the
7th International IFIP-TC6 Networking Conference, Singapore, May 5-9
2008, pp. 375–384.

[12] J. Seibert, R. Torres, M. Mellia, M. M. Munafo, C. Nita-Rotaru, and
S. Rao, “The Internet-wide impact of p2p traffic localization on ISP
profitability,” IEEE/ACM Transactions on Networking, vol. 20, no. 6, pp.
1910–1923, December 2012.

[13] A. H. Rasti, R. Rejaie, and W. Willinger, “Characterizing the global
impact of p2p overlays on the AS-level underlay,” in Proceedings of the
11th International Conference PAM 2010, Zurich, Switzerland, April 7-9
2010, pp. 1–10.

[14] V. Gurbani, V. Hilt, I. Rimac, M. Tomsu, and E. Marocco, “A survey
of research on the application-layer traffic optimization problem and the
need for layer cooperation,” IEEE Communications Magazine, vol. 47,
no. 8, pp. 107–112, August 2009.

[15] J. Seedorf, S. Kiesel, and M. Stiemerling, “Traffic localization for
p2p-applications: The ALTO approach,” in Proceedings of IEEE Ninth
International Conference on Peer-to-Peer Computing, 2009, pp. 171–177.

[16] J. H. Wang, D. M. Chiu, and J. C. Lui, “Modeling the peering and routing
tussle between ISPs and p2p applications,” in 14th IEEE International
Workshop on Quality of Service, 2006, pp. 51–59.

[17] R. Cuevas, N. Laoutaris, X. Yang, G. Siganos, and P. Rodriguez, “Deep
diving into BitTorrent locality,” in Proceedings of 2011 IEEE INFOCOM,
Shanghai, China, April 10-15 2011, pp. 963–971.

[18] S. L. Blond, A. Legout, and W. Dabbous, “Pushing BitTorrent locality to
the limit,” Computer Networks, vol. 55, no. 3, pp. 541–557, February 21
2011.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /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 true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 0
  /ParseDSCComments false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo false
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
    /AbadiMT-CondensedLight
    /ACaslon-Italic
    /ACaslon-Regular
    /ACaslon-Semibold
    /ACaslon-SemiboldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Bold
    /AdobeArabic-BoldItalic
    /AdobeArabic-Italic
    /AdobeArabic-Regular
    /AdobeHebrew-Bold
    /AdobeHebrew-BoldItalic
    /AdobeHebrew-Italic
    /AdobeHebrew-Regular
    /AdobeHeitiStd-Regular
    /AdobeMingStd-Light
    /AdobeMyungjoStd-Medium
    /AdobePiStd
    /AdobeSansMM
    /AdobeSerifMM
    /AdobeSongStd-Light
    /AdobeThai-Bold
    /AdobeThai-BoldItalic
    /AdobeThai-Italic
    /AdobeThai-Regular
    /AGaramond-Bold
    /AGaramond-BoldItalic
    /AGaramond-Italic
    /AGaramond-Regular
    /AGaramond-Semibold
    /AGaramond-SemiboldItalic
    /AgencyFB-Bold
    /AgencyFB-Reg
    /AGOldFace-Outline
    /AharoniBold
    /Algerian
    /Americana
    /Americana-ExtraBold
    /AndaleMono
    /AndaleMonoIPA
    /AngsanaNew
    /AngsanaNew-Bold
    /AngsanaNew-BoldItalic
    /AngsanaNew-Italic
    /AngsanaUPC
    /AngsanaUPC-Bold
    /AngsanaUPC-BoldItalic
    /AngsanaUPC-Italic
    /Anna
    /ArialAlternative
    /ArialAlternativeSymbol
    /Arial-Black
    /Arial-BlackItalic
    /Arial-BoldItalicMT
    /Arial-BoldMT
    /Arial-ItalicMT
    /ArialMT
    /ArialMT-Black
    /ArialNarrow
    /ArialNarrow-Bold
    /ArialNarrow-BoldItalic
    /ArialNarrow-Italic
    /ArialRoundedMTBold
    /ArialUnicodeMS
    /ArrusBT-Bold
    /ArrusBT-BoldItalic
    /ArrusBT-Italic
    /ArrusBT-Roman
    /AvantGarde-Book
    /AvantGarde-BookOblique
