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Fuel-Optimal Cruising Strategy for Road Vehicles
With Step-Gear Mechanical Transmission
Shaobing Xu, Shengbo Eben Li, Member, IEEE, Xiaowu Zhang, Bo Cheng, and Huei Peng

Abstract—This paper studies the principles and mechanism of
a fuel-optimal strategy in cruising scenarios, i.e., the pulse and
glide (PnG) operation, for road vehicles equipped with a step-gear
transmission. In the PnG strategy, the control of the engine and
the transmission determines the fuel-saving performance, and it
is obtained by solving an optimal control problem (OCP). Due
to a discrete gear ratio, strong nonlinear engine fuel character-
istics, and different dynamics in the pulse/glide mode, the OCP
is a switching nonlinear mixed-integer problem. This challenging
problem is converted by a knotting technique and the Legendre
pseudospectral method to a nonlinear programming problem,
which then solves the optimal engine torque and transmission
gear position. The optimization results show the significant fuel
saving of the PnG operation as compared with the constant-speed
cruising strategy. The underlying fuel-saving mechanism of the
PnG strategy is explained graphically. For a real-time implementa-
tion, a near-optimal practical rule that enables a driver and/or an
automatic control system to fast select gear positions and engine
torque profile is proposed with only slightly deteriorated fuel
saving.

Index Terms—Eco-driving, cruising strategy, pulse and glide,
optimal control, pseudo-spectral method.

I. INTRODUCTION

IMPROVING fuel economy of road vehicles is gaining in-
terest, driven by the concerns on environmental protection,

energy security, and customer demand [1], [2]. Fuel saving
techniques such as hybrids, clean combustion, and lightweight
have been developed continuously [1]. However, the fuel econ-
omy of road vehicles not only depends on the characteristics of
the powertrain components, but also depends on how a vehicle
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is driven [1], [3]. It was shown that different driving operations
can lead to 10%–15% fuel consumption difference under iden-
tical conditions [1], [4]. Boriboonsomsin et al. (2011) showed
that the best fuel improvement can be 24% by providing qual-
itative advices to drivers, e.g., shift gear sooner and accelerate
softly, to change the driving behaviors [5]. Malikopoulos et al.
constructed an eco-driving optimization framework that achiev-
ed about 20% fuel savings, and then designed a real-time feed-
back system with visual instructions to alter driving behavior
[6]. Riener designed a subliminal persuasion method that ap-
plied tactile feedback by vibratable safety belt and car seat to in-
spire economical driving behavior, and observed about 8% fuel
consumption improvement in real-car tests [7]. A practical eco-
driving app aimed at improving driving efficiency by providing
operation recommendations was also presented in [8]. These
results indicate the fuel saving potential of economical driving,
which can be implemented by education, driver assistance
systems, and automated driving. Whatever the embodiment, a
firm understanding of the fuel saving strategy is required. For
education, the qualitative driving tips like “accelerate softly”
are acceptable, while for automatic control system, quantitative
strategies are needed.

Cruising, as the most common maneuver, consumes a sig-
nificant portion of the total energy consumption, e.g., 35% in
urban conditions [9], and higher in highway driving. A survey
showed that coach buses spend 65–78% of total driving time
cruising on the freeway in Beijing [10]. Therefore, fuel-saving
cruising techniques can have significant effect, 1% fuel saving
in cruising scenarios can reduce about 20 million barrels of
oil per year in the world [11]. The commonly used cruising
strategy is the constant speed (CS) operation, i.e., traveling at a
fixed speed, which is frequently adopted by drivers and cruising
control systems. However, due to the strong nonlinearity of en-
gine efficiency, CS is not always the fuel optimal strategy. Pulse
and Glide (PnG) type cruising strategy, also called accelerating
and coasting strategy, has been proven to achieve better fuel
economy by theoretical calculations and experiments, and the
fuel saving rate can be up to 20% [12], [13].

PnG strategy is a dynamic cruising strategy: drivers or con-
trol systems need to accelerate the vehicle from a low speed
to a higher speed first, called the pulse (or accelerating) phase,
and then coast to the lower speed, called the glide (or coasting)
phase [13], with the average speed equal to the expected veloc-
ity. Compared to CS, PnG requires periodical fluctuations on
vehicle speed and dynamic controls on engine and transmission.
Although this strategy has great potential to reduce fuel con-
sumption, not all accelerating operations can achieve the goal
of fuel saving [12]. The dynamic control inputs, i.e., engine
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output torque and gear position, should be carefully selected.
Improper control inputs, e.g., following the qualitative tips like
“accelerate softly”, may even cause more fuel consumption
than CS [13].

For vehicles with continuously variable transmission (CVT),
Li and Peng optimized the PnG strategy under an optimal
control framework [13], [15]. For the particular vehicle/engine
they studied, it was found that depending on the vehicle speed,
the best strategy can vary from PnG to CS [13], [14]. The speed-
dependent behavior arises from the nonlinear characteristics of
the internal combustion engine [13]. The fuel saved by such
periodic control can be as high as 20% [14]. Lee and Nelson
further validated the fuel saving potential of PnG through large
scale real car experiments [12].

For vehicles with step-gear transmission, the related optimal
control problem is more difficult because of the discrete gear
ratios. For the CVT-type vehicles, thanks to the continuous gear
ratio, the engine can be forced to operate on the best efficiency
line by continuously changing gear ratio, then the engine power
becomes the only control input and the switching problem is
approximated by a continuous problem [13]–[15]. However, if
the gear ratio is discrete, the optimal control problem cannot
be approximated as a continuous one, and the dynamics in the
accelerating mode and the coasting mode are completely dif-
ferent, thus the problem is a switching nonlinear mixed-integer
problem, which is challenging to solve [16], [17]. One of the
existing feasible approaches is to convert it into mixed-integer
programming, which then could be solved by methods such
as branch & bound and cutting planes [18], [19]. In addition,
the fuel saving mechanism of PnG strategy for vehicles with
discrete gears is unclear and should be carefully studied; since
the nonlinear optimization is often time consuming and not suit-
able for online implementation, a computationally inexpensive
control rule is also needed to real-time execute PnG strategy.

