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Analysis of competitive  relationship among 
East Asian  ports  by  Cointegration  Test

Sung-Woo Lee*1

ABSTRACT

Expansion of port competition is growing very fast to attract more 

container throughput due to international specialization which MNCs have 

moved into low-cost cluster for saving cost and expanding market. East Asia 

is the center of this relationship because the ports in this region are connected 

in competitive or complementary relationship related to a number of container 

throughputs. This study shows the competitive relationship by cointegration test 

with time series data to prove the broad expansion of port competition. East 

Asian ports keep Hub & Spoke relationship for the past 20 years and multiple 

transshipment system has been introduced recently. Taiwanese ports are 

shrinking and Chinese Eastern ports are growing. This study identifies the role 

of Busan port as the hub port in Northeast Asia and the competitive relationship 

between Incheon and Chinese ports. This study shows the analysis of the past 

20 years but don’t deal with the fierce competition among East Asian ports 

in recent years in terms of limitation of this study.
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1. Introduction

Multinational companies established their production facilities in Asian countries 
as low cost clusters with prevailing international specialization strategy since 1980. This 
specialization significantly boosts international trade. Especially, the international special-
ization has been quite sophisticated in East Asia due to the gap of technology and cost 
between developed countries such as Japan, Korea, Taiwan and Singapore and developing 
countries such as China, Malaysia, Indonesia, Thailand and Vietnam. This sophistication 
leads a continuous growth in regional container throughput.1

The soaring container traffic bring a huge change in competition relationship among 
major ports.2 The competition exists only among nearby ports which share the same hinter-
land in the past time. However, another competition has created among the ports in long 
distance due to vessel enlargement, intermodal logistics system, advancement of trans-
portation technologies and change of transshipment pattern in recent years. Many studies 
have dealt with theoretical analysis of this phenomena in a limited scope but few studies 
figures out whether this trend is a sophistication of new competition or a creation of compli-
mentary relationship. This trend has been rapidly developed in recent years but many studies 
are still focusing on the nearby ports and data from statistic analysis are limited.

Therefore, I would like to do an actual analysis on the expansion of competitive 
relationship cause by sophisticated international specialization and Chinese economic 
advance.3 This study will focus on East Asian ports which have sophisticated competition 
and complimentary relationship.

This study choose cointegration test on time series container throughput to analyze 
the competitive relationship among the major East Asian ports. This test assumes that com-
petitive relationship or complimentary relationship does exist among the target ports. A 
review on previous studies about international specialization and port competition will be 
covered in chapter 2. An analytical tool will be designed for Cointegration test in chapter 
3. I will analyze the competition relationship among target ports by Cointegration test and 
interpret the result. Finally, I will mention the limitation of this study and suggest additional 
studies which are necessary.

1 Lee, S. W., 2009. Target cargoes and biz model for Korea’s port FEZ by analysis of trade among Korea, China 
and Japan, The Journal of Shipping and Logistics 25, pp.101-102.

2 Lee, S. W. and G. S. Kim, 2009. Port challenge in Northeast Asia: Korea’s two-hub port strategy. In: T. E. 
Notteboom, P. W. DeLangen and C. Ducruet (eds.), Portsin Proximity: Essays on Competition and Cooperation 
among Adjacent Seaports, Ashgate, London.

3 “China is likely to overtake the U.S. economy in size by mid-century. And as the world’s economic center 
of gravity shifts to Asia. U. S. preeminence will inevitably diminish” mentioned by Jeffrey D. Sachs (in U.S. 
Economy in Size, Fortune, Jan. 12., 2004).
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2. Review of previous studies

The expansion of port competition was noticed since late 1990s. The initial study 
was done by Nottenboom (1997). He divided competitive relationship of European container 
ports into three region (Hambrug-Le Havre, Atlantic, Meditterinan) and analyze the central-
ity between target ports and regional ports. He mentioned that the concentration on existing 
ports will gradually reveal some limitation and concluded that the competitive relationship 
will change from competition among few major ports to competition among many regional 
ports. However, his study focused on centrality among major ports rather than on broad 
competitive relationship. In addition, his study is limited to European ports which have 
lower competition comparing the ports in other regions. Han (2002) studied the cargo alloca-
tion and change among 25 Asian ports by positioning analysis. He showed actual cargo 
loss and acquisition focusing on Busan port and proposed that convenience, connectivity 
and priority of cost are the competitive factors. However, his analysis is based not on 
transshipment traffic which is the main international competitive factor but on total cargo 
traffic. Thus, his study is limited to show the competitive relationship among countries. 
On the other hand, KIM (2009) studied how to strengthen the competitiveness of Busan 
port by analyzing the competitive relationship among East Asian ports. He also derived 
a competitive factor by analysing the seasonal centrality and competition among East Asian 
ports. However, he still did not analyze transshipment throughput but total throughput and 
included some ports which don’t have any transshipment function. Afterwards, Drucret 
(2009) analyzed competition relationship and change in the regional status based on vessel 
traffic analysis but couldn’t produce the detailed result for correlations among selected ports. 

