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in Monte Carlo localization based on
the natural displacement of the robot
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Abstract
This article proposes a new method to detect the kidnapped robot problem event in Monte Carlo localization. The
method is designed in such a manner that it can provide accurate detection across all time instances, whether the robot
can still recognize part of the environment or is totally lost after kidnapping. The proposed method uses the sensor
reading of the robot to determine if robot’s displacement at particular time instance is considered a natural displacement
or not. A series of simulations are designed to measure the accuracy of detection and how it compares to other methods.
The simulations show that the proposed method outperforms the methods of detection based on the weight of particles.
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Introduction

In mobile robotics localization, the kidnapped robot prob-

lem is defined as a condition when the robot is instantly

moved to other position without being told during the oper-

ation of the robot.1–4 The detection of kidnapped robot is

one of the most difficult problems in Monte Carlo localiza-

tion (MCL).5 This is due to the nature of particle filter used

in MCL itself, where the convergence process

of hypotheses (called particles) causes the absence of

particles in some areas, leading to a localization failure if

the robot is kidnapped to that area.

Kidnapped robot problem does not often happen in prac-

tice; however, it is often used to test the ability of algorithm

to recover from global localization failures. Furthermore,

the mechanical and sensor faults can lead to condition sim-

ilar to kidnapping, thus the detection of this event can be

used as fault detection.6

For decades, several approaches are used to detect

and solve kidnapped robot problem. Some solutions are

based on visual recognition, such as the ones found in

Majdik et al.7 and Andreasson et al.4 These approaches,

however, are limited to the robot with visual-based sen-

sor, such as camera. Some other approaches are more

flexible by using the intrinsic parameters of the MCL

itself instead of depending on the type of sensor used.

Augmented MCL proposed by Thrun et al.1 and MCL

with mixture distributions1,3,8 are some examples of this

category.

In augmented MCL, random particles are injected in

each iteration so that the possibility of particles’ absence

in kidnapping destination area is reduced. These random
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particles are drawn from either uniform distribution over

pose space or the posterior of the measurement. MCL with

mixture proposal distribution combines regular MCL sam-

pling with its dual distribution.

Despite its flexibility, the former two methods do not

clearly draw a line between detection and recovery of kid-

napping. This creates a problem when the concern is not

only in the re-localization but also the needs to know when

the kidnapping really happens, such as in fault detection.

Other solutions that also depend on intrinsic para-

meters of MCL can be found in Zhang et al.5 and Yi and

Choi.9 Zhang et al.5 use maximum weight of current par-

ticle set as the parameter to detect the kidnapping event.

Yi. and Choi9 use similar parameter; but instead of purely

using current weight they use the entropy of the informa-

tion which can be extracted from the weight. These two

approaches address the detection and recovery separately,

as what we prefer.

The rest of the article is organized as follows. In the

section “Bayes filter and Monte Carlo localization”

Bayes filter and MCL are briefly explained. The section

“Definition of the terms in kidnapping” explains the

definition of some terms used throughout the article.

The section on “Map and measurement model” explains

the characteristics of the map used in the article and the

measurement model employed in all simulations. The

section on “Review on existing methods” reviews the

last two methods for kidnapping detection. The method

we propose is then delivered in detail in the section

“Proposed method.” The section on “Simulation results”

delivers the simulations result of the comparison

between the proposed method and the Maximum Current

Weight (MCW). The final section discusses the conclu-

sion and the possible improvement to the method.

Bayes filter and MCL

In mobile robot localization practice, it is almost impos-

sible for a robot to know exactly its coordinates and head-

ing (collectively known as pose) in the given map. Rather,

the robot should infer the data from environment. The

obtained state is then called belief. The belief of the robot

is defined as

belðStÞ ¼ pðst jz1:t; u1:tÞ (1)

This posterior is the probability distribution over the

state st ¼ hxt; yt; �ti; at time t, given all past measure-

ments z1:t ¼ fz1; z2; . . . ; ztg and all past controls

u1:t ¼ fu1; u2; . . . ; utg . Sometimes it is also useful to

consider the belief before taking the current measure-

ment, that is

belðstÞ ¼ pðst jz1:t�1; u1:tÞ (2)

MCL is a Bayes-based localization algorithm. It pro-

vides a powerful tool to calculate posterior belð�Þ, given

measurement and control data,1,10 Bayes filter is based on

Markov world assumption, that is, past and future data

are independent if one knows the current state st.
1 By

implementing Bayes rule and this Markov world assump-

tion, the belief posterior can be defined as

belðstÞ ¼ �pðzt jstÞ belðstÞ (3)

The term pðst jst�1;u1:tÞ is defined as the prediction or

motion model, since it reflects the state transition due to

robot motion. The probability pðzt jstÞ itself is called cor-

rection or sensor model, since it incorporates sensor read-

ing to update robot state. � is the normalization constant

ensuring the final result to be normalized to one.