    /AvantGarde-Demi
    /AvantGarde-DemiOblique
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-Book
    /AvantGardeITCbyBT-BookOblique
    /BakerSignet
    /BankGothicBT-Medium
    /Barmeno-Bold
    /Barmeno-ExtraBold
    /Barmeno-Medium
    /Barmeno-Regular
    /Baskerville
    /BaskervilleBE-Italic
    /BaskervilleBE-Medium
    /BaskervilleBE-MediumItalic
    /BaskervilleBE-Regular
    /Baskerville-Bold
    /Baskerville-BoldItalic
    /Baskerville-Italic
    /BaskOldFace
    /Batang
    /BatangChe
    /Bauhaus93
    /Bellevue
    /BellGothicStd-Black
    /BellGothicStd-Bold
    /BellGothicStd-Light
    /BellMT
    /BellMTBold
    /BellMTItalic
    /BerlingAntiqua-Bold
    /BerlingAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BerlingAntiqua-Italic
    /BerlingAntiqua-Roman
    /BerlinSansFB-Bold
    /BerlinSansFBDemi-Bold
    /BerlinSansFB-Reg
    /BernardMT-Condensed
    /BernhardModernBT-Bold
    /BernhardModernBT-BoldItalic
    /BernhardModernBT-Italic
    /BernhardModernBT-Roman
    /BiffoMT
    /BinnerD
    /BinnerGothic
    /BlackadderITC-Regular
    /Blackoak
    /blex
    /blsy
    /Bodoni
    /Bodoni-Bold
    /Bodoni-BoldItalic
    /Bodoni-Italic
    /BodoniMT
    /BodoniMTBlack
    /BodoniMTBlack-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Bold
    /BodoniMT-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Bold
    /BodoniMTCondensed-BoldItalic
    /BodoniMTCondensed-Italic
    /BodoniMT-Italic
    /BodoniMTPosterCompressed
    /Bodoni-Poster
    /Bodoni-PosterCompressed
    /BookAntiqua
    /BookAntiqua-Bold
    /BookAntiqua-BoldItalic
    /BookAntiqua-Italic
    /Bookman-Demi
    /Bookman-DemiItalic
    /Bookman-Light
    /Bookman-LightItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle
    /BookmanOldStyle-Bold
    /BookmanOldStyle-BoldItalic
    /BookmanOldStyle-Italic
    /BookshelfSymbolOne-Regular
    /BookshelfSymbolSeven
    /BookshelfSymbolThree-Regular
    /BookshelfSymbolTwo-Regular
    /Botanical
    /Boton-Italic
    /Boton-Medium
    /Boton-MediumItalic
    /Boton-Regular
    /Boulevard
    /BradleyHandITC
    /Braggadocio
    /BritannicBold
    /Broadway
    /BrowalliaNew
    /BrowalliaNew-Bold
    /BrowalliaNew-BoldItalic
    /BrowalliaNew-Italic
    /BrowalliaUPC
    /BrowalliaUPC-Bold
    /BrowalliaUPC-BoldItalic
    /BrowalliaUPC-Italic
    /BrushScript
    /BrushScriptMT
    /CaflischScript-Bold
    /CaflischScript-Regular
    /Calibri
    /Calibri-Bold
    /Calibri-BoldItalic
    /Calibri-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Bold
    /CalifornianFB-Italic
    /CalifornianFB-Reg
    /CalisMTBol
    /CalistoMT
    /CalistoMT-BoldItalic
    /CalistoMT-Italic
    /Cambria
    /Cambria-Bold
    /Cambria-BoldItalic
    /Cambria-Italic
    /CambriaMath
    /Candara
    /Candara-Bold
    /Candara-BoldItalic
    /Candara-Italic
    /Carta
    /CaslonOpenfaceBT-Regular
    /Castellar
    /CastellarMT
    /Centaur
    /Centaur-Italic
    /Century
    /CenturyGothic
    /CenturyGothic-Bold
    /CenturyGothic-BoldItalic
    /CenturyGothic-Italic
    /CenturySchL-Bold
    /CenturySchL-BoldItal
    /CenturySchL-Ital
    /CenturySchL-Roma
    /CenturySchoolbook
    /CenturySchoolbook-Bold
    /CenturySchoolbook-BoldItalic
    /CenturySchoolbook-Italic
    /CGTimes-Bold
    /CGTimes-BoldItalic
    /CGTimes-Italic
    /CGTimes-Regular
    /CharterBT-Bold
    /CharterBT-BoldItalic