The contributions of this paper are to (1) obtain the fuel-
optimal cruising strategy (control of engine and transmission)
for road vehicles with step-gear transmission, (2) present the
underlying fuel saving mechanism of the optimal strategy,
and (3) for real-time implementation, propose a near-optimal
practical rule that enables driver and automatic control system
to fast determine gear positions and engine torque profile as
compared with the original nonlinear optimization solution.
The optimization of PnG-type strategy is converted into a
nonlinear optimal control problem (OCP) with discrete control
inputs and discontinuous switching between the accelerating
mode and the coasting mode. To handle the discontinuity, a
multi-phase knotting technology combining Legendre pseu-
dospectral discretization is adopted to convert the OCP into
a high-dimensional sparse nonlinear programming problem.
The fuel saving capacity, mechanism of the PnG strategy and
practical control rule are then presented.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section II for-
mulates the fuel-optimal cruising problem; Section III presents
the method of converting OCP into nonlinear programming
problem for numerical computations; Section IV shows the
optimization results; Section V explains the mechanism of the
PnG strategy; Section VI presents a practical control rule of
engine and transmission, and Section VII concludes this paper.

Fig. 1. Concept of the PnG strategy.

II. FUEL-OPTIMAL CRUISING PROBLEM

The PnG strategy is shown in Fig. 1. When the expected
cruising speed is ve, the vehicle first accelerates from a low
speed vmin to a higher speed vmax in the “accelerating phase”
and then coast down to vmin in the “coasting phase,” with the
average speed equal to the desired velocity ve. This strategy can
be used in situations with sparse traffic, e.g., driving on low-
density highways and suburban roads. Our goal is to determine
the optimal gear position and engine torque profile to minimize
the fuel consumption.

This problem naturally fits into the optimal control frame-
work with engine torque and gear position as the control
variables. The performance index, state space equations, and
constraints of this fuel-optimal control problem are described
in the following.

In the PnG strategy, the coasting rules significantly affect
the fuel saving performance, which are often ignored. Though
coasting with engine idling and transmission in neutral is often
selected by default [12], [13], here we study four types of
coasting strategies:

(a) PnG-N-O, coasting with transmission in neutral and en-
gine shut off;

(b) PnG-N-I, coasting with transmission in neutral and en-
gine idling;

(c) PnG-G-D, coasting with transmission in gear, and the
gears for accelerating and coasting can be different;

(d) PnG-G-S, coasting with transmission in gear and the
gears for accelerating and coasting are same, which can
avoid frequent gear shifting.

The models of these four PnG strategies are different but sim-
ilar, so we only present the model of PnG-G-S in details, and the
others are only introduced briefly. Since the speed fluctuations
of PnG is generally small, to avoid excessive complexity, we
assume that only a particular gear is used to accelerate and
to coast, i.e., gear shifting only happens at the beginning of
accelerating or coasting.

A. Performance Index to Assess Fuel Economy

The index “fuel consumption per 100 kilometers” is adopted
to measure the fuel economy of different cruising strategies,
defined as

J =

∫ tP
0 FP dt+

∫ tP+tG
tP

FGdt

sP + sG
(1)
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Fig. 2. Engine model.

where, tP , FP , and sP (tG, FG, and sG) denote the duration,
engine fuel injection rate, and terminal distance of the pulse
phase (glide phase), respectively.

In the pulse phase, the analytical function for the engine fuel
injection rate FP is derived from engine test data. It is fitted by
a 2-dimensional 4th-order polynomial:

FP (Te, we) =

4∑
i=0

i∑
j=0

kF ,1+j+
∑

i

0
n
T i−j
e wj

e (2)

where kF ,# are the fitting coefficients. The relationship FP =
be · Pe gives the engine brake specific fuel consumption (BSFC)
be, where Pe is the engine power. The BSFC is plotted in
Fig. 2. The maximum engine torque Tmax is fitted similarly by a
1-dimensional 4th-order polynomial:

Tmax(we) =

4∑
i=0

kmax,iw
i
e (3)

where kmax,i are the fitting coefficients. The fitting result of
Tmax is shown in Fig. 2 as the dashed line.

In reality, a steady-state engine map does not accurately
predict the fuel consumption of dynamic driving process. The
transient dynamics of engine can cause reduction in volumet-
ric efficiency and transient wall wetting, thus reducing actual
output torque compared to the statically calibrated engine test
data. A correction term related to the derivative of engine speed
is used [20]:

Ted = Te

(
1 − γd

dwe

dt

)
(4)

where, γd is the dynamic correction coefficient, and Ted repre-
sents the dynamic engine torque. In addition, one critical curve
related to the engine efficiency is introduced here, i.e., EL,
as shown in Fig. 2, represents the collection of most efficient
points under a given engine speed. The highest-efficiency point
of BSFC will be called the “sweet spot” in the following
sections, i.e., point S in Fig. 2.

In the glide phase of PnG-G-S, the vehicle coasts with the
transmission in gear. Due to the electronically controlled fuel
injection technology, the engine can automatically cut off fuel
supply when coasting with the accelerator pedal fully released
and engine speed higher than a threshold (1000 rpm here). This
function is called deceleration fuel cut off [21]. Assuming these
conditions are met, the fuel injection rate FG is zero, i.e.,

FG = 0. (5)

B. Vehicle Longitudinal Model for Control

The studied vehicle powertrain includes an engine, a clutch,
and an automated manual transmission (AMT) with discrete
gear ratios. Considering both simplicity and accuracy, three
assumptions are made: i) the high-order dynamics of rotating
parts in engine and transmission, as well as torsional deforma-
tion of entire driveline are not considered; ii) the gear shifting is
executed instantaneously, the disengagement and slip of clutch
are neglected; iii) the transmission efficiency under different
gear ratios and different power is assumed to be the same.