Bayes filter gives freedom to the choices of represen-

tation for the posterior. MCL represents the posterior

belðstÞ by a set St of N weighted samples distributed

according to the posterior.1,9 The density of the samples

proportionally represents the likelihood of the robot’s

pose being there

St ¼ hs½n�t ; !
½n�
t i; n ¼ 1; 2; . . . ;N (4)

Each particle s
½n�
t represents the hypothesis of the robot’s

pose at time t. The !n
t is the nonnegative number called

weight of particle. It indicates how good particle s
½n�
t in

representing the robot’s pose.

The basic MCL algorithm, as summarized by Thrun

et al.1 and Zhang et al.,5 is depicted in Table 1. It accepts

previous state St�1, past controls ut , past measurements

zt, and map information m.

Definition of the terms in kidnapping

Before going further, we have to determine the definition

of kidnapping detection and criteria of successful detec-

tion. We define kidnapping detection as the process

detecting the time t, where 1 � t � T, when kidnapping

happens. It does not detect the place from where the robot

has been kidnapped or where it is kidnapped to.

Table 1. The Monte Carlo localization algorithm.

1. MCL Algorithm (St�1; ut; zt;mÞ
2. St ¼ �St ¼ ;
3. for n ¼ 1 to N do

4. generate s½n�t *p st js½n�t�1; u1:t; m
� �

5. calculate weight !
½n�
t ¼ p zt js½n�t ; m

� �
6. �St ¼ �St þ s½n�t ; !

½n�
t

D E
7. end for
8. normalize !t

9. for n ¼ 1 to N do

10. draw s½n�t with probability / !½n�t
11. Add s½n�t to St
12. end for
13. return St
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Kidnapping point is defined as the time instance t when

the robot is kidnapped. We also define the criteria of

successful detection as follows.

1. The detection should occur only once, since we

consider single kidnapping event.

2. The time of detected kidnapping should be the same

as the real kidnapping.

These two criteria are used to test the accuracy of the

proposed method. Lastly, the recovery/relocalization pro-

cess is defined as a method to localize the robot after the

kidnapping event. We use recovery and relocalization

interchangeably in this article.

Map and measurement model

Landmark-based map is used in this article. In this work, all

landmarks have no feature distinguishing one from another,

similar to corridor-based map with walls surrounding the

robot, acting as the landmarks. That is, the robot can mea-

sure the distance and heading to the landmarks, without

having any knowledge of the landmark involved. If we

denote the range by r and bearing by f, the sensor reading

of the landmark at any time instance t can be defined as

f ðztÞ ¼ f f 1
t ; f

2
t ; . . .g ¼

r1
t

f1
t

 !
;

r2
t

f2
t

 !
; . . .

( )
(5)

With r min < rt � r max and fmin < ft � fmax

Assuming all sensor readings are independent of each

other, the probability of detecting particular features at any

time instance t can be expressed as

pð f ðztÞ j xt;mÞ ¼
Y

i

p ðri
t;f

i
t jxt;mÞ (6)

The measurements of the landmarks can then be mod-

eled by simple geometry as in equation (7)

ri
t

fi
t

� �
¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
ðmj;x � xÞ2 þ ðmj;y � yÞ2

q
atan2ðmj;x � x;mj;y � yÞ � �

0
@

1
Aþ "s2

r

"s2
f

 !

(7)

Here "s2
r

and "s2
f

denote the zero-mean Gaussian error

with variances s2
r and s2

f, respectively.

Review on existing methods

In this section, we will discuss two existing methods of

kidnapping detection. The first one is the entropy method.9

This approach utilizes the measure of information con-

tained in the particle set. This information measure is called

entropy and can be expressed as

HðtÞ ¼ �
XN

n¼1

!n
t log!n

t (8)

The kidnapping event detection is defined as

kidnappedt ¼
1

0

HðtÞ > p

Otherwise

( )
(9)

The second approach is included in Zhang et al.,5 which

uses maximum current weight as the trigger for kidnapping

event detection. This method can be written as

kidnappedt ¼
1

0

!max
t > g

Otherwise

( )
(10)

These two methods are derived from similar parameter,

which is the current set of particles. In the environment

such as corridor map or our landmark map, particles do

not have to be near the true pose of the robot to obtain

similar reading with robot’s sensor. Any particle can give

similar information about its surrounding, provided that

the landmarks’ positions are similar to the ones seen by

the robot.