Besides, there were a few studies on port competitive relationship within limited 
region such as Strategy Positioning Analysis by Haezendonck (2001) which focused on 
the competitiveness of Antwerp, Competition Relationship Analysis on Pearl River Delta 
ports by Slack & Wang (2003), Analysis of reasonable factors to dominate in competitive 
relationship among the ports which share the same hinterlands by Haezendonck & 
Notteboom (2002). However, most studies dealt with competitive relationship within a lim-
ited region and the relationship among the ports with the same hinterland. Therefore, these 
studies are also quite limited to explain the geographic expansion of competitive relationship.

This study started from the weakness of existing studies. I will analyze the com-
petitive relationship among ports in long distance and study the phenomena of wide ex-
pansion of competitive relationship. This study will use an analyzing tool by W.Y.Yap 
& J.S.Lam (2006) which analyzed the competitive relationship and competitive factors of 
East Asian major ports (Hong Kong, Busan, Kaoshiung) excluding China ports. They de-
rived Busan and Hong Kong as competitive ports and analyzed corelation between the 
cargoes originated from China and neighbouring ports. 



KMI International Journal of Maritime Affairs and Fisheries

82

3. Design of analysing tool

3.1 Data for analysis

The target ports should have enough throughput and should compete each other 
for cointegration test. Many years of time series data should be secured to strengthen the 
validity of statistic analysis. Therefore, I selected the East Asian ports which handles more 
than 100 million TEUs provided by Containerisation International Yearbook (2007)4 but 
I excluded a few ports such as Gwangyang port which cannot provide time series data 
due to the short operation period.

Table 1.  Target ports

Classification Korea China Japan Taiwan

Port Busan, Incheon Shanghai, Tianjin, 
Dalian, HK, Qingdao 

Kobe, Tokyo, 
Yokohama, Osaka

Kaoshiung, Keelung, 
Taichung

Quantity
(Total 14) 2 5 4 3

This study uses the annual container throughput (TEU) per port from CI Yearbook 
and the analysis period is from 1980 to 2006. In case of Qingdao the period is from 1982 
to 2006 considering the commencement of the port. All data was converted to natural log 
figure for convenience.

3.2 Understanding of Cointegration

If non-stationary time series variables are in the following relationship, 
Cointergration exist among the variables.

a 1y 1,t+a 2y 2,t=zt～I(0) (1)

     if, y1,t～I(1)
y2,t～I(1) 

The two variables with common stochastic trend made non-stationary time series. 
If the two variables have common stochastic trend, they are balanced. If the signs of a1 
and a2 are same in the cointegration formular (1), the signs of y1,t and y2,t should be 

4 CI Yearbook is used as an worldwide reliable source in port and logistics (Source: Yap et al., 2006).
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different to maintain a constant zt. If the signs are different, the signs of y1,t and y2,t 
should be same.

If we apply this to competitive relationship among ports, the first one shows two 
ports are in competition and the later shows that two ports are complementary. W. Y. 
Yap & J. S. L. Lam (2006) decided the competitive relationship by this cointegration test.

3.3 Method of analysis

W. Y. Yap & J. S. L. Lam (2006) proposed a cointegration test method to check 
the competitive relationship by time series throughput per port.5 This is an advanced study 
comparing their pervious study of W. Y. Yap & J. S. L. Lam (2004), which conceptualize 
the port relationship as competition and complement. In this study, they use cointegration 
test to check the long-term relationship between two time series data.6 If cointegration 
relationship does not exist, the two data don’t have long-term relationship and arbitrarily 
change.

Based on this theoretical background which is provided in figure 1, this study 
distinguishes the existence of time-series unit roots as shown in the figure. Then, this study 
derives the long-term relationship and apply Vector Error Correction to analyze the 
short-term trend. I analyzed the cointegration relationship on annual throughput of each 
port.