In the pulse phase, the engine drives the vehicle to accelerate
from an initial velocity v0,P to a higher terminal velocity vf,P .
The distance s, velocity v and acceleration a satisfy:

ṡ =v

v̇ =a. (6)

From the force balance equation, one gets:

i0ηT
rw

igTed = δigMv̇ + kav
2 + kf (7)

where, ig and i0 are the gear ratio of the transmission and final
gear, respectively; rw is the tire effective radius; ηT is the total
efficiency of the driveline; δig denotes the rotational inertial
coefficient; ka = 0.5CDρaAv , and kf = Mgf are related to
the aerodynamic drag force and rolling resistance, CD is the
aerodynamic drag coefficient, ρa is the air density, Av is the
frontal area of the vehicle, f is the rolling resistance coefficient,
M and g represent the vehicle mass and the gravity constant.

The relationship between the engine speed we (rpm) and
vehicle speed v is

we = kwvig, kw =
30
πrw

(8)

where kw is a simplified coefficient.
Considering the gear ratio is fixed in the pulse phase, Eq. (4)

is simplified to

Ted = Te(1 − γdkwigv̇). (9)

Substituting (7) and (9) into (6), we have the longitudinal
motion equation of the pulse phase expressed as:

ṡ = v

v̇ =
igi0ηTTe/rw − kav

2 − kf
δigM + i0ηTγdkwi2gTe/rw

. (10)
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TABLE I
KEY PARAMETERS OF THE VEHICLE DYNAMICS

In the glide phase, the vehicle coasts from an initial velocity
v0,G to a lower terminal velocity vf,G by dissipating the stored
kinetic energy. The coasting resistance consists of two parts, (i)
rolling resistance and aerodynamic drag force; (ii) the engine
drag torque arising from “frictional and air-pumping,” exists
when coasting with transmission in gear. So the equations for
coasting in gear are

ṡ = v

v̇ =
i0ig

δigMrw

Ter(we)

ηT
− kav

2 + kf
δigM

(11)

where Ter is the engine drag torque, which is shown in Fig. 2 as
the dash-dot line, fitted as

Ter(we) = α0 + α1

( we

6500

)
+ α2

( we

6500

)2

(12)

where α0, α1, and α2 are the fitting coefficients.

C. Constraints From the Cruising Operation

The constraints arise from the physical limits of powertrain
and the features of PnG. The first one involves the engine speed,
engine torque, and gear ratio, i.e.,

wemin ≤ we ≤ wemax

0 < Te ≤ Tmax(we)

ig ∈ {ig1, ig2, ig3, ig4, ig5}. (13)

The second one consists of two parts, (i) the average velocity v̄
constraint:

v̄ =
sP + sG
tP + tG

= ve. (14)

(ii) The initial velocity v0,P (terminal velocity vf,P ) of the pulse
phase is equal to the terminal velocity vf,G (initial velocity
v0,G) of glide phase, i.e.,

v0,P = vf,G = (1 − β)v̄

vf,P = v0,G = (1 + β)v̄ (15)

where β is a given coefficient of velocity fluctuation.
Besides the engine model introduced in Section II-A, the

other parameters are listed in Table I.

D. Optimal Control Problem

The resulting fuel optimal control problem of PnG-G-S is
stated as following:

min J =

∫ tP
0 FP dt+

∫ tP+tG
tP

FGdt

sP + sG

Subject to

ṡ = v

v̇ =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎨
⎪⎪⎪⎩

igi0ηTTe/rw − kav
2 − kf

δigM + i0ηTγdkwi2gTe/rw
In the pulse phase

i0ig
δigMrw

Ter

ηT
− kav

2 + kf
δigM

In the glide phase

Ter = α0 + α1

( we

6500

)
+ α2

( we

6500

)2

we = kwvig

v̄ = ve

v0,P = vf,G = (1 − β)v̄

vf,P = v0,G = (1 + β)v̄

wemin ≤ we ≤ wemax

0 < Te ≤ Tmax(we)

ig ∈ {ig1, ig2, ig3, ig4, ig5}. (16)

The states are the distance s and velocity v, denoted as x =
(s, v)T, and control inputs are the engine torque Te, engine drag
torque Ter and gear ratio ig. The models of PnG-N-O, PnG-N-I,
and PnG-G-D can be taken as a special case of the model of
PnG-G-S, i.e.,

(a) For the model of PnG-N-O, setting FG = 0 and Ter = 0.
(b) For the model of PnG-N-I, setting FG = FI and Ter = 0,

where FI is the idling fuel injection rate.
(c) Taking the gear ratios in the accelerating phase and the

coasting phase as independent variables results in the
model of PnG-G-D.

The aforementioned OCP (16) has two known modes/phases
(i.e., pulse first and then glide), discrete control input (i.e., the
gear ratio of transmission), and strong nonlinear engine fuel
characteristics, it is thus a switching nonlinear mixed-integer
problem. This paper will employ the multi-phase knotting
pseudospectral method to convert the non-smooth OCP into
a nonlinear programming (NLP) problem for more accurate
numerical computation.

III. OPTIMIZATION USING MULTI-PHASE

KNOTTING PSEUDOSPECTRAL METHOD

The multi-phase knotting pseudospectral method, an exten-
sion of the pseudospectral method (PM), is an effective tech-
nique to address non-smoothing OCP [22]. The pseudospectral
method is an effective global collocation method to convert
a smooth OCP into an NLP [23]–[26]. The fundamental is
to discretize the OCP at orthogonal collocation points, then
employ global rather than local interpolation polynomials to
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approximate states and control inputs, which ensures the high
accuracy, and thus convert OCP into associated NLP. Compared
to the conventional methods, e.g., shooting method, PM has
better accuracy and convergence speed [23]. There are three
classic types of PM in the literatures: Gauss, Radau, and
Legendre. Compared to the other two types, the Legendre
PM has better convergence for OCP with initial and terminal
state constraints and is better at handling boundary constraints
[25]. Therefore, we choose the Legendre PM to solve the
problem (16).