    /CharterBT-Italic
    /CharterBT-Roman
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-Bold
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-Book
    /CheltenhamITCbyBT-BookItalic
    /Chiller-Regular
    /Cmb10
    /CMB10
    /Cmbsy10
    /CMBSY10
    /CMBSY5
    /CMBSY6
    /CMBSY7
    /CMBSY8
    /CMBSY9
    /Cmbx10
    /CMBX10
    /Cmbx12
    /CMBX12
    /Cmbx5
    /CMBX5
    /Cmbx6
    /CMBX6
    /Cmbx7
    /CMBX7
    /Cmbx8
    /CMBX8
    /Cmbx9
    /CMBX9
    /Cmbxsl10
    /CMBXSL10
    /Cmbxti10
    /CMBXTI10
    /Cmcsc10
    /CMCSC10
    /Cmcsc8
    /CMCSC8
    /Cmcsc9
    /CMCSC9
    /Cmdunh10
    /CMDUNH10
    /Cmex10
    /CMEX10
    /CMEX7
    /CMEX8
    /CMEX9
    /Cmff10
    /CMFF10
    /Cmfi10
    /CMFI10
    /Cmfib8
    /CMFIB8
    /Cminch
    /CMINCH
    /Cmitt10
    /CMITT10
    /Cmmi10
    /CMMI10
    /Cmmi12
    /CMMI12
    /Cmmi5
    /CMMI5
    /Cmmi6
    /CMMI6
    /Cmmi7
    /CMMI7
    /Cmmi8
    /CMMI8
    /Cmmi9
    /CMMI9
    /Cmmib10
    /CMMIB10
    /CMMIB5
    /CMMIB6
    /CMMIB7
    /CMMIB8
    /CMMIB9
    /Cmr10
    /CMR10
    /Cmr12
    /CMR12
    /Cmr17
    /CMR17
    /Cmr5
    /CMR5
    /Cmr6
    /CMR6
    /Cmr7
    /CMR7
    /Cmr8
    /CMR8
    /Cmr9
    /CMR9
    /Cmsl10
    /CMSL10
    /Cmsl12
    /CMSL12
    /Cmsl8
    /CMSL8
    /Cmsl9
    /CMSL9
    /Cmsltt10
    /CMSLTT10
    /Cmss10
    /CMSS10
    /Cmss12
    /CMSS12
    /Cmss17
    /CMSS17
    /Cmss8
    /CMSS8
    /Cmss9
    /CMSS9
    /Cmssbx10
    /CMSSBX10
    /Cmssdc10
    /CMSSDC10
    /Cmssi10
    /CMSSI10
    /Cmssi12
    /CMSSI12
    /Cmssi17
    /CMSSI17
    /Cmssi8
    /CMSSI8
    /Cmssi9
    /CMSSI9
    /Cmssq8
    /CMSSQ8
    /Cmssqi8
    /CMSSQI8
    /Cmsy10
    /CMSY10
    /Cmsy5
    /CMSY5
    /Cmsy6
    /CMSY6
    /Cmsy7
    /CMSY7
    /Cmsy8
    /CMSY8
    /Cmsy9
    /CMSY9
    /Cmtcsc10
    /CMTCSC10
    /Cmtex10
    /CMTEX10
    /Cmtex8
    /CMTEX8
    /Cmtex9
    /CMTEX9
    /Cmti10
    /CMTI10
    /Cmti12
    /CMTI12
    /Cmti7
    /CMTI7
    /Cmti8
    /CMTI8
    /Cmti9
    /CMTI9
    /Cmtt10
    /CMTT10
    /Cmtt12
    /CMTT12
    /Cmtt8
    /CMTT8
    /Cmtt9
    /CMTT9
    /Cmu10
    /CMU10
    /Cmvtt10
    /CMVTT10
    /ColonnaMT
    /Colossalis-Bold
    /ComicSansMS
    /ComicSansMS-Bold
    /Consolas
    /Consolas-Bold
    /Consolas-BoldItalic
    /Consolas-Italic
    /Constantia
    /Constantia-Bold
    /Constantia-BoldItalic
    /Constantia-Italic
    /CooperBlack
    /CopperplateGothic-Bold
    /CopperplateGothic-Light
    /Copperplate-ThirtyThreeBC
    /Corbel
    /Corbel-Bold
    /Corbel-BoldItalic
    /Corbel-Italic
    /CordiaNew
    /CordiaNew-Bold
    /CordiaNew-BoldItalic
    /CordiaNew-Italic
    /CordiaUPC
    /CordiaUPC-Bold
    /CordiaUPC-BoldItalic
    /CordiaUPC-Italic
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /CourierNewPS-BoldItalicMT
    /CourierNewPS-BoldMT
    /CourierNewPS-ItalicMT
    /CourierNewPSMT
    /Courier-Oblique
    /CourierStd
    /CourierStd-Bold
    /CourierStd-BoldOblique
    /CourierStd-Oblique
    /CourierX-Bold
    /CourierX-BoldOblique
    /CourierX-Oblique
    /CourierX-Regular
    /CreepyRegular
    /CurlzMT
    /David-Bold
    /David-Reg
    /DavidTransparent
    /Dcb10
    /Dcbx10
    /Dcbxsl10
    /Dcbxti10
    /Dccsc10
    /Dcitt10
    /Dcr10
    /Desdemona
    /DilleniaUPC
    /DilleniaUPCBold
    /DilleniaUPCBoldItalic
    /DilleniaUPCItalic
    /Dingbats
    /DomCasual
