Chapter 1
Why Prioritization, Why Ranking

1.1 Motivating Issues and Situations

Let us begin with examples.

1.1.1 Chemicals

Chemicals can be as harmful to humans and the environment as they are useful.
Therefore, it appears rather clear that only those chemicals should be used in the
market that do not have an adverse impact on humans and the environment. The list
of chemicals in the market of the European Union between 1971 and 1981 (EINECS
list, http://chemicalwatch.com/927) contains 1,00,000 chemicals and almost 1,000
chemicals newly enter the market yearly, see, e.g., Bruggemann and Drescher-
Kaden (2003), van Leeuwen et al. (1996), and Ahlers (1999). How do we find out
whether they are hazardous? There are many time-consuming and expensive inves-
tigations necessary to perform a risk assessment. Hence the question is: With which
chemicals to begin at first? Thus ranking is needed to give the more involved inves-
tigations a reasonable operating sequence (Newman, 1995). Once accepted that a
ranking is needed, we discover that there is no intrinsic property of a chemical
which tells us that it is hazardous. Still worse, one needs to know the hazard of
chemicals in different scenarios. Hence, several aspects of a chemical need to be
simultaneously considered. And thus the final and central question arises: How to
rank chemicals characterized by several attributes?
Examples related to chemicals are given in Chapter 11.

1.1.2 Child Well-Being

In a report of UNICEEF, a ranking of 21 rich nations was performed with respect to
child well-being. For this purpose, 40 attributes were identified characterizing each
country. From these 40 attributes, 6 were constructed by which the countries were
ranked. It is clear that each of these six rankings need not be the same. Therefore, a
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composite indicator was defined, giving each of the six indicators the same weight.
How far is this justified? What influence does this kind of aggregation have on the
final result? Italy, for example, could get a better position if the indicator “family”
would get more weight on the index. How can we analyze the role of weights? We
discuss this in more detail in Chapter 12.

1.1.3 Regional Pollution

Geographical sites can be ranked with respect to their pollution. The natural ques-
tion is then: What constitutes pollution, and how to measure it? For example, the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in Baden-Wuerttemberg, Germany, per-
formed over years a careful monitoring study and included many possible targets,
like herb layer and tree leaves. One may think of highly polluted regions as “high
spots or hot spots.” How to find them becomes an issue if there is a joint pollution
by several chemical elements (see Chapter 11).

1.1.4 Integrity of Watersheds

Scientists of the Atlantic Slope Consortium (ASC) developed three levels of indica-
tors to describe the health of watersheds. The indicators of the three levels increase
in quality and accuracy of the data as well as the amount of cost and efforts needed
to obtain the data. An important question is about how well level one or level two
indicators perform compared with level three indicators. Partial order may help with
this question (Chapter 14).

1.1.5 Surface Water Management Strategies

High concentration of nutrients such as phosphorus or nitrogen in surface waters
is of much concern for environmental protection agencies. What could be done to
improve the situation? Clearly one has to study the release paths by which nutri-
ents enter the surface waters. Then one has to develop strategies to control these
and limit the emissions into surface waters. How well do such strategies work? In
Chapter 11, we analyze 15 management strategies developed to reduce the con-
centration of nitrogen in the surface waters of the river Elbe basin. Each strategy
is characterized by eight indicators according to the path through which nitrogen
enters the surface water. Is there a best strategy? Can we compare, for example,
rural and technical strategies? Unfortunately they turn out to be incomparable when
partial order is applied. However, we use tools to facilitate the comparison without
having to develop weights for all the eight indicators.
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1.2 Composite Indicators

Composite indicators are applied and constructed everywhere. Saltelli et al. (2008)
characterize the issue of composite indicators as follows: “Composite indicators
tend to sit between advocacy (when they are used to draw attention to an issue) and
analysis (when they are used to capture complex multidimensional phenomena).”
The construction of composite indicators (OECD, 2008) can be described in the
following six steps:

(1) Aim: What is to be indicated?