        Source : Modified from Yap, W.Y. & Lam, J.S.L., (2006), p.41

Figure 1.  Process of Cointegration test in port competitive relationship

5 Son (2008) applied this concept to East Asian and European Ports, respectively in order to find the relationship 
among container ports in long distance.

6 Cointegration refers to a linear combination of non-stationary variables. Theoretically, it is quite possible that 
nonlinear long-run relationships exist among a set of integrated variables. (Source: Walter Enders, Applied 
Econometric Time Series, 1995, p.358).
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4. Empirical analysis

4.1 Analysis of competition relationship

4.1.1 Unit-Root test
This study uses the time-series throughput data of 14 East Asian ports. First, It 

does Unit-Root test because cointegration test is only effective when two variables are 
non-stationary. This study uses Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test7 for Unit-Root test. I assumes 
that trend and intercept do exist.8

This study classifies the ports into two groups upon the result of Unit-Root test. 
The ports I(1) which shows stable series by first difference are Group 1 and the ports 
I(2) which shows stable series by second difference are Group 2. Unit-Root test is basically 
based on 5% variance but I loosen the variance to 10% and classifies into a separate group 
to overcome the limitation which can arise from the analysis of port competition.9

Dalian, Osaka, Shanghai and Tianjin were I(0) upon Unit-Root test but their results 
are non-stationary after screening graph. This study arbitrarily neglects I(0) and tests again 
with the figures by first difference and second difference. The result is as the following 
Table 2.

Table 2.  Result of Unit-Root test for throughput among East Asian ports

Classification 5% Variance Group 10% Variance Group
Busan I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Dalian I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Hong Kong I(2) Group 2-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Incheon I(2) Group 2-1 I(2) Group 2-2

Kaoshiung unstable excluded I(2) Group 2-2

Keelung I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Kobe I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Osaka I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Qingdao I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Shanghai I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Taichung I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Tianjin I(2) Group 2-1 I(2) Group 2-2

Tokyo I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

Yokohama I(1) Group 1-1 I(1) Group 1-2

7 Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test is being widely used because of the assumption that standard error in regression 
formula is iid is loosened.

8 I assumed this by reviewing data.
9 Group 1-1 and Group 2-1 are based on 5% Unit-Root test; Group 1-2 and Group 2-2 are 10% Unit-Root test.
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4.1.2 Cointegration test
 This study establishes VAR model per group and acquired the optimal time differ-

ence upon Akaike Information Criterion.10 The maximum time difference is 6 because the 
size of sample is small. This study uses Johansen Test11 for cointegration test. It testes 
per port and establishes VAR model and derives a cointegration formular if cointegration 
relationship does exist.

4.2 Analysis of competitive relationship

The result is similar with the previous studies but I could achieve competition, 
compliment, no relationship beyond simple competitive relationship and redirection of 
throughput. 

The East Asian ports have complimentary relationship or no relation rather than 
have competitive relationship in macro-perspective. Surprisingly, Busan, Shanghai and Hong 
Kong are complimentary or have no relation. This reflects that Hub & Spock transshipment 
system is running and there is a trend of multiple transshipment system among the large 
ports.12 However, the ports in Taiwan have shrunk or maintain fierce competition. This 
result is similar to the study of Yap, W. Y. & Lam, J. S. L. (2006) and other studies 
in the recent ports competition but does not reflect the trend of competition between Busan 
and Shanghai or between Busan and Qingdao, which is suggested by recent studies. This 
difference comes from the fact that I analysed the 20 years data which is a long-term. 

If we see the result of 5% confidence test in Group 1-1 (Table 3), Busan is comple-
mentary to Dalian, Osaka, Qingdao, Taichung and Yokohama. This shows that Busan takes 
a role as a transshipment hub port against the other ports. The complementary relationship 
between Busan and Qingdao still exists even though the relationship become weak in recent 
years. However, Busan has a competitive relationship with Keelung as it does in the study 
of Yap, W. Y. & Lam, J. S. L. (2006) but has no relationship with Kobe, Shanghai and 
Tokyo. The large ports in East Asia seems to have the equal relationship caused by transship-
ment system change rather then competition relationship. Most ports in East Asia are com-
plementary but Dalian competes with Taichung, Kobe competes with Qingdao and Keelung 

10 Adding the possibility of serial correlation in error term to the assumptions of Dickey-Fuller Test (DF Test), 
we can apply the Augmented Dickey-Fuller Test (ADF Test). So ADF Test is being widely used because 
of the assumption is more loosened. Applying DF Test, we generally use models like 
ΔY t=β 0+β 1t+γY t-1+e t. However applying ADF Test, we use models like the following: 

ΔY t=β 0+β 1t+γY t-1+α i∑
m

i=1

ΔY t-i+ε t.