    /Dotum
    /DotumChe
    /EdwardianScriptITC
    /Elephant-Italic
    /Elephant-Regular
    /EngraversGothicBT-Regular
    /EngraversMT
    /EraserDust
    /ErasITC-Bold
    /ErasITC-Demi
    /ErasITC-Light
    /ErasITC-Medium
    /ErieBlackPSMT
    /ErieLightPSMT
    /EriePSMT
    /EstrangeloEdessa
    /Euclid
    /Euclid-Bold
    /Euclid-BoldItalic
    /EuclidExtra
    /EuclidExtra-Bold
    /EuclidFraktur
    /EuclidFraktur-Bold
    /Euclid-Italic
    /EuclidMathOne
    /EuclidMathOne-Bold
    /EuclidMathTwo
    /EuclidMathTwo-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol
    /EuclidSymbol-Bold
    /EuclidSymbol-BoldItalic
    /EuclidSymbol-Italic
    /EucrosiaUPC
    /EucrosiaUPCBold
    /EucrosiaUPCBoldItalic
    /EucrosiaUPCItalic
    /EUEX10
    /EUEX7
    /EUEX8
    /EUEX9
    /EUFB10
    /EUFB5
    /EUFB7
    /EUFM10
    /EUFM5
    /EUFM7
    /EURB10
    /EURB5
    /EURB7
    /EURM10
    /EURM5
    /EURM7
    /EuroMono-Bold
    /EuroMono-BoldItalic
    /EuroMono-Italic
    /EuroMono-Regular
    /EuroSans-Bold
    /EuroSans-BoldItalic
    /EuroSans-Italic
    /EuroSans-Regular
    /EuroSerif-Bold
    /EuroSerif-BoldItalic
    /EuroSerif-Italic
    /EuroSerif-Regular
    /EuroSig
    /EUSB10
    /EUSB5
    /EUSB7
    /EUSM10
    /EUSM5
    /EUSM7
    /FelixTitlingMT
    /Fences
    /FencesPlain
    /FigaroMT
    /FixedMiriamTransparent
    /FootlightMTLight
    /Formata-Italic
    /Formata-Medium
    /Formata-MediumItalic
    /Formata-Regular
    /ForteMT
    /FranklinGothic-Book
    /FranklinGothic-BookItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Demi
    /FranklinGothic-DemiCond
    /FranklinGothic-DemiItalic
    /FranklinGothic-Heavy
    /FranklinGothic-HeavyItalic
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-Book
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-BookItal
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-Demi
    /FranklinGothicITCbyBT-DemiItal
    /FranklinGothic-Medium
    /FranklinGothic-MediumCond
    /FranklinGothic-MediumItalic
    /FrankRuehl
    /FreesiaUPC
    /FreesiaUPCBold
    /FreesiaUPCBoldItalic
    /FreesiaUPCItalic
    /FreestyleScript-Regular
    /FrenchScriptMT
    /Frutiger-Black
    /Frutiger-BlackCn
    /Frutiger-BlackItalic
    /Frutiger-Bold
    /Frutiger-BoldCn
    /Frutiger-BoldItalic
    /Frutiger-Cn
    /Frutiger-ExtraBlackCn
    /Frutiger-Italic
    /Frutiger-Light
    /Frutiger-LightCn
    /Frutiger-LightItalic
    /Frutiger-Roman
    /Frutiger-UltraBlack
    /Futura-Bold
    /Futura-BoldOblique
    /Futura-Book
    /Futura-BookOblique
    /FuturaBT-Bold
    /FuturaBT-BoldItalic
    /FuturaBT-Book
    /FuturaBT-BookItalic
    /FuturaBT-Medium
    /FuturaBT-MediumItalic
    /Futura-Light
    /Futura-LightOblique
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Bold
    /GalliardITCbyBT-BoldItalic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Italic
    /GalliardITCbyBT-Roman
    /Garamond
    /Garamond-Bold
    /Garamond-BoldCondensed
    /Garamond-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Garamond-BoldItalic
    /Garamond-BookCondensed
    /Garamond-BookCondensedItalic
    /Garamond-Italic
    /Garamond-LightCondensed
    /Garamond-LightCondensedItalic
    /Gautami
    /GeometricSlab703BT-Light
    /GeometricSlab703BT-LightItalic
    /Georgia
    /Georgia-Bold
    /Georgia-BoldItalic
    /Georgia-Italic
    /GeorgiaRef
    /Giddyup
