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The Project Portfolio Selection is a complex process that involves many factors and consid-
erations since the project is proposed until the project portfolio is finally selected. Project
Portfolio Management is the iterative process of assessment, selection and implementation
of projects, and the most important part of that is to select projects for portfolio where the
organization is required to identify and prioritize projects with the most objective alignment
to its objectives. Since the selection of a suitable projects is very important, it is necessary
to develop mathematical models to lead the organization towards the final goal. To achieve
this goal, these models should reflect the organization's position, goals and priorities as much
as possible. In this paper, we propose a multi - objective model for selecting the project
portfolio that maximizes efficiency, quality while minimizes the risk involved in project
execution.

© 2019 by the authors; licensee Growing Science, Canada.

1. Introduction

Given the competitiveness of global markets, the selection of the project portfolio is one of the most
important decisions related to all firms (Lin & Hsieh, 2004). Since it is not possible to compare two
projects, the projects should be compared with the group, so the problem of the project portfolio
selection is critical for all companies (Chien, 2002). The project portfolio consists of a number of
projects that are in the same vein and run with a single management and compete with respect to
the limited resources they have (Archer & Ghasemzadeh). The use of this technique is a powerful
strategic tool to enhance competitiveness and economic value (Shenhar et al., 2001). Important
criteria that are used to optimize the project portfolio include available resources and related con-
straints, the relationship between projects in the portfolio, strategic alignment of projects and or-
ganization and the benefit of portfolio performance. Problems that exist in the project portfolio

include:

1- Goals that are not in one line are conflicting; some have access and some are unavailable,
so some of these projects are not easy to execute (Archer & Ghasemzadeh, 1999).
2- There are unknown contacts between cost parameters and project risk (Medaglia et al.,

2007).
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3- Some projects are connected and organizations are unable to measure only one project, but
must also measure a set of projects (Radulescu & Radulescu, 2001).

In Project Portfolio Management a series of processes will be made to increase the portfolio produc-
tivity, one of which is the process of selecting the project for the project portfolio (Martinsuo &
Lehtonen, 2007). The strategy includes the processes of preparing project plans, assessing projects,
assessing the risk of project, determining the degree of project compliance with the organization's
strategy, the amount of resources needed for the project, the prioritization of projects and the selec-
tion of projects (Dietrich & Lehtonen, 2005; Ghorbani & Rabbani, 2009).

The wrong decisions in selecting the project have negative consequences, the first is that the re-
sources available in unsuitable projects are consumed, and the second is that the organization loses
benefits that could benefit from using resources in suitable projects (Martino, 1995). The selection
of the right project is involved with the critical success factors of the organizations (Cleland &
Ireland, 1994; Hemmatizadeh & Mohammadi, 2019). Archer and Ghasemzadeh classify the prev-
alent methods related to the issue of project selection and suggested two groups. The first group is
mainly on social issues, grouped based on qualitative criteria and experts perspectives. The second
group is based on operational researches that is divided into two multi- objective decision- making
and multi- criteria decision making.

Two categories are suggested for selecting projects, the first involves capital budgeting problems,
development and research (R&D) and Information Technology ( IT ), the latter includes the means
and methods used for the project selection (Rabbani & Bajestani, 2010). Many mathematical mod-
els have been developed to help organizations select the appropriate project. Many people studied
the dependency of volunteer projects and proposed nonlinear programming model that considers
profit, revenues, costs, resources and they used branch and bound algorithm to solve the proposed
model (Schmidt, 1993). Projects related to available resources and constraints are aimed at maxim-
izing the current net value, while the return of each project depends on the completion of the project
and projects that have been executed before the project (Kyparisis et al., 1996).

Consider a multi-objective mathematical model that maximizes profit with respect to quantitative
and qualitative criteria, which formulated important and critical factors in the choice of the R&D
Project portfolio (Rabbani et al., 2006). Liu and Wang (2011) proposed a general model for profit
maximization by considering the budget and resource constraints for the project selection, where
CP is used to solve the problem.