This problem will in turn reduce the ability to accurately

detect the kidnapping event. One example of the problem is

depicted in Figure 1.

In this example, the robot is being equipped with a range

sensor of r max ¼ 7. At t ¼ 50, the robot is kidnapped to

ð�30; 30Þ, well beyond the maximum range of the sensor.

At this moment, the reading of robot’s sensor will be max-

imum, that is, r ¼ r max. The same reading could be

obtained by the best particle (red circle) since there are

no landmark within its range also. This causes the para-

meter !max
t to jump higher, thus nulling the kidnapping

detection as given in equation (10).

On the other hand, many particles are already converged

around the best particle, but some particles are converging

on different clusters. The difference in the weight between

these particle sets will then reduce the entropy, thus nulling

according to equation (9). In addition, kidnapping to such

an area where the robot could never read any landmark will

Figure 1. An example of kidnapping instance. The red straight
line describes the sensor reading of the best particle.
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keep the entropy high because the reading of the robot stays

the same while the reading of the particles does not change

much. This may give multiple kidnapping detection, while

in reality it happens only once.

Using particle set as the parameter for the detection is

too unpredictable, especially in featureless map. Therefore,

a novel detection strategy is needed.

Proposed method

In this article, we propose a new approach to detect kidnap-

ping event based on robot’s sensor reading. In this method,

we define a parameter

�min
t ¼ j argminðrtÞ � argminðrt�1Þj (11)

That is, the change in distance to the nearest landmark

detected between two consecutive time instances. The

detector for kidnapping event is then expressed as

kidnappedt ¼
1

0

�min
t > �

Otherwise

( )
(12)

Threshold � defines the furthest natural displacement of

the robot, that is, displacement to which the change can still

be considered as due to the natural movement of the robot.

The parameter we used in equation (11) can be depicted as

in Figure 2. In this example, the robot is moving from A to

B. In this case, the furthest possible distance the robot can

travel can be achieved when the robot is already aligned

with the landmark. From the figure, it can be seen that the

maximum possible distance the robot can travel naturally

can be defined as

� ¼ j�vt�1j � dt þ � (13)

dt is the discretized time step of the robot and � is a free

parameter called compensation factor to cover the possibil-

ity that the robot is moving further by the noise. The

higher the �, the more selective it is to detect kidnap-

ping; however, it will inevitably reduce the sensitivity.

Assuming constant velocity, equation (13) can be

reduced to

� ¼ j�vj � dt þ � (14)

An example of robot’s movement to achieve furthest

possible distance in between two consecutive time inter-

vals. Here the robot is aligned to the landmark C such that

there is no need to do rotational motion, thus maximizing

translational displacement.

Simulation results

A series of simulations are run to test the performance of

the proposed method compared to the other two. Each test

with a single time instance of kidnapping event is run using

15 � 15 landmark-based map with 10 randomly placed

landmarks. There are 100 time instances of kidnapping,

tk ¼ f1; 2; 3; . . . ; 200g. For each tk , the simulation with

100 time steps is run for 100 times.

The number of successful kidnapping detection is

then calculated for each tk and divided by 100 to obtain

the percentage of success rate. An example of the map

used and the desired trajectory of the robot is depicted

in Figure 3.

Because the MCW fails in detection without recovery,

other types of tests are devised. In these tests, the recovery

strategy is implemented at the time step right after the

kidnapping point ðt recovery ¼ tk þ 1Þ regardless of the suc-

cessfulness of the detection of either method. The recovery

strategy employed is the most basic one, which is the

Figure 2. An example of robot’s movement to achieve furthest
possible distance in between two consecutive time intervals. Here
the robot is aligned to the landmark C such that there is no need
to do rotational motion, thus maximizing translational
displacement.

Figure 3. One instance of the map and the desired trajectory of
the robot.
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particles’ reinitialization method. This recovery process is

executed by replacing current set of particles by the ran-

domly distributed particles drawn from uniform distribu-

tion over the pose space inside the map, the same as

particles’ initialization at the very beginning of localization

process. The normal trajectory of the robot without kidnap-

ping is as depicted in Figure 3. There are two tests to run,

the in-map kidnapping detection test and the out-of-map

kidnapping detection test.