    /Giddyup-Thangs
    /Gigi-Regular
    /GillSans
    /GillSans-Bold
    /GillSans-BoldItalic
    /GillSans-Condensed
    /GillSans-CondensedBold
    /GillSans-Italic
    /GillSans-Light
    /GillSans-LightItalic
    /GillSansMT
    /GillSansMT-Bold
    /GillSansMT-BoldItalic
    /GillSansMT-Condensed
    /GillSansMT-ExtraCondensedBold
    /GillSansMT-Italic
    /GillSans-UltraBold
    /GillSans-UltraBoldCondensed
    /GloucesterMT-ExtraCondensed
    /Gothic-Thirteen
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-BoldItalic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleBT-Roman
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Bold
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Italic
    /GoudyOldStyleT-Regular
    /GoudyStout
    /GoudyTextMT-LombardicCapitals
    /GSIDefaultSymbols
    /Gulim
    /GulimChe
    /Gungsuh
    /GungsuhChe
    /Haettenschweiler
    /HarlowSolid
    /Harrington
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Black
    /Helvetica-BlackOblique
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Condensed
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Black
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BlackObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Bold
    /Helvetica-Condensed-BoldObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Light
    /Helvetica-Condensed-LightObl
    /Helvetica-Condensed-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Fraction
    /Helvetica-Narrow
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Bold
    /Helvetica-Narrow-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Narrow-Oblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /HighTowerText-Italic
    /HighTowerText-Reg
    /Humanist521BT-BoldCondensed
    /Humanist521BT-Light
    /Humanist521BT-LightItalic
    /Humanist521BT-RomanCondensed
    /Imago-ExtraBold
    /Impact
    /ImprintMT-Shadow
    /InformalRoman-Regular
    /IrisUPC
    /IrisUPCBold
    /IrisUPCBoldItalic
    /IrisUPCItalic
    /Ironwood
    /ItcEras-Medium
    /ItcKabel-Bold
    /ItcKabel-Book
    /ItcKabel-Demi
    /ItcKabel-Medium
    /ItcKabel-Ultra
    /JasmineUPC
    /JasmineUPC-Bold
    /JasmineUPC-BoldItalic
    /JasmineUPC-Italic
    /JoannaMT
    /JoannaMT-Italic
    /Jokerman-Regular
    /JuiceITC-Regular
    /Kartika
    /Kaufmann
    /KaufmannBT-Bold
    /KaufmannBT-Regular
    /KidTYPEPaint
    /KinoMT
    /KodchiangUPC
    /KodchiangUPC-Bold
    /KodchiangUPC-BoldItalic
    /KodchiangUPC-Italic
    /KorinnaITCbyBT-Regular
    /KozGoProVI-Medium
    /KozMinProVI-Regular
    /KristenITC-Regular
    /KunstlerScript
    /Latha
    /LatinWide
    /LetterGothic
    /LetterGothic-Bold
    /LetterGothic-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothic-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicMT
    /LetterGothicMT-Bold
    /LetterGothicMT-BoldOblique
    /LetterGothicMT-Oblique
    /LetterGothic-Slanted
    /LetterGothicStd
    /LetterGothicStd-Bold
    /LetterGothicStd-BoldSlanted
    /LetterGothicStd-Slanted
    /LevenimMT
    /LevenimMTBold
    /LilyUPC
    /LilyUPCBold
    /LilyUPCBoldItalic
    /LilyUPCItalic
    /Lithos-Black
    /Lithos-Regular
    /LotusWPBox-Roman
    /LotusWPIcon-Roman
    /LotusWPIntA-Roman
    /LotusWPIntB-Roman
    /LotusWPType-Roman
    /LucidaBright
    /LucidaBright-Demi
    /LucidaBright-DemiItalic
    /LucidaBright-Italic
    /LucidaCalligraphy-Italic