(2) Do we have a measure for that aim? If not already measurable, one mostly needs
a set of several scalar indicators as proxies to describe the aim. Depending on
the inherent complexity of the aim and the information available, the set of
indicators may be pretty large or small.

(3) How to select these indicators which can serve as a basis for construction of the
composite indicator?

(4) If the initial set of indicators is large, then it is convenient as an interim step
to aggregate them as per commonalities. These interim aggregations are called
pillars, from which the composite indicator is built. How do we construct the
pillars? How far do we accept contextual overlapping, i.e., that one indicator
describes partially the same aspects as another? Beyond this, orientation aspects
are assessed.

(5) How to obtain the composite indicator from the pillars? If conceptual sim-
plicity prevails at this stage, one may combine the values of the pillars by a
weighted sum.

(6) Since weights often come under scrutiny and controversy, it is a good practice
to test the composite indicator for its robustness and sensitivity to results in
response to varying weights.

For any of these six steps, concepts and methods are available to assess and use
them. Besides expert judgments, univariate methods and multivariate methods are
available. It is imperative that composite indicators deliver not only rankings but
also satisfactory metrics.

1.3 What Does Partial Order Offer with the Composite
Indicator Given?

In order to understand why and where partial order can be of help with the above
steps, we provide a preliminary explanation of partial order: Partial order theory is a
discipline associated with discrete mathematics and its subdiscipline, graph theory.
In the case of a suitable binary relation between two objects, partial order theory is
the theory by which objects, characterized by multiple indicators, can be compared
and ordered, (see Chapter 2). The order relations can be displayed as in graph theory.
Therefore, partial order and graph theories have many common topics.
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Using composite indicators, objects of interest can be compared and an important

application is to deduce through the scalar values of the composite indicators a rank-
ing of the objects. Partial order as the theory of order is applied to the set of objects
and it delivers insights into the six steps which result in ranking of objects. Besides
helpful scientific insights into the above six steps, partial order renders results which
help clarify the roles and consequences of indicators and their weights.

(a)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

®

Let us now describe what partial order offers for the six steps:

We can derive a measure by which the set of indicators can be checked for its
appropriateness and completeness as a proxy for a non-measurable nevertheless
important aim. We call this measure an “ambiguity graph” and introduce it in
Chapter 4.

The composite indicator depends on the functional form and especially if a lin-
ear combination is selected, it depends on the weights. Independent of whether
there is uncertainty about the functional form or about the weights, partial order
can derive subsets of objects whose relative rankings are invariant with respect
to the functional form selected or the weights. In this connection, a key concept
in partial order theory is that of a chain. We introduce the concept in Chapters 2
and 3. It appears almost everywhere in the monograph.

Because of the averaging process in the weighted sum, the individual role of a
single indicator cannot be easily traced back. Partial order theory offers some
tools to overcome this difficulty. These tools are developed within the context
of stepwise aggregation: Start with an indicator, add the next, see what hap-
pens until the composite indicator is finally attained. In Chapter 7, devoted
to stepwise aggregation, several tools are explained, such as “comparability
acquisition profile” (Patil, 2001).

The averaging process, mentioned in (c), may affect objects in different ways
if weights are uncertain. Uncertainty concerning the weight values results in a
rank interval indicative of ambiguity in the ranks of objects. Partial order theory
provides an upper limit for the ranges of ranks of objects (“rank ambiguity”)
due to a set of possible weight vectors (Bruggemann et al., 2001; Patil and
Taillie, 2004). We discuss this point in Chapter 3 and we revisit this ambiguity
concept in Chapter 7. There, we conduct a Monte Carlo simulation in changing
the weights and in observing the corresponding rank frequency distributions for
the objects in response to the varied weights.

The crucial role and consequence of weights are well known. Therefore, we
offer a method to deduce weights from the data matrix alone, where the rows
are defined by the objects and the columns by the indicators (Patil, 2001). We
discuss this method in a case study about watersheds in Chapter 14.