Table 2 shows the experiment setup applied for all simu-

lations. All simulations are run on Windows® [version

Windows 10 Education] machine 64-bit with 4 GB RAM.

In-map kidnapping detection test

For the first test, the robot is kidnapped to a place in

the map that is within the cover of relocalization pro-

cess. It should be noted here that in this scenario no

exclusion problem occurs, that is, the robot can detect

all the landmarks in the map. The kidnapping event is

expressed as follows

xtk

ytk

�tk

2
64

3
75 ¼

�8

10

0:1p

2
64

3
75 (15)

The result of the simulation is depicted in Figure 4.

Out-of-map kidnapping detection test

This test is to see how the three methods handle the situa-

tions when the robot is kidnapped such that no landmark is

read (totally lost) and thus the relocalization fails. The

kidnapping event is defined as

xtk

ytk

�tk

2
64

3
75 ¼

�30

30

0:1p

2
64

3
75 (16)

The results of the test is depicted in Figure 5.

Conclusion and future works

A new method in detecting the kidnapping event in MCL is

proposed. Unlike other method, the proposed method uses

the sensor reading of the robot directly between two con-

secutive time frames to determine whether the displace-

ment of the robot is normal or not. A series of

simulations are run to test the accuracy of the method

across all kidnapping points. It shows that the proposed

method outperforms maximum current weight method and

entropy method during both in-map kidnapping scenario

where the robot may still read some landmark and a total

lost scenario where robot could not find any landmark

within the range.

The method only relies on the range-based sensor with-

out relying on any aspects of localization. Therefore, in

future we plan to investigate the ability of the proposed

method under different localization frameworks. Other

plan including the application on real robot with TurtleBot

as the platform, and investigation on the case of multiple

kidnapping problem.
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Table 2. The Monte Carlo localization (MCL) simulation setup.

Number of particles � g p

1000 1.01 0.0013 2.99

Figure 4. Detection accuracy for in-map kidnapping scenario.

Figure 5. Detection accuracy for out-of-map kidnapping
scenario.
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5. Zhang L, Zapata R, and Lépinay P, Self-adaptive Monte

Carlo localization for mobile robots using range finders.

Robotica 2012; 30: 229–244.

6. Duan Z, Cai Z, and Min H. Robust dead reckoning system for

mobile robots based on particle filter and raw range scan.

Sensors 2014; 14: 16532–16562.

7. Majdik A, Popa M, Tamas L, et al. New approach in solving the

kidnapped robot problem. In: 2010 41st international symposium

on robotics (ISR) and 2010 6th German conference on robotics

(ROBOTIK), Munich, Germany, 7–9 June 2010. Verband der

Elektrotechnik, Elektronik Und Informationstechnik (VDE).

8. Thrun S, Fox D, and Burgard W. Monte Carlo localization

with mixture proposal distribution. In: Proceedings of the

AAAI national conference on artificial intelligence, Atlanta,

Georgia, USA, 11–15 July 2000, pp. 859–865. AAAI digital

library, AAAI.org.

9. Yi C and Choi BU. Detection and recovery for kidnapped-

robot problem using measurement entropy. In: Kim TH, et al.

(eds), Grid and distributed computing, 2011, Berlin, Heidel-

berg: Springer, pp. 293–299.

10. Roumeliotis SI and Bekey GA. Bayesian estimation and

Kalman filtering: a unified framework for mobile robot loca-

lization. In: Proceedings of IEEE international conference on

robotics and automation (ICRA ‘00), vol. 3, San Francisco,

CA, 24–28 April 2000, pp. 2985–2992. IEEE. DOI: 10.1109/

ROBOT.2000.846481.

6 International Journal of Advanced Robotic Systems



<<
  /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 /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /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 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 /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 266
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 175
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 266
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 175
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 900
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 175
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50286
  /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 false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier (CGATS TR 001)
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU <>
  >>
  /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
    >>
    <<
      /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
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        9
        9
        9
        9
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /ClipComplexRegions true
        /ConvertStrokesToOutlines false
        /ConvertTextToOutlines false
        /GradientResolution 300
        /LineArtTextResolution 1200
        /PresetName ([High Resolution])
        /PresetSelector /HighResolution
        /RasterVectorBalance 1
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 9
      /MarksWeight 0.125000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
  /SyntheticBoldness 1.000000
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [288 288]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