It should be noted that pseudospectral methods are not
able to directly handle non-smooth OCP because of the low
accuracy when using finite-order interpolation polynomials to
approximate infinite-order non-smooth curves. To overcome
the discontinuity of this fuel-optimal cruising problem, we
adopt the knotting technique to convert the non-smooth OCP
into two smooth sub-stages, corresponding to accelerating and
coasting phases. The speed and distance at the switching point
are constrained to be equal. The optimal solutions are then
obtained by the collaborative optimization of the two sub-
stages. To simplify the expression, we record the initial time as
T0, and record the terminal time tP of the pulse phase and the
terminal time (tP + tG) of the PnG as T1 and T2. The process
of converting the OCP is described below:

1) Conversion of Time Interval: Each time interval of the
two stages is transformed into a canonical interval [−1,1] by

τ =
2t− (Tq + Tq−1)

Tq − Tq−1
(17)

where q = 1, 2.
2) Collocation Points and Approximation: The Legendre

PM uses the Legendre-Gauss-Lobatto points, which are the
roots of the derivative of N th order Legendre polynomial,
together with two end points −1 and 1. Each phase can set
different number of collocation points, denoted as Nq + 1.
The points at the qth phase are denoted as τq,i, where i =
0, 1, . . . , Nq. The states s and v are discretized to be

Xq =

[
Sq,0 Sq,1 · · · Sq,Nq

Vq,0 Vq,1 · · · Vq,Nq

]
. (18)

The engine torque Te in the pulse phase is discretized to T1,i,
and the engine drag torque Ter in the glide phase is discretized
to T2,i, where i = 0, 1, . . . , Nq. Note that we only optimize
the discretized points Xq,i and Tq,i, the dynamic xq(τ) and
Te(τ) are obtained by Lagrange interpolation at the collocation
points, i.e.,

xq(τ) ≈
Nq∑
i=0

Lq,i(τ)Xq,i

Te(τ) ≈
N1∑
i=0

L1,i(τ)T1,i (19)

where Lq,i(τ) are the Lagrange basis polynomials.

3) Conversion of the State Space Equations: The differential
operation of states can be approximated by the differential
operation on the Lagrange basis polynomials, denoted as

ẋq(τq,k) =

Nq∑
i=0

L̇q,i(τq,k)Xq,i =

Nq∑
i=0

Dq
kiXq,i (20)

where, k = 0, 1, 2, . . . , Nq , and Dq is the differentiation matrix
with explicit expression [23].

Then Eq. (10) of the pulse phase is forced to satisfy a series
of equality constraints at the LGL collocation points,

N1∑
i=0

D1
kiS1,i =

T1 − T0

2
V1,k

N1∑
i=0

D1
kiV1,i =

T1 − T0

2

igi0ηTT1,k/rw − kaV
2
1,k − kf

δigM + i0ηTγdkwi2gT1,k/rw
. (21)

Eq. (11) of the glide phase is converted in the same way, i.e.,

N2∑
i=0

D2
kiS2,i =

T2 − T1

2
V2,k

N2∑
i=0

D2
kiV2,i =

T2 − T1

2

(
i0ig

δigMrw

T2,k

ηT
−

kaV
2
2,k + kf

δigM

)
.

(22)

4) Conversion of the Cost Function: The integration part of
the cost function is calculated by Gaussian-Lobatto quadrature.
The performance index in the whole PnG is computed as:

J=
(T1−T0)

∑N1

i=0 w1,iFP+(T2−T1)
∑N2

i=0 w2,iFG

2S2,N2

(23)

where w1,i and w2,i are the weight coefficients for the
Gaussian-Lobatto quadrature, defined as [23]

wq,i =

1∫
−1

Lq,i(τ)dτ =
2

Nq(Nq + 1)P 2
Nq

(τq,i)
. (24)

5) Connection Constraints: The velocity and distance are
continuous between the two phases, therefore connection con-
straints are added, i.e.,

S1,N1
− S2,0 = 0

V1,N1
− V2,0 = 0. (25)

After the above steps, the OCP is converted into a nonlinear
programming problem (NLP), described as following:

min J =
(T1 − T0)

∑N1

i=0 w1,iFP +(T2 − T1)
∑N2

i=0 w2,iFG

2S2,N2

.
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Subject to

Nq∑
i=0

Dq
kiSq,i =

Tq − Tq−1

2
Vq,k

N1∑
i=0

D1
kiV1,i =

T1 − T0

2

igi0ηTT1,k/rw − kaV
2
1,k − kf

δigM + i0ηTγdkwi2gT1,k/rw

N2∑
i=0

D2
kiV2,i =

T2 − T1

2

(
i0ig

δigMrw

T2,k

ηT
−

kaV
2
2,k + kf

δigM

)

T2,k = α0 + α1

(
W2,k

6500

)
+ α2

(
W2,k

6500

)2

0 = Wq,k − kwVq,kigq

0 =
S2,N2

T2
− ve

0 = S1,N1
− S2,0

V1,N1
= V2,0 = (1 + β)ve

V1,0 = V2,N2
= (1 − β)ve

wemin ≤ Wq,k ≤ wemax

0 < Tq,k ≤ Tmax(Wq,i)

ig ∈ {ig1, ig2, ig3, ig4, ig5}. (26)

where, Wq,i is the discretized engine speed; k, i=0, 1, . . . , Nq;
q = 1, 2. In essence, this NLP is a high-dimensional sparse
constrained problem. The variables to be optimized include
traveling distance Sq,k, vehicle speed Vq,k, engine torque Tq,k,
gear ratio ig, and time T1, T2. These variables are continuous
except the discrete gear ratio ig. Here the enumeration strategy
is adopted to convert the discrete problem into a set of continu-
ous sub-problems, and the NLP is then solved by the sequential
quadratic programming algorithm [27].

IV. OPTIMIZATION RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

In this section, we focus on the optimization results and the
fuel saving capacity of the four different PnG strategies.

A. Optimization Results

We first study a typical driving scenario, i.e., cruising at an
average velocity of 70 km/h with 10% velocity fluctuation. The
number of collocation points is set to 15 in the pulse phase, and
8 in the glide phase.

For the PnG-G-S strategy, the optimization results show that
the optimal performance index is 7.67 L/100 km when gear IV
is used, and the optimal velocity and engine operating points
(engine speed and torque) are shown in Fig. 3. If using gear II
and III, the performance indexes are 13.63 and 8.57 L/100 km,
respectively, and the results are also shown in Fig. 3.