Partial order theory also offers several methods to obtain linear orders of objects
(with or without ties). Therefore, one of these partial order methods could be
selected if a ranking is wanted that does not need to weight the indicators. One
may even compare the ranking due to a composite indicator with that obtained
from partial order theory if there are no uncertainties. We discuss how to obtain
a ranking from partial order in Chapter 9 and how to compare different partial
orders in a rather general setting in Chapter 10.
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Table 1.1 Data matrix with indicators of different scaling levels

q1 (continuous in concept) g> (linguistic description) g3 (ordinal indicator)
X1 0.3 Good 2
X2 0.35 Medium 3
X3 0.2 Bad 1

(g) Partial order can work even if the data matrix consists of indicators of different
scaling levels as shown below. This kind of a situation occurs often in scientific
fields where quantitative measures are difficult to obtain (Table 1.1).

Chapters 3, 4, 7, 9, and 10 and to some extent Chapter 14 help enlighten with
steps (1)—(6) to construct composite indicators.

1.4 What Does Partial Order Offer More Generally?

Partial order, in its own right, delivers results, some of which may not be restrictive
to steps (1-6) but nevertheless help understand the impacts of indicators on the
objects in a multi-indicator system.

Such results are important, especially when crunching the indicators into a com-
posite indicator is not an option, as it was the case in a study of pollution in a state
of Germany. There the measurements of single indicators were so expensive that
an averaging into a composite indicator was seen to be too disadvantageous (see
Chapter 11).

The Hasse diagram, which is a graph theoretical visualization of a partially
ordered object set, is an ideal tool if the number of objects is not too large. Striking
feature in Hasse diagrams is the concept of incomparability, which appears if the
order of objects due to one indicator contradicts the order of another indicator.
Chains can be easily identified from a Hasse diagram. If the Hasse diagram is too
messy to get chains by inspection, software tools help find chains. Many concepts
can be motivated just by discussing them within a simple Hasse diagram but are still
valid even when the Hasse diagram loses its visual appeal, because it is too complex
and messy. These important concepts follow.

1.5 Important Questions and Concepts Involving Partial Order

(a) Where is an object, and why is it where it is? This question aims at the position
of an object in a Hasse diagram, identifies its minimum rank, its maximum
rank, and the objects which are incomparable to the object under consideration.
Subsets of objects can be characterized by their pattern of indicator values as
shown in Fig. 1.1. There a Hasse diagram is constructed of regions in a state in
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Germany, polluted by lead (Pb), cadmium (Cd), zinc (Zn), and sulfur (S). The
vertices are representing the regions and the lines comparabilities.

In many cases, formal concept analysis (Chapter 8), which is part of partial
order theory, provides a powerful visualization where the information about the
indicator values and the positions of objects is simultaneously available. Formal
concept analysis allows a “symmetric analysis” of the data matrices (Annoni
and Bruggemann, 2008).

Which indicators influence the positions of objects? Although this question is
not in the foreground of the construction of composite indicators, the sensitivity
of indicators to a Hasse diagram and hence to the objects in it throws also a light
on the selection and interpretation of the indicators. For example, in a study
about fish communities in wetlands, it turns out that the indicator describing
the population of a certain fish species has a high impact on the Hasse diagram
displaying the impacts of the indicator on the positions of the objects. This is
directly related to the strategies of that fish species to survive under competition
and bad water quality.

How to model ordinally — a fuzzy approach in partial order? Partial orders
appear in many facets, depending on how the order relation is defined. As we
use partial order to rank objects described by a tuple of indicator values, we
must use an appropriate order relation, the product order (Chapter 2). Often data
matrices contain indicators continuous in concept so that even small numerical
differences can influence the partial order. In Chapter 6 we discuss several tech-
niques to perform “ordinal modeling,” i.e., how far we can ignore numerical
differences which seem to be too small for being interpreted as an order relation.
An important concept therefore is that of fuzzy partial order. A fuzzy member-
ship function is introduced which describes as to how to rate an object above
or below another even when their data profiles crisscross. We apply fuzzy par-
tial order to a data matrix concerning the effects of biomanipulation and we see
how biological competitions among phytoplankton species suppress the basic
information about biomanipulation.