    /LucidaConsole
    /LucidaFax
    /LucidaFax-Demi
    /LucidaFax-DemiItalic
    /LucidaFax-Italic
    /LucidaHandwriting-Italic
    /LucidaSans
    /LucidaSans-Demi
    /LucidaSans-DemiItalic
    /LucidaSans-Italic
    /LucidaSans-Typewriter
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBold
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterBoldOblique
    /LucidaSans-TypewriterOblique
    /LucidaSansUnicode
    /Lydian
    /Magneto-Bold
    /MaiandraGD-Regular
    /Mangal-Regular
    /Map-Symbols
    /MathA
    /MathB
    /MathC
    /Mathematica1
    /Mathematica1-Bold
    /Mathematica1Mono
    /Mathematica1Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica2
    /Mathematica2-Bold
    /Mathematica2Mono
    /Mathematica2Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica3
    /Mathematica3-Bold
    /Mathematica3Mono
    /Mathematica3Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica4
    /Mathematica4-Bold
    /Mathematica4Mono
    /Mathematica4Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica5
    /Mathematica5-Bold
    /Mathematica5Mono
    /Mathematica5Mono-Bold
    /Mathematica6
    /Mathematica6Bold
    /Mathematica6Mono
    /Mathematica6MonoBold
    /Mathematica7
    /Mathematica7Bold
    /Mathematica7Mono
    /Mathematica7MonoBold
    /MatisseITC-Regular
    /MaturaMTScriptCapitals
    /Mesquite
    /Mezz-Black
    /Mezz-Regular
    /MICR
    /MicrosoftSansSerif
    /MingLiU
    /Minion-BoldCondensed
    /Minion-BoldCondensedItalic
    /Minion-Condensed
    /Minion-CondensedItalic
    /Minion-Ornaments
    /MinionPro-Bold
    /MinionPro-BoldIt
    /MinionPro-It
    /MinionPro-Regular
    /MinionPro-Semibold
    /MinionPro-SemiboldIt
    /Miriam
    /MiriamFixed
    /MiriamTransparent
    /Mistral
    /Modern-Regular
    /MonotypeCorsiva
    /MonotypeSorts
    /MSAM10
    /MSAM5
    /MSAM6
    /MSAM7
    /MSAM8
    /MSAM9
    /MSBM10
    /MSBM5
    /MSBM6
    /MSBM7
    /MSBM8
    /MSBM9
    /MS-Gothic
    /MSHei
    /MSLineDrawPSMT
    /MS-Mincho
    /MSOutlook
    /MS-PGothic
    /MS-PMincho
    /MSReference1
    /MSReference2
    /MSReferenceSansSerif
    /MSReferenceSansSerif-Bold
    /MSReferenceSansSerif-BoldItalic
    /MSReferenceSansSerif-Italic
    /MSReferenceSerif
    /MSReferenceSerif-Bold
    /MSReferenceSerif-BoldItalic
    /MSReferenceSerif-Italic
    /MSReferenceSpecialty
    /MSSong
    /MS-UIGothic
    /MT-Extra
    /MT-Symbol
    /MT-Symbol-Italic
    /MVBoli
    /Myriad-Bold
    /Myriad-BoldItalic
    /Myriad-Italic
    /MyriadPro-Black
    /MyriadPro-BlackIt
    /MyriadPro-Bold
    /MyriadPro-BoldIt
    /MyriadPro-It
    /MyriadPro-Light
    /MyriadPro-LightIt
    /MyriadPro-Regular
    /MyriadPro-Semibold
    /MyriadPro-SemiboldIt
    /Myriad-Roman
    /Narkisim
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Bold
    /NewCenturySchlbk-BoldItalic
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Italic
    /NewCenturySchlbk-Roman
    /NewMilleniumSchlbk-BoldItalicSH
    /NewsGothic
    /NewsGothic-Bold
    /NewsGothicBT-Bold
    /NewsGothicBT-BoldItalic
    /NewsGothicBT-Italic
    /NewsGothicBT-Roman
    /NewsGothic-Condensed
    /NewsGothic-Italic
    /NewsGothicMT
    /NewsGothicMT-Bold
    /NewsGothicMT-Italic
    /NiagaraEngraved-Reg
    /NiagaraSolid-Reg
    /NimbusMonL-Bold
    /NimbusMonL-BoldObli
    /NimbusMonL-Regu
    /NimbusMonL-ReguObli
    /NimbusRomDGR-Bold