In Fig. 3(a), the vehicle first accelerates from 63 km/h to
77 km/h and then coasts down to 63 km/h. Note that the velocity
profiles are nearly straight lines because of the small veloc-
ity fluctuation and minor change in engine torque, as shown
in Fig. 3(c).

Fig. 3. Optimization results of PnG-G-S using gear II, III, and IV.
(a) Velocity profiles; (b) cumulative fuel consumption (c) engine operating
points of both the pulse-phase and the glide-phase (where P# and G# mean
pulse and glide with gear #).

Fig. 3(b) shows the cumulative fuel consumption of using
different gears. The fuel consumption increases rapidly in the
pulse phase, and keeps constant in the glide phase due to the de-
celeration fuel cut off. The slope of the line between the origin
and the endpoint is equal to the performance index J , i.e.,
13.63, 8.57, and 7.67 L/100 km when using gear II, III, and IV,
respectively. The J of CS strategy is 8.83 L/100 km. It is clear
that using gear III and IV is more economical than the CS
strategy; using gear IV is the best while using gear II is the
worst on fuel economy, which can be explained by Fig. 3(c).

Fig. 3(c) shows the distribution of the engine operating
points. Using gear II leads to the lowest engine efficiency and
highest drag torque, so the fuel economy is the worst. On the
other hand, using gear III can have better engine efficiency but
higher drag torque than using gear IV, which results in similar
fuel economy.
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The other three PnG strategies, i.e., PnG-N-O, PnG-N-I,
PnG-G-D, are also optimized in this example by the proposed
method. The optimal cumulative fuel, vehicle speed, accelera-
tion, and gear position of the four PnG strategies are shown in
Fig. 4. We can see that

(1) As shown in Fig. 4(a), the order of fuel economy is PnG-
N-O > PnG-N-I > PnG-G-D > PnG-G-S > CS. Their
optimal performance indexes are 5.95, 6.70, 7.08, 7.67,
and 8.83 L/100 km, respectively. Namely, the fuel-saving
rates of PnGs are 32.6%, 24.1%, 19.8%, 13.1% compared
to CS, respectively. In the coasting phase, the cumulative
fuel of PnG-N-I increases slowly due to the engine idling
fuel injection, and the others keep constant because of the
shutdown of engine or the function of deceleration fuel
cut off.

(2) As mentioned before, the optimal gear of PnG-G-S is
gear IV, which is a compromise between the engine ef-
ficiency and engine drag torque. While for the other three
strategies, the velocity and acceleration trajectories in the
accelerating phases are similar, as shown in Fig. 3(b) and
(d), and the optimal gear positions are III, which operates
the engine more efficiently.

(3) Fig. 4(d) shows that the first three PnG strategies need
to periodically switch the gear position. Compared to
them, the PnG-G-S has an advantage, i.e., never shift in
the entire PnG process, although the fuel saving is the
lowest.

B. Fuel Saving Capacity of the Four PnG Strategies

To analyze the fuel saving of the different PnG strategies, we
repeatedly optimize the four PnGs at different average velocity
v̄ in the range of [30,140] km/h. The fuel consumption of PnG-
G-S and the fuel saving rate ηF of the four PnGs are shown in
Fig. 5. The ηF is defined as

ηF =
JCS − JPnG

JCS
× 100% (27)

where JPnG and JCS are the performance index of PnG and CS,
respectively.

As an example, Fig. 5(a) shows the fuel consumption
(L/100 km) of PnG-G-S and CS at different average cruising
speed using different gears. In Fig. 5(a), the red envelope of
PIII, PIV, and PV stands for the optimal fuel consumption of
PnG-G-S. PnG-G-S has better fuel economy than CS in the
speed range [30, 120] km/h. The fuel saving rate of the four
strategies compared to CS are shown in Fig. 5(b), as well as the
optimal gears used in the pulse phase.

In Fig. 5(b), we can see that PnG strategies can only save
fuel in the range of [30, 120] km/h for the studied vehicle.
The highest fuel saving rate is 45% at 46 km/h. Note that the
fuel saving capacity is the theoretical optimal results, which
ignores the negative impact of frequent engine start-stop and
gear shifting.

We emphasize that higher fuel saving capacity is not the
only factor to be considered for implementation. The pros
and cons of the four different PnG strategies are summarized
in Table II.

Fig. 4. Optimization results of the four PnG strategies (v̄ is 70 km/h). (a)
Cumulative fuel consumption; (b) optimal velocity trajectory; (c) optimal
acceleration trajectory; (d) optimal gear position.

V. MECHANISM OF THE PULSE-AND-GLIDE OPERATION

In this section, we focus on the following questions:

(Q1) Why can the PnG operation save fuel compared to CS;
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Fig. 5. Optimal fuel saving capacity of the four PnG strategies. (a) Fuel
consumption of PnG-G-S at different v̄ (PX: PnG with gear X, CX: CS with
gear X); (b) Optimal fuel saving rates.

TABLE II
PROS AND CONS OF THE FOUR PNG STRATEGIES

(Q2) Why is the fuel saving capacity in the order of PnG-N-
O > PnG-N-I > PnG-G-D > PnG-G-S for the studied
vehicle;

(Q3) What is the relationship between gear selection and fuel
saving.

For Q1, due to the performance consideration such as maxi-
mum grade and maximum speed, vehicles are always equipped
with an engine whose maximum power is much higher than
the power needed for cruising. For the studied engine, the
maximum power is greater than 100 kW and the power at the
sweet spot is 52 kW, while the required cruising power is only
10.3 kW at 60 km/h. So the engine always operates at inefficient
area using the CS strategy, as shown in Fig. 6. The point A
indicates cruising at 60 km/h by CS, the engine efficiency is
only 21%. The low efficiency directly leads to the low fuel
economy of CS.

Fig. 6. Comparison between the CS strategy and the PnG-N-I strategy.
(a) Distribution of the engine operating points for cruising speed between [30,
120] km/h; (b) improvement of engine efficiency using PnG strategy.