So, our answer to “why partial order?” can be summarized as follows.
Partial order delivers analytical tools to better interpret and understand how from

a multi-indicator system a composite indicator is built and what can be said about
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relative rankings of objects without the need of specifying weights or even the
functional form of aggregation.

This monograph describes the partial order concepts, methods, and tools within
the first ten chapters and applies them to the case studies in subsequent five chapters.
We now consider some choice examples of interesting issues and questions.

1.6 Pertinent Issues and Questions

1.6.1 Weights and Indicator Values

Could Italy improve its ranking just by scrutinizing the weights? We render in
Chapter 12 how the indicators of interest can be found and that in the case of Italy a
higher weight for the indicator “family” would improve the position of Italy in the
final ranking. Can Germany do the same and try to be better in the final ranking than
Netherlands? Our analysis shows: No chance! Germany must improve its values of
the indicators. Change in weights will not help. Does Germany have a chance to get
a better ranking position in comparison to some other nations? Yes, since Germany
is incomparable to some other nations, changing weights would influence the final
ranking position of Germany relative to these nations. Must we rely on different
trials of weights to see what can happen? No, since we can show that the possible
ranking interval of each object depends on a simple characteristic of the partial order
as discussed in Chapter 3.

1.6.2 Problems with Averaging

Within a study of bridge stability crossing channels, bridge 17 got a worse eval-
uation in comparison with bridge 57. As proxies for “bridge stability,” indicators
are defined which have influence on the bridge stability, such as channel alignment,
local channel characteristics, and bank stability.

Analysis by partial order tools shows that because bridge 17 is incomparable to
bridge 57, bridge 17 must have at least one indicator where bridge 17 is better than
bridge 57, which is classified as an “excellent” bridge/stream system. We can now
identify which property makes bridge site 17 better than bridge site 57: It is the
channel alignment. Although the ordinal way of consideration of objects implies
loss of some information, we see that some important information is not lost. The
remaining information is crucial. It is, however, unavailable if only the composite
indicator is considered.

1.6.3 Associations and Implications of Indicators

During the investigation of the environmental performance indicator (EPI), the inter-
est lies in how differently nations of different regions of the world are ranked. As
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examples, we selected ASEAN and EU nations. Partial order applied to the nations
as objects does not yield useful results. There is too high a degree of incompa-
rabilities. This throws light on why weights are needed, but at the same time on
problems with them. On the one hand, without weights a ranking would mean to
fight losing battles because of too many incomparabilities. However, on the other
hand, any incomparability implies a compensation: Good values in one indicator
may average out bad values of other indicators and vice versa in getting a composite
indicator.

So instead, we studied the association and implication structure of the indica-
tors of the ASEAN group and EU and we found rather different associations (see
Fig. 1.2, where we present the results as a joint network).

Note that in ASEAN the resource aspect is more pronounced (natural resources
are associated with water resources and vice versa), whereas in the EU, this striking
fact is not observed. Details, see Chapter 15.

1.6.4 Prioritization and Ranking for a Subset of Objects
(“Hot Spots”)

We may not always be interested in a comparative analysis of all objects of an object
set. Instead we may want to put our fingers on those objects which have, for exam-
ple, high values in some indicators. Such objects may serve as candidates for a more
detailed scrutiny. It could be, for example, because we want to study them further
by using more information about them. A very simple transformation applied to any
single indicator may do that job. However, we have a multi-indicator system and a
partial order in our hand and we must ask: Is the transformation compatible with
the partial order and how does the simultaneous application of the transformation
affect the objects? In Chapter 6, we show that the transformation is compatible with
the partial order and derive an equation which estimates the fraction of relevant and
irrelevant objects.
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1.6.5 How Do We See the Role of Indicators in Terms
of Single Objects?