    /NimbusRomDGR-BoldItal
    /NimbusRomDGR-Regu
    /NimbusRomDGR-ReguItal
    /NimbusRomNo9L-Medi
    /NimbusRomNo9L-MediItal
    /NimbusRomNo9L-Regu
    /NimbusRomNo9L-ReguItal
    /NimbusSanL-Bold
    /NimbusSanL-BoldCond
    /NimbusSanL-BoldCondItal
    /NimbusSanL-BoldItal
    /NimbusSanL-Regu
    /NimbusSanL-ReguCond
    /NimbusSanL-ReguCondItal
    /NimbusSanL-ReguItal
    /Nimrod
    /Nimrod-Bold
    /Nimrod-BoldItalic
    /Nimrod-Italic
    /NSimSun
    /Nueva-BoldExtended
    /Nueva-BoldExtendedItalic
    /Nueva-Italic
    /Nueva-Roman
    /NuptialScript
    /OCRA
    /OCRA-Alternate
    /OCRAExtended
    /OCRB
    /OCRB-Alternate
    /OfficinaSans-Bold
    /OfficinaSans-BoldItalic
    /OfficinaSans-Book
    /OfficinaSans-BookItalic
    /OfficinaSerif-Bold
    /OfficinaSerif-BoldItalic
    /OfficinaSerif-Book
    /OfficinaSerif-BookItalic
    /OldEnglishTextMT
    /Onyx
    /OnyxBT-Regular
    /OzHandicraftBT-Roman
    /PalaceScriptMT
    /Palatino-Bold
    /Palatino-BoldItalic
    /Palatino-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Bold
    /PalatinoLinotype-BoldItalic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Italic
    /PalatinoLinotype-Roman
    /Palatino-Roman
    /PapyrusPlain
    /Papyrus-Regular
    /Parchment-Regular
    /Parisian
    /ParkAvenue
    /Penumbra-SemiboldFlare
    /Penumbra-SemiboldSans
    /Penumbra-SemiboldSerif
    /PepitaMT
    /Perpetua
    /Perpetua-Bold
    /Perpetua-BoldItalic
    /Perpetua-Italic
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Bold
    /PerpetuaTitlingMT-Light
    /PhotinaCasualBlack
    /Playbill
    /PMingLiU
    /Poetica-SuppOrnaments
    /PoorRichard-Regular
    /PopplLaudatio-Italic
    /PopplLaudatio-Medium
    /PopplLaudatio-MediumItalic
    /PopplLaudatio-Regular
    /PrestigeElite
    /Pristina-Regular
    /PTBarnumBT-Regular
    /Raavi
    /RageItalic
    /Ravie
    /RefSpecialty
    /Ribbon131BT-Bold
    /Rockwell
    /Rockwell-Bold
    /Rockwell-BoldItalic
    /Rockwell-Condensed
    /Rockwell-CondensedBold
    /Rockwell-ExtraBold
    /Rockwell-Italic
    /Rockwell-Light
    /Rockwell-LightItalic
    /Rod
    /RodTransparent
    /RunicMT-Condensed
    /Sanvito-Light
    /Sanvito-Roman
    /ScriptC
    /ScriptMTBold
    /SegoeUI
    /SegoeUI-Bold
    /SegoeUI-BoldItalic
    /SegoeUI-Italic
    /Serpentine-BoldOblique
    /ShelleyVolanteBT-Regular
    /ShowcardGothic-Reg
    /Shruti
    /SimHei
    /SimSun
    /SimSun-PUA
    /SnapITC-Regular
    /StandardSymL
    /Stencil
    /StoneSans
    /StoneSans-Bold
    /StoneSans-BoldItalic
    /StoneSans-Italic
    /StoneSans-Semibold
    /StoneSans-SemiboldItalic
    /Stop
    /Swiss721BT-BlackExtended
    /Sylfaen
    /Symbol
    /SymbolMT
    /Tahoma
    /Tahoma-Bold
    /Tci1
    /Tci1Bold
    /Tci1BoldItalic
    /Tci1Italic
    /Tci2
    /Tci2Bold
    /Tci2BoldItalic
    /Tci2Italic
    /Tci3
    /Tci3Bold
    /Tci3BoldItalic
    /Tci3Italic
    /Tci4
    /Tci4Bold
    /Tci4BoldItalic
    /Tci4Italic
    /TechnicalItalic
    /TechnicalPlain
    /Tekton
    /Tekton-Bold
    /TektonMM
    /Tempo-HeavyCondensed
    /Tempo-HeavyCondensedItalic
    /TempusSansITC
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-BoldItalicOsF
    /Times-BoldSC
    /Times-ExtraBold
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-ItalicOsF
    /TimesNewRomanMT-ExtraBold
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-BoldMT