The PnG operation can increase the engine efficiency signif-
icantly. In the pulse phase, PnG usually uses a lower gear than
CS to ensure the engine speed in the interval of [2000, 4000]
rpm and keeps the engine operating efficiently (e.g., at pointB).
The distribution of engine operating points of PnG-N-I is shown
in Fig. 6(a). When cruising at 60 km/h, the PnG strategy can
increase the engine efficiency from 21% (point A) to 33% (point
B), as shown in Fig. 6(b). Although the engine output power
and fuel injection rate are quite high in the pulse phase, the
engine can efficiently convert the chemical energy into the me-
chanical energy, which is stored in the form of kinetic energy,
and then dissipated in the glide phase. Overall, in the PnG
strategy the engine is “operating efficiently but intermittently,”
which leads to better fuel economy than “operating steadily but
less-efficiently” in the CS strategy. However, the engine drag
torque, idling fuel, and dynamic torque loss will make the fuel
saving rate lower than the ideal.

Fig. 7 is designed as the key figure to understand the fuel
saving mechanisms and to answer the three questions. The
positive vertical axis represents the fuel injection rate and the
negative vertical axis represents the average cruising velocity.
The horizontal axis represents the drive power (positive) and
drag power (negative). We made the following simplification:

(a) Since the optimal engine operating points are near the line
EL in the pulse phase, as shown in Fig. 6(a), the engine is
approximated to always operate on line EL;

(b) At a certain average speed, the engine torque trajectory is
concentrated to a single point, e.g., at point PIII (in Fig. 7)
to accelerate the vehicle.
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Fig. 7. Mechanism of PnG type cruising strategy.

As an example, when cruising at 60 km/h, the average
demanded power, shown as point PA, is decided by the double
dot dash in the fourth quadrant. If the CS strategy is used, the
engine keeps operating at point C using gear V. If using the
PnG strategy:

• In the pulse phase, since the engine operates on EL,
the engine output power using each of the five gears is
determined by the five dotted lines in the fourth quadrant.
So the engine operates at point PIII if using gear III, or at
point PIV if using gear IV.

• In the glide phase, when coasting with transmission in
neutral and engine shutting down/idling, the engine op-
erates on points O/I , resulting PnG-N-O/PnG-N-I; when
coasting with transmission in gear, the engine drag power
is determined by the five lines in the third quadrant. If the
gears for coasting and accelerating are the same, we get
PnG-G-S; otherwise we get PnG-G-D.

• Since the average demanded power of CS and PnG strate-
gies are the same, the points QNO, QNI, QGD, and QGS

are the average points of PnG-N-O, PnG-N-I, PnG-G-D,
and PnG-G-S strategies, respectively. The line CPA

stands for the fuel consumption of CS, Q#PA stands for
the fuel consumption of PnGs, and CQ# indicates the
saved fuel.

Due to the strong nonlinearity of the engine, the fuel injection
rate of CS appears like a “discontinuous concave function” as

shown in Fig. 7. In PnGs, the engine operates between the high-
efficiency area (near point S) and the point I (or O,G), then
the average fuel rates are much lower than that of CS. This is
another way to show the mechanism of fuel saving for PnG
strategies.

For Q2, since the point O is always lower than point I , the
pointQNO is always lower than QNI. Namely, PnG-N-O always
has better fuel economy than PnG-N-I. Since a higher gear
(GV) always leads to a lower drag torque, PnG-G-D always
has better fuel economy than PnG-G-S. However, we cannot
tell PnG-N-I or PnG-G-D is better because the answer depends
on the relative position of points I and GV. For the studied
vehicle, point I (idling fuel) has lower negative effect than point
GV (engine drag torque), so PnG-N-I has better fuel economy.
Here OS is the fuel rate limit of PnG strategies because no point
can exist below this line.

For Q3, we can qualitatively conclude from Fig. 7:

(a) The optimal gear not only depends on the engine ef-
ficiency, but also depends on the engine states in the
coasting phase (points O, I , and G).

(b) For PnG-G-S, the optimal gear is the result of compro-
mising between the engine efficiency and drag torque.

(c) For the other PnGs, in the pulse phase, the optimal gear is
the one leading to maximum engine efficiency. In the glide
phase, PnG-N-O and PnG-N-I always use the neutral gear,
and PnG-G-D always select the highest admissible gear to
minimize engine drag.
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Fig. 8. Reduction of fuel saving rate when taking the simplification on engine
operation.

VI. IMPLEMENTABLE STRATEGY

The optimal control solution can be approximated by simple
rules while making it easier for real-time implementation.

In Fig. 6(a), we see that the optimal engine operating points
are near the line EL in the pulse phase. Therefore, here we
simplify the control strategy of engine for all of the four PnG
strategies as “always keep the engine operating on the efficient
line EL.” Under this simplification, the difference of fuel sav-
ing rate between the simplified strategy and the optimum (in
Fig. 5(b)) is shown in Fig. 8, where the fuel saving rates of the
four PnGs decrease less than one percentage point.

The optimal gear positions for the four PnGs obtained by the
massive optimization results are shown in Fig. 9(b). We sim-
plify the control strategy of transmission based on Fig. 7, i.e.,
“always select the gear that enables highest engine efficiency.”
Namely, we should keep the engine operating on the line EL,
and then select the gear to maximize the engine efficiency. The
optimal gear is defined as

i∗g = argmax
ig

{ηe(we, Te)|we=kwv̄ig, (we, Te) ∈ EL} (28)

where ηe(we, Te) is the engine efficiency.
For the studied vehicle, if keeping the engine on line EL, the

engine efficiency of using different gears is shown in Fig. 9(a).
The intersections are the simplified gear switching points. The
resulting gear selecting map is shown in Fig. 9(b). Taking the
simplification on engine and transmission, the decline of fuel
saving rate is shown in Fig. 9(c). We can see that the fuel
saving rate decrease less than 4 percentage points for PnG-N-O,
PnG-N-I, and PnG-G-D. However, this simplification is not
applicable for PnG-G-S, whose optimal gear is highly related
to the engine drag.