How does the minimum rank of an object vary with the cumulation of indicators
in a canonical sequence? In Chapter 4, we see that some characteristic partial order
quantities of an object, such as its number of incomparable elements or the number
of elements below it, vary with the canonical sequence and apply these ideas to child
well-being (Chapter 12), bridge stability (Chapter 13), and watersheds (Chapter 14).
As can be expected, some objects will vary strongly, whereas some others may not.

1.6.6 Proximity Analysis

For a robustness study of a composite indicator relative to weights, a distance
measure is needed. We introduce proximity analysis (Chapter 10) and apply it to
watersheds, where three levels of sophistication are considered. It is of interest to
know as to how far indicators of a level of low degree of sophistication can serve as
proxies for indicators of a level of high sophistication. We show that the low-cost
indicators (level one) are better proxies for high-cost indicators (level three) than
are level two indicators.

1.6.7 What to do with supervised classification?

Often the object set is partitioned into disjoint subsets using external informa-
tion. We need to compare the resulting classes with each other. In order to do
this, we employ concepts of dominance and separability (Restrepo et al., 2008).
Whereas dominance is conceptually a generalization of an order relation, separa-
bility measures the degree of incomparabilities among two disjoint object subsets
(Chapter 5).

Dominance: A typical question is: What are the dominances among European
nations, classified due to their geographical positions, when, for example,
the Human Environment Index (HEI) is considered. The dominance analysis
shows that nations of south Europe are dominating almost all the others. This
kind of a question with its potential to simplify complex Hasse diagrams
serves as an attractive application of dominance analysis.

Separability: If the separability gets by definition its maximum value of 1, a
natural question arises as to which indicators are responsible for the fact that
no object of one object set is comparable with an object of another object
set. If, for example, it turns out that regions of high agricultural density are
separated from those of high industrial activity when pollution is of concern,
then the question is: Which pollution indicators are responsible for the sep-
aratedness? We introduce an important concept, namely that of antagonistic
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Fig. 1.3 Indicators “family”  Indicator:
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indicators: A minimum set of indicators needed to explain the separation of
two object subsets. In Chapter 12, child well-being, the indicators “family”
and “education” are antagonistic in their role of explaining the separation of
two subsets of nations. Italy and Portugal are good in “family” whereas less
good in “education.” For the multitude of other nations, the reverse is true
(Fig. 1.3).

1.6.8 Visualization in Multi-indicator Systems

Statistics provides powerful methods to visualize even large data matrices. Does
partial order with its focus on comparison provide visualization tools? An impor-
tant graphical representation is the Hasse diagram. However, Hasse diagrams lose
in general their appealing charm if the number of objects is too large. Myers and
Patil (2010) developed visualization alternatives. Another well-known visualiza-
tion tool is POSAC (partial order scalogram analysis with coordinates) described
in Chapter 3. POSAC is applied on Internet sources about drinking water quality
in Germany (Chapter 11), where partial order dimension analysis is also of help. In
Chapter 14, watershed evaluation, weights are derived from the data matrix using
POSAC.

1.7 Organization of Our Book

This monograph focuses on partial order and its applications in different scientific
fields:

e We first explain what a partial order is and then provide a graphical display, called
a Hasse diagram, where the objects to be ranked are positioned in a network-like
graph.

e We discuss how far we can help with the selection of attributes helpful for
ranking.

e We show the intricate role of attributes and the positions of objects in the Hasse
diagram.

e We find data-driven rankings without the intervention of stakeholders.
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Finally, we will focus on different examples.
The monograph consists of four parts:

(D) a basic theoretical part;
(ID) illustrative case studies;
(III) live case studies;
(IV) appendix with data matrices and additional material.

References

Ahlers, J. (1999). The EU existing chemicals regulation. ESPR-Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res., 6(3),
127-129.