    /TimesNewRomanPS-ItalicMT
    /TimesNewRomanPSMT
    /Times-Roman
    /Times-RomanSC
    /Trajan-Bold
    /Trebuchet-BoldItalic
    /TrebuchetMS
    /TrebuchetMS-Bold
    /TrebuchetMS-Italic
    /Tunga-Regular
    /TwCenMT-Bold
    /TwCenMT-BoldItalic
    /TwCenMT-Condensed
    /TwCenMT-CondensedBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedExtraBold
    /TwCenMT-CondensedMedium
    /TwCenMT-Italic
    /TwCenMT-Regular
    /Univers-Bold
    /Univers-BoldItalic
    /UniversCondensed-Bold
    /UniversCondensed-BoldItalic
    /UniversCondensed-Medium
    /UniversCondensed-MediumItalic
    /Univers-Medium
    /Univers-MediumItalic
    /URWBookmanL-DemiBold
    /URWBookmanL-DemiBoldItal
    /URWBookmanL-Ligh
    /URWBookmanL-LighItal
    /URWChanceryL-MediItal
    /URWGothicL-Book
    /URWGothicL-BookObli
    /URWGothicL-Demi
    /URWGothicL-DemiObli
    /URWPalladioL-Bold
    /URWPalladioL-BoldItal
    /URWPalladioL-Ital
    /URWPalladioL-Roma
    /USPSBarCode
    /VAGRounded-Black
    /VAGRounded-Bold
    /VAGRounded-Light
    /VAGRounded-Thin
    /Verdana
    /Verdana-Bold
    /Verdana-BoldItalic
    /Verdana-Italic
    /VerdanaRef
    /VinerHandITC
    /Viva-BoldExtraExtended
    /Vivaldii
    /Viva-LightCondensed
    /Viva-Regular
    /VladimirScript
    /Vrinda
    /Webdings
    /Westminster
    /Willow
    /Wingdings2
    /Wingdings3
    /Wingdings-Regular
    /WNCYB10
    /WNCYI10
    /WNCYR10
    /WNCYSC10
    /WNCYSS10
    /WoodtypeOrnaments-One
    /WoodtypeOrnaments-Two
    /WP-ArabicScriptSihafa
    /WP-ArabicSihafa
    /WP-BoxDrawing
    /WP-CyrillicA
    /WP-CyrillicB
    /WP-GreekCentury
    /WP-GreekCourier
    /WP-GreekHelve
    /WP-HebrewDavid
    /WP-IconicSymbolsA
    /WP-IconicSymbolsB
    /WP-Japanese
    /WP-MathA
    /WP-MathB
    /WP-MathExtendedA
    /WP-MathExtendedB
    /WP-MultinationalAHelve
    /WP-MultinationalARoman
    /WP-MultinationalBCourier
    /WP-MultinationalBHelve
    /WP-MultinationalBRoman
    /WP-MultinationalCourier
    /WP-Phonetic
    /WPTypographicSymbols
    /XYATIP10
    /XYBSQL10
    /XYBTIP10
    /XYCIRC10
    /XYCMAT10
    /XYCMBT10
    /XYDASH10
    /XYEUAT10
    /XYEUBT10
    /ZapfChancery-MediumItalic
    /ZapfDingbats
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Bold
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-BoldItalic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Demi
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-DemiItalic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Italic
    /ZapfHumanist601BT-Roman
    /ZWAdobeF
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 200
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 200
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00333
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 1.30
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 10
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 400
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00167
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV <>
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor weergave op een beeldscherm, e-mail en internet. 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 on-screen display, e-mail, and the Internet.  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 /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing false
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