Gutjahr and Froeschl (2013) proposed a multi-objective optimization model that maximizes the
productivity of human resources to choose the project portfolio. Shou et al. (2014) used a multi -
factor evolutionary algorithm aimed at maximizing the current net value for the selection and plan-
ning of the project portfolio.

Tofighian and Naderi (2015) proposed a mixed integer linear model that aims at maximizing the
expected profit and diversifying resources for the selection and planning of the project. In order to
resolve the model, they implemented the colony optimization method and surveyed the initial cap-
ital of investors and net cash flow using a portfolio optimization model in which the combined risk
return index was defined for optimal investment in selecting an investment strategy. Zhang et al.
(2011) presented a model using a novel genetic algorithm for optimal investment and consumer
decision-making to choose the project portfolio with flexible time, where a series of constraints in
controlling the risk of bankruptcy, project initiation time, capital reimbursement strategies were
considered.

Since projects are always a major problem, organizations need to select the best projects among
competitive projects. By reviewing the literature, it became clear that a few of the previous studies
considered the subject the several times in the project portfolio selection. In most techniques that
are used to select the project, only one or more independent criteria are considered. Due to the low
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number of contractors in the past, the companies were forced to submit their projects to any con-
tracting. But in today's issues, quality is considered as an important factor in project control.

Companies and industries want to use project management to increase quality, enhance customer
satisfaction, maintain and improve their position, and increasing productivity in the competitive
world. On the other hand, because of the variability in the rate of return of the project and changes
such as political, economic, market position, competitors, the project risk is due to the lack of ful-
filment of our predictions for the future.

In this paper, a multi-objective model with three simultaneous objective functions is considered
which includes quality, return and risk of the project. Regarding the problems that exist in the pro-
ject selection, the dependence and relationship between projects is also considered. The main ob-
jective of this paper is to find the best solution for the project selection, considering the quality,
return and risk of all projects.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents a multi-objective model for
selecting the project portfolio with regard to risk, return and quality. Section 3 contains a case study
(In about one sentence write about the case study of this paper) and concludes with the implemen-
tation of this model.

2. A model for project portfolio selection

The assumptions are as follows:

1. Quantitative and qualitative objectives are considered.

2. All selected projects should be completed at the end of the planning horizon.
3. The planning horizon of multiple time periods is considered.

4. The rate of resource consumption and the amount of resources are pre - determined for each
period of time.

5. The selected project will be done only by a contractor.
6. The dependence and relationship between projects is considered.
2.1. Problem symbols

A project selection problem is considered from N project, C contractors and T time period. Each
project has its own returns, risks and qualities, all depending on the start time of the project and the
contractor. It is assumed that Bj.t, Qjct, and Rjc refer to efficiency, quality, and risk ,respectively.
The resource consumption rate and the amount of resources for each period are considered by

a; and 1} respectively. The duration of the project done by the contractor is shown by d;s. The
proposed model is a multi-objective planning model that aims to maximize returns and quality and
minimize risk. The main question here is: which project should start with the contractor to achieve
the goals?

Indexes:
i,j Indexes for projects; i, j={1,2,....n}
c Indexes for contractor; c={1,2,....c}
t,h Indexes for time period; t={1,2,....T}
k Indexes for objective function; k={1,2,3}

Parameters:



T Number of time periods

Tict Risk of project i in time # with contractor ¢

Qict Quality of project i in time ¢ with contractor ¢

bic: Return of project i in time ¢ with contractor ¢

d;. Duration of project i with contractor ¢

Wy Target factor 7 in the final objective function

a; Required amount of resource for project i

T, Available amount of resource in time ¢

M;; 1 if projects i and j are interdependent, 0 otherwise
Variable:
Xice 1 if project i starts in time t with contractor ¢, 0 otherwise

1<t<T-d;.+1

2.2. Objective function

The deterministic model can be formulated as follows:

3

7z = sz*wk )

k=1

Equation (1) is the final objective function, which is the sum of the three objective functions risk,
quality and profit.

n T—-dic+1 ¢
min R = Z Z Z Tict * Xict 2
i=1 t=1 c=1
n T—dic+l ¢
max B = Z Z Z bict * Xice 3
i=1 t=1 c=1

n T—-di+1 ¢

max Q = Z Z Z Qict * Xict “4)
i=1 t=1 c=1

The Egs. (2) - (4) are the objective function that is to minimize the risk and maximize profits, quality
of the project.

min{t,T—d;.+1}

i(i > Xedasn ve 5)

i=1 c=1 j=max{1,t—d;.+1}

The set constraint (5) ensures that resource constraints are not violated and always resources re-
quired by contractors should be less than the amount of resources available in this period.