Annoni, P. and Bruggemann, R. (2008). The dualistic approach of FCA: A further insight into
Ontario Lake sediments. Chemosphere, 70, 2025-2031.

Bruggemann, R. and Drescher-Kaden, U. (2003). Einfuehrung in die modellgestuetzte
Bewertung von Umweltchemikalien — Datenabschaetzung, ausbreitung, verhalten, wirkung und
Bewertung. Berlin: Springer.

Bruggemann, R., Halfon, E., Welzl, G., Voigt, K. and Steinberg, C. (2001). Applying the concept
of partially ordered sets on the ranking of near-shore sediments by a battery of tests. J. Chem.
Inf. Comput. Sci., 41(4), 918-925.

EINECS. http://chemicalwatch.com/927

Myers, W.L. and Patil, G.P. (2010). Partial order and rank range runs for compositional complexes
in landscape ecology and image analysis, with applications to restoration, remediation, and
enhancement. Environ. Ecol. Stat., 17, 411-436.

Newman, A. (1995). Ranking pesticides by environmental impact. Environ. Sci. Technol., 29(7),
324A-326A.

OECD (Nardo, M., et al.). (2008). Handbook on Constructing composite indicators -methodology
and user guide (pp. 1-158). Ispra: OECD.

Patil, G.P. (2001). Penn State environmetrics and ecometrics, cross-disciplinary classroom notes.
Center for Statistical Ecology and Environmental Statistics, Penn State University.

Patil, G.P. and Taillie, C. (2004). Multiple indicators, partially ordered sets, and linear extensions:
Multi-criterion ranking and prioritization. Environ. Ecol. Stat., 11, 199-228.

Restrepo, G., Bruggemann, R., Weckert, M., Gerstmann, S. and Frank, H. (2008). Ranking
patterns, an application to refrigerants. MATCH Commun. Math. Comput. Chem., 59, 555-584.

Saltelli, A., Ratto, M., Andres, T., Campolongo, F., Cariboni, J., Gatelli, D., et al. (2008). Global
sensitivity analysis — the primer. Chichester: Wiley.

van Leeuwen, C.J., Bro-Rasmussen, F., Feijtel, T.C.J., Arndt, R., Bussian, B.M., Calamari, D., et al.
(1996). Risk assessment and management of new and existing chemicals. Environ. Toxicol.
Pharmacol., 2, 243-299.


http://chemicalwatch.com/927

	1 Why Prioritization, Why Ranking
	1.1 Motivating Issues and Situations
	1.1.1 Chemicals
	1.1.2 Child Well-Being
	1.1.3 Regional Pollution
	1.1.4 Integrity of Watersheds
	1.1.5 Surface Water Management Strategies

	1.2 Composite Indicators
	1.3 What Does Partial Order Offer with the Composite Indicator Given?
	1.4 What Does Partial Order Offer More Generally?
	1.5 Important Questions and Concepts Involving Partial Order
	1.6 Pertinent Issues and Questions
	1.6.1 Weights and Indicator Values
	1.6.2 Problems with Averaging
	1.6.3 Associations and Implications of Indicators
	1.6.4 Prioritization and Ranking for a Subset of Objects (''Hot Spots'')
	1.6.5 How Do We See the Role of Indicators in Terms of Single Objects?
	1.6.6 Proximity Analysis
	1.6.7 What to do with supervised classification?
	1.6.8 Visualization in Multi-indicator Systems

	1.7 Organization of Our Book
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /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 true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /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 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /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 600
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e5c4f5e55663e793a3001901a8fc775355b5090ae4ef653d190014ee553ca901a8fc756e072797f5153d15e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc87a25e55986f793a3001901a904e96fb5b5090f54ef650b390014ee553ca57287db2969b7db28def4e0a767c5e03300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020d654ba740020d45cc2dc002c0020c804c7900020ba54c77c002c0020c778d130b137c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /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 <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /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.)
    /DEU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200037000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003000200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
  /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 [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