These practical rules mean that for a new vehicle, if we know
the efficient line EL (its speeds, torque, and fuel rate) of the
engine and the gear ratios of the transmission, we can quickly
and easily design a near-optimal control rule for PnG operations
without sacrificing fuel saving too much.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we quantitatively studied the PnG-type cruising
strategy for road vehicles with a step-gear transmission. The
major findings include the following:

Fig. 9. Practical control rule of transmission gear position and its perfor-
mance. (a) The engine efficiency on the line EL using the five gears; (b) the
optimal gear for both the pulse and glide phases; (c) the reduction in fuel saving
rate of the simplified control strategy.

(1) For vehicles with discrete gear ratios, the accurate con-
trol on engine and transmission for PnG strategy can
be obtained by a discontinuous nonlinear mixed-integer
OCP. The proposed multi-phase knotting technique and
Legendre pseudospectral discretization converts the prob-
lem into a nonlinear programming problem for numerical
calculations.

(2) The PnG strategies achieve better fuel economy than CS
strategy when average cruising speed ∈ [30 120] km/h for
the studied vehicle, and the fuel saving capacities of the
four PnGs with different coasting operations are ordered
by PnG-N-O > PnG-N-I > PnG-G-D > PnG-G-S. As the
speed increases, the fuel saving rate gradually reduces.
The pros and cons of the four PnGs are summarized in
Table II.

(3) The efficiency of an internal combustion engine is
pretty low at light load, while cruising at medium speed
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often falls into this low-efficiency area. In PnG, the
engine intermittently operates at the high-efficiency area
with a high power output, which avoids the inefficient
operation.

(4) To be practical, the engine can approximately operate on
the economical line EL in the pulse phase, and the optimal
gear can be selected as the one that maximizes the engine
efficiency for PnGs besides PnG-G-S.

The PnG-type cruising strategy needs to accurately and pe-
riodically control the engine and transmission, which makes it
difficult to execute by ordinary drivers. However, it is possible
to apply PnG-type strategy in the future, e.g., on adaptive
cruise control system. We should emphasize that PnG operation
may impact the powertrain lifespan, safety, and ride comfort.
To avoid such fluctuation on vehicle speed, using a battery,
flywheel, or super capacitor to absorb and dissipate the kinetic
energy maybe better alternatives.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The first two authors, S. Xu and S. Eben Li, have contributed
equally to this work.

REFERENCES

[1] J. N. Barkenbus, “Eco-driving: An overlooked climate change initiative,”
Energy Policy, vol. 38, no. 2, pp. 762–769, Feb. 2010.

[2] E. W. Martin and S. A. Shaheen, “Greenhouse gas emission impacts of
carsharing in North America,” IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst., vol. 12,
no. 4, pp. 1074–1086, Dec. 2011.

[3] M. Barth and K. Boriboonsomsin, “Energy and emissions impacts of a
freeway-based dynamic eco-driving system,” Transp. Res. Part D, Transp.
Environ., vol. 14, no. 6, pp. 400–410, Aug. 2009.

[4] E. Ericsson, “Independent driving pattern factors and their influence on
fuel-use and exhaust emission factors,” Transp. Res. Part D, Transp.
Environ., vol. 6, no. 5, pp. 325–345, Sep. 2001.

[5] K. Boriboonsomsin, M. Barth, and A. Vu, “Evaluation of driving be-
havior and attitude towards eco-driving: A Southern California limited
case study,” presented at the 90th Annual Meeting of the Transportation
Research Board, Washington, DC, USA, 2011.

[6] A. A. Malikopoulos and J. P. Aguilar, “An optimization framework for
driver feedback systems,” IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst., vol. 14, no. 2,
pp. 955–964, Jun. 2013.

[7] A. Riener, “Subliminal persuasion and its potential for driver behavior
adaptation,” IEEE Trans. Intell. Transp. Syst., vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 71–80,
Mar. 2012.

[8] A. Riener and J. Reder, “Collective data sharing to improve on driving
efficiency and safety,” in Proc. 6th Int. Conf. Autom. User Interfaces
Interactive Veh. Appl., 2014, pp. 1–6.

[9] H. Y. Tong, W. T. Hung, and C. S. Cheung, “On-road motor vehicle
emissions and fuel consumption in urban driving conditions,” J. Air Waste
Manage. Assoc., vol. 50, no. 4, pp. 543–554, Apr. 2000.

[10] M. Fu et al., “NOx emissions from Euro IV busses with SCR systems
associated with urban, suburban and freeway driving patterns,” Sci. Total
Environ., vol. 452, pp. 222–226, May 2013.

[11] A. E. Atabani, I. A. Badruddin, S. Mekhilef, and A. S. Silitonga,
“A review on global fuel economy standards, labels and technologies in
the transportation sector,” Renew. Sustain. Energy Rev., vol. 15, no. 9,
pp. 4586–4610, Dec. 2011.

[12] J. Lee, D. J. Nelson, and H. Lohse-Busch, “Vehicle inertia impact on fuel
consumption of conventional and hybrid electric vehicles using accelera-
tion and coast driving strategy,” SAE, Warrendale, PA, USA, SAE Techn.
Paper, No. 2009-01-1322, 2009.

[13] S. E. Li and H. Peng, “Strategies to minimize the fuel consumption of
passenger cars during car-following scenarios,” Proc. IEEE Inst. Mech.
Eng., Part D, J. Automobile Eng., vol. 226, no. 3, pp. 419–429, 2012.

[14] S. E. Li et al., “Minimum fuel control strategy in automated car-following
scenarios,” IEEE Trans. Veh. Technol., vol. 61, no. 3, pp. 998–1007,
Mar. 2012.

[15] S. E. Li, S. Xu, G. Li, and B. Cheng, “Periodic cruising control of pas-
senger cars for optimized fuel consumption,” in Proc. IEEE Intell. Veh.
Symp., Dearborn, MI, USA, Jun. 8–11, 2014, pp. 1097–1102.

[16] C. G. Cassandras, D. L. Pepyne, and Y. Wardi, “Optimal control of a
class of hybrid systems,” IEEE Trans. Autom. Control, vol. 46, no. 3,
pp. 398–415, Mar. 2001.