T—dic+1 T—-djc+1

2 Xiet + 2 Xice *M;j; <1 Vi, j,c € H; (6)
t=1 t=1
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The set of constraint (6) shows the interdependence between projects and dependent projects that

should not be initiated by a contractor in a period of time.

T_diC+1 c
Z Zx <1 vi )
t=1 c=1

The set of constraints (7) determines when each project will start and with which contracting.

[

> i = vi,t ®)

c=1

The set constraint (8) determines that each project can be done by a contractor in a period of time.
Xice € {0,1} €))

The set constraint (9) defines the decision variables.

3. Experimental results

In this section, we tested the model with a real case study to determine the model.

3.1 Case study

In this section, we use a case study to describe model implementation and data is derived from a
contract company in Mazandaran. We name all projects according to a series of privacy problems.
MMG is a contracting company where many projects have been proposed to implement in the com-
pany. In MMG first the quality, efficiency, risk, and other parameters, such as available resources
are estimated and the company selects better projects for implementation.

The risk of projects is determined by the contractor because it is generated by multiplying the pos-
sibility in intensity or risk empirically. The efficiency is considered as the severity and the proba-
bility is given by the contractor, but other parameters are estimated by the project manager, execu-
tive directors and consultants. Five projects have been offered to the company and horizon periods
are 6 months. Also, return, quality, risk and constraints must be satisfied. The available resources
are 45 items per each period of time. The selected project is only executed by a contractor and each
time the selected project should be completed within the same time frame. Other data are shown in
Tables (1-6).

Table 1
Required resource for each project
i
1 2 3 4 5

aj 18 9 8 16 14
Table 2
Duration of projects

C

dic

—
(O, N SN S I NS I

BN =N W~
N — W N RN
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Table 3

Interdependencies between projects

J
M;; 1 2 3 4 5
1 0 1 0 1 1
2 1 0 0 0 0
1 3 0 0 1 0 1
4 0 1 0 0 0
5 1 0 1 0 0
Table 4
Return of projects
C1 C2
t t
Dict 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 30 22 27 22 17 17 26 22 25 18 19 18
2 28 24 23 26 19 19 29 22 26 23 25 19
I 3 26 27 26 22 20 19 27 28 24 28 22 19
4 29 27 25 28 17 16 27 28 24 24 20 18
S 27 23 22 21 19 18 29 21 25 24 23 20
Table 5
Quality of projects
C1 C2
t t
Qlct 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 100 100 90 98 90 95 96 94 98 97 98 98
2 92 95 94 95 99 100 85 86 95 92 92 97
I 3 8 82 83 88 92 95 87 87 95 92 92 97
4 84 83 85 92 97 98 86 88 93 93 93 95
5 86 94 96 94 98 100 85 88 91 95 99 95
Table 6
Risk of projects
Ci C2
t t
Tict 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 10 11 15 18 13 11 21 15 15 12 12 12
2 20 18 19 9 12 19 13 20 17 13 13 15
I 3 10 21 19 18 16 13 23 22 19 16 14 16
4 22 24 18 14 14 14 25 15 19 13 13 14
5 15 17 17 16 12 15 18 18 15 18 10 9

The model is solved by GAMS 24.1.3 on a personal computer based on 2.8 GHz at 0.016 seconds
since the computer with the CPLEX solver. After solving the model with the software Gams, we
conclude that projects 1, 4 are initiated with the contractor 1 in the 1, 5, and projects 2, 5 with the
contractor 2 in the period 3, 5 and other projects are eliminated. The objective function value is

equal to 308.4.
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Table 7
Project i starts in time ¢ with contractor ¢
C1 C2
t t
Xict 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
A
g Projects| W ______
§eojecc2| | Vi
é Project4f | m ______
Switt| W22
P Period
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Fig. 1. Optimal scheduling of the project by contractors
Table 8
The objective function and their factors
Optimal Objective value 1 k2 3 Multi objective result
Z 51 393 96 308.4
\\ -0.1 0.7 0.4