11 This study uses EViews (ver 4.1) for analysis and the Cointergration test is based on Johansen Test. 
Unrestricted Cointegration Rank Test was done with trace statistics.

12 Jung, B. M. (2005) explained the competition relationship with a Hub&Spoke concept that single or multiple 
transshipment ports exist and handles cross transshipment.
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competes with Qingdao, Osaka competes with Yokohama and Taichung competes with 
Tokyo. The results do not reflect all trends but these quite reflect the trend of Keelung, 
Qingdao and Osaka. 

In the long-term relationship in Group 2-1, there is a competition between Incheon 
and Hong Kong and between Incheon and Tianjin. However, this might be a statistical 
error. Only the competition relationship between Incheon and Tianjin is reasonable because 
the direct service to Tianjin has been increased.

Table 3.  Long-term elationship of Group 1-1

Port Busan Dalian Kobe Keelung Osaka Qingdao Shanghai Taichung Tokyo Yokohama

Busan - N C Y Y N Y N Y

Dalian - - N Y Y Y Y C Y Y

Kobe - - - Y N C N N N N

Keelung - - - - N C Y Y N Y

Osaka - - - - - N Y Y N C

Qingdao - - - - - - Y Y N Y

Shanghai - - - - - - - Y Y N

Taichung - - - - - - - - C Y

Tokyo - - - - - - - - - N

Yokohama - - - - - - - - - -

Notes : N-No relationship, C-Competition, Y-Complementary

Table 4.  Long-term relationship of Group 2-1

Port Hong Kong Incheon Tianjin

Hong Kong - - -

Incheon Competition - -

Tianjin Competition Competition -

The result from the analysis of Table 5 of Group 1-2 with 10% confidence interval. 
However, the analysis from Table 6 of Group 2-2 shows that Kaoshiung has kept to compete 
with Incheon and Tianjin. This reflects decreasing throughput of Kaoshiung port, resulting 
from competition relationship with the neighboring ports.

Overall, Busan keeps a relatively good status comparing other rival ports. This 
result is similar to these of W. Y. Yam & J. S. L. Lam (2006) and Drucret (2009). However, 
this result is estimated from the past 20 years data which doesn’t reflect the most recent 
change. Especially, it could not explain which Busan port has recent problems and threats. 
On the other hands, Incheon only supports Seoul metropolitan area but it is growing as 
one of major ports in East Asia. In addition, I could notice that Incheon has competitive 
relationship with Chinese and Taiwanese ports. 
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Table 5.  Long-term relationship of Group 1-2

Port Busan Dalian Hong 
Kong Kobe Keelung Osaka Qingdao Shanghai Taichung Tokyo Yokohama

Busan - Y Y N C Y Y N Y N Y

Dalian - - Y N Y Y Y Y C Y Y

Hong Kong - - - Y N N N Y Y N Y

Kobe - - - - Y N C N N N N

Keelung - - - - - N C Y Y N Y

Osaka - - - - - - N Y Y N C

Qingdao - - - - - - - Y Y N Y

Shanghai - - - - - - - - Y Y N

Taichung - - - - - - - - - C Y

Tokyo - - - - - - - - - - N

Yokohama - - - - - - - - - - -

Notes : N-No relationship, C-Competition, Y-Complementary

Table 6.  Long-term relationship of Group 2-2

Port Kaoshiung Incheon Tianjin

Kaoshiung - - -

Incheon Competition - -

Tianjin Competition Competition -

5. Conclusions

East Asia is the largest production base in the world which has advanced, middle 
and developing industrial structures at the same time. This strengthened international special-
ization in the region and created a lot of container traffic. Therefore, if the logistics network 
can be centered in Korea, Korea will enjoy economic profit and will secure strategic value 
which surpass other regions.

In this environment, Busan takes a role as a complementary port for neighboring 
ports during the past 20 years. In addition, recently grown Incheon port is also growing 
as a major port in East Asia which has a competitive relationship with Chinese and 
Taiwanese ports. This shows that there is a competitive relationship between Incheon and 
Chinese ports for Northeast Asian container traffic. Meanwhile, Busan keeps a comple-
mentary role for East Asian container throughput as a connection port between hub port 
and feeder port. The competitive relationship of Taiwanese ports is caused by the decreasing 
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container throughput and this shows the growth of Chinese Northeastern ports which were 
behind of Taiwanese ports.