[17] M. S. Branicky, V. S. Borkar, and S. K. Mitter, “A unified framework for
hybrid control: Model and optimal control theory,” IEEE Trans. Autom.
Control, vol. 43, no. 1, pp. 31–45, Jan. 1998.

[18] M. Gerdts, “Solving mixed-integer optimal control problems by branch &
bound: A case study from automobile test-driving with gear shift,” Opt.
Control Appl. Methods, vol. 26, no. 1, pp. 1–18, 2005.

[19] S. Sager, “Numerical methods for mixed-integer optimal control
problems,” Ph.D. dissertation, University Interdisciplinary Center Sci.
Comput., Heidelberg, Germany, 2005.

[20] M. Hu, “Study on energy management strategy for mild hybrid electrical
vehicle with CVT,” Ph.D. dissertation, Dept. Mech. Eng. Chongqing
Univ., Chongqing, China, 2007.

[21] R. W. Knoebel, K. Kar, and R. Goode, “Deceleration Fuel Cutoff Con-
trol Systems and Methods,” U.S. Patent Appl. 13/358,810[P], Jan. 26,
2012.

[22] I. M. Ross and F. Fahroo, “Pseudospectral knotting methods for solving
non-smooth optimal control problems,” J. Guid., Control, Dyn., vol. 27,
no. 3, pp. 397–405, May/Jun. 2004.

[23] G. Elnagar, M. A. Kazemi, and M. Razzaghi, “The pseudospectral
Legendre method for discretizing optimal control problems,” IEEE Trans.
Autom. Control, vol. 40, no. 10, pp. 1793–1796, Oct. 1995.

[24] S. Xu, S. E. Li, K. Deng, S. Li, and B. Cheng, “A unified pseu-
dospectral computational framework for optimal control of road vehi-
cles,” IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron., vol. 20, no. 4, pp. 1499–1510,
Aug. 2015.

[25] I. M. Ross and M. Karpenko, “A review of pseudospectral optimal control:
From theory to flight,” Annu. Rev. Control, vol. 36, no. 2, pp. 182–197,
Dec. 2012.

[26] D. Garg et al., “A unified framework for the numerical solution of optimal
control problems using pseudospectral methods,” Automatica, vol. 46,
no. 11, pp. 1843–1851, Nov. 2010.

[27] P. E. Gill, W. Murray, and M. A. Saunders, “SNOPT: An SQP algo-
rithm for large-scale constrained optimization,” SIAM rev., vol. 47, no. 1,
pp. 99–131, 2005.

Shaobing Xu received the B.S. degree in automo-
tive engineering from China Agricultural University,
Beijing, China, in 2011. He is currently working
toward the Ph.D. degree in automotive engineering
with State Key Laboratory of Automotive Safety
and Energy, Department of Automotive Engineering,
School of Mechanical Engineering, Tsinghua Uni-
versity, Beijing, China.

His research interests include optimal control the-
ory and vehicle dynamics control. Mr. Xu was a
recipient of the National Scholarship, the President

Scholarship, the First Prize of the Chinese 4th Mechanical Design Contest, and
the First Prize of the 19th Advanced Mathematical Contest.

Shengbo Eben Li (M’11) received the M.S. and
Ph.D. degrees in automotive engineering from
Tsinghua University, Beijing, China, in 2006 and
2009, respectively.

In 2007, he was a Visiting Researcher with
Stanford University, Stanford, CA, USA, and from
2009 to 2011, he was a Postdoctoral Research Fellow
with University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, USA.
He is currently an Associate Professor with State
Key Laboratory of Automotive Safety and Energy,
Department of Automotive Engineering, School of

Mechanical Engineering, Tsinghua University. His active research interests
include autonomous vehicle control, optimal and predictive control, driver as-
sistance systems, and lithium ion battery management. Dr. Li was the recipient
of the Award for Science and Technology of China ITS Association in 2012, the
Award for Technological Invention in the Ministry of Education in 2012, the
National Award for Technological Invention in China in 2013, and the Honored
Funding for Beijing Excellent Youth Researcher in 2013.



XU et al.: FUEL-OPTIMAL CRUISING STRATEGY FOR VEHICLES WITH STEP-GEAR MECHANICAL TRANSMISSION 3507

Xiaowu Zhang received the B.S. degree in mechan-
ical engineering from Beihang University, Beijing,
China, in 2010 and the M.S. degree in mechanical en-
gineering from University of Michigan, Ann Arbor,
MI, USA, in 2012. He is currently working toward
the Ph.D. degree in mechanical engineering with the
Department of Mechanical Engineering, College of
Engineering, University of Michigan.

His research interests include optimal control,
sizing and design of clean energy systems, and con-
figuration design and control of split hybrid vehicles.

Bo Cheng received the B.S. and M.S. degrees in
automotive engineering from Tsinghua University,
Beijing, China, in 1985 and 1988, respectively, and
the Ph.D. degree in mechanical engineering from
Tokyo University, Tokyo, Japan, in 1998.

He is a Professor with Tsinghua University, where
he is also the Dean of the Suzhou Automotive Re-
search Institute. His active research interests include
autonomous vehicles, driver assistance systems, ac-
tive safety, vehicular ergonomics, etc. Dr. Cheng
works as the Chair of the Academic Board of SAE

Beijing, as a member of the Council of the Chinese Ergonomics Society, and as
a Committee Member of the National 863 Plan.

Huei Peng received the Ph.D. degree in mechan-
ical engineering from the University of California
Berkeley, Berkeley, CA, USA, in 1992.

He is currently a Professor with the Department
of Mechanical Engineering, College of Engineering,
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI, USA. He is
also a Changjiang Scholar with State Key Laboratory
of Automotive Safety and Energy, Department of
Automotive Engineering, School of Mechanical En-
gineering, Tsinghua University, Beijing, China. His
research focuses include the design and control of

electrified vehicles, and connected/automated vehicles. His research interests
include adaptive control and optimal control, with emphasis on their appli-
cations to vehicular and transportation systems. Dr. Peng is a fellow of SAE
and ASME.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles false
  /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 true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /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 false
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues false
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo true
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Remove
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /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 true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /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 true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /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 (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