Busan port keeps a role as a central port in East Asia as this analysis and Loo 
& Hook (2002)’s study showed. In addition, we could see the growth of Incheon port. 
This study does not show the role of Busan is threatened due to the development of Shanghai 
and Qingdao and other domestic ports as Kim and Kwak (2009) and Brucret (2009) pointed. 
As of matter of fact, the role of Busan port is weakening by the development of new 
container terminals in neighboring ports, increase of direct calling service, overseas exodus 
of Korean factories and aggressive marketing of neighboring ports.

In conclusion, a highly efficient and effective port sector in Korean ports will 
make a significant contribution to achieving success in the development as a logistics hub. 
Not only this will prove helpful in reducing the cost of gateway traffic, it will also make 
Korea’s ports more competitive in the battle to win transshipment business within the 
Northeast Asian region. However, for keeping this position, they should continuously mon-
itor the quickly changing trend and do their own strategies for overcome the obstacles.

This study seems to have a limitation of analysis on the recent trend. The long-term 
relationship was found by reviewing 20 years time series data but the recent trend since 
2000 could not be found in this study. Therefore, more meaningful result could be produced 
if further research does more sophisticated analysis on short-term time series data and rela-
tionship between short-term and long-term analysis in complete ports in East Asia.

Acknowledgement

The author is grateful to Mr. H. U. Jeong for his kind and constructive help of 
the analysis part.



Analysis of competitive relationship among 
East Asian ports by Cointegration Test

89

References

Drucret, C., S. W. Lee and S. Roussin, 2009. Local strength, global weakness: A maritime 
network perspective on South Korea as Northeast Asia’s logistics hub, International 
Journal of Maritime Affairs and Fisheries 1(1), pp.27-42. 

Emap Business Communications (each year), Containerisation International Yearbook, London.
Han, C. H., 2002. Competition strategy of East Asian ports, Maritime Study: Theory and 

Action, Fall, pp.34-67.
Hazendonck, E., 2001. Essays on Strategy Analysis for Seaports, Garant.
Hazendonck, E. and T. Notteboom, 2002. The competitive advantage of seaports. In: 

Huybrechts, M., Meersman, M., Van de Voorde, E., Van Hooydonk, E., Verbeke, 
A., Winkelmans, W. (Eds.), Port Competitiveness: An Economic and Legal 
Analysis of the Factors Determining the Competitiveness of Seaports. De Boeck 
Ltd., Antwerp, pp.67-87.

Jung, B. M., 2005. Transshipment structure and trend of transshipment demand, Monthly 
Maritime & Fisheries 247, Korea Maritime Institute, Seoul.

Kim, G. S. and G. S. Kwak, 2008. Competition factor of Busan ports, Korea Maritime 
Academy 57, pp.25-47.

Lee, S. W., 2009. Target cargoes and biz model for Korea’s port FEZ by analysis of trade 
among Korea, China and Japan, The Journal of Shipping and Logistics 25, 
pp.101-102.

Lee, S. W. and G. S. Kim, 2009. Port challenge in Northeast Asia: Korea’s two-hub port 
strategy. In: T. E. Notteboom, P. W. DeLangen and C. Ducruet (eds.), Ports in 
Proximity: Essays on Competition and Cooperation among Adjacent Seaports, 
Ashgate, London.

Loo, B. P. Y. and B. Hook, 2002. Interplay of international, national and local factors 
in shaping container port development: a case study of Hong Kong, Transport 
Reviews 22(2), pp.219-245.

Notteboom, T. E., 1997. Concentration and load centre development in the European con-
tainer port system, Journal of Transport Geography 5(2), pp. 99-115.

Sachs, Jeffrey D., 2004. 1. 12. U.S. Economy in Size, Fortune.
Slack, B. and J. J. Wang, 2003. The challenge of peripheral ports: an Asian perspective, 

GeoJournal 56, pp.159-166.
Son, J. L., 2008. Examination of Port Development Policy for International Competitives, 

Ph.D. thesis, Seoul National University, Seoul.
Walter, E., 1995. Applied Econometric Time Series, John Wiley & Sons, Inc. p.358 
Yap, W. Y. and J. S. L. Lam, 2004. An Interpretation of inter-container port relationships 

from the demand perspective, Maritime Policy & Management 131, pp.337-355.
Yap, W. Y. and J. S. L. Lam, 2006. Competition dynamics between container ports in 

East Asia, Transport Research Part A: Policy and Practice 40, pp.35-51.





<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /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 true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /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 /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