4. Conclusions

Decision makers usually face resources and budgets constraints to achieve expected profit, so they
have to decide which projects to consider. The purpose of this paper is to help decision makers in
the selection and planning of the project portfolio. The different goals that conflict with each other
have the main role in the project selection. The issue of selecting the project may have different
goals, but maximum benefit is always considered as the main purpose. This paper suggests how to
select some projects among competing projects with respect to return, quality, risk and availability
of resources and other technical constraints in the real world. It is also formulated in a given envi-
ronment and then the effectiveness of the proposed model is evaluated by the case study.

References

Archer, N.P. & Ghasemzadeh, F. (1999). An integrated framework for project portfolio selection.
International Journal of Project Management, 17(4), 207-216.

Chien, C.-F. (2002). A portfolio-evaluation framework for selecting R&D projects. R&D Manage-
ment, 32, 359-368.

Cleland, D.I. & Ireland, L.R. (1994). Project management: strategic design and implementation.
Vol. 4, McGraw-Hill New York, NY.

Dietrich, P. & Lehtonen, P. (2005). Successful management of strategic intentions through multiple
projects—Reflections from empirical study. International Journal of Project Management, 23(5),
386-391.



256

Ghorbani, S. & Rabbani, M. (2009). A new multi-objectivealgorithm for a project selection prob-
lem. Advances in Engineering Software, 40(1), 9-14.

Gutjahr, W.J. & Froeschl K. A. (2013). Project portfolio selection under uncertainty with outsourc-
ing opportunities. Flexible Services and Manufacturing Journal, 25(1-2), 255-281.

Hemmatizadeh, M.A. & Mohammadi, E. (2019). Project portfolio selection problem with exponen-
tial synergistic effects. Journal of Project Management, 4, 241-248

Kyparisis, G.J., Gupta, S.K. & Ip, C-M. (1996). Project selection with discounted returns and mul-
tiple constraints. Furopean Journal of Operational Research, 94(1), 87-96.

Lin, C. & Hsieh, P. (2004). A fuzzy decision support system for strategic portfolio management.
Decision Support Systems, 38(3), 383-398.

Liu, S.-S. & Wang, C.-J. (2011). Optimizing project selection and scheduling problems with time-
dependent resource constraints. Automation in Construction, 20(8), 1110-1119.

Martino, J.P. (1995). Research and development project selection. Vol. 23, Wiley.

Martinsuo, M. & Lehtonen, P. (2007). Role of single-project management in achieving portfolio
management efficiency. International Journal of Project Management, 25(1), 56-65.

Medaglia, A.L., Graves S.B., & Ringuest J.L. (2007). A multiobjective evolutionary approach for
linearly constrained project selection under uncertainty. European Journal of Operational Re-
search, 179(3), 869-894.

Rabbani, M., Bajestani, M.A. & Khoshkhou, G.B. (2010). A multi-objective particle swarm opti-
mization for project selection problem. Expert Systems with Applications, 37(1), 315-321.

Rabbani, M., et al. (2006). A Comprehensive model for R and D project portfolio selection with
zero-one linear goal-programming. International Journal of Engineering-Transactions A: Ba-
sics, 19(1), 55-58.

Radulescu, C.Z. & Radulescu, M. (2001). Project portfolio selection models and decision support.
Studies in Informatics and Control, 10(4), 275-286.

Schmidt, R.L. (1993). A model for R&D project selection with combined benefit, outcome and
resource interactions. Engineering Management, IEEE Transactions on, 40(4), 403-410.

Shenhar, A.J., et al. (2001). Project success: a multidimensional strategic concept. Long Range
planning, 34(6), 699-725.

Shou, Y., Xiang, W., Li, Y., & Yao, W. (2014). A multiagent evolutionary algorithm for the re-
source-constrained project portfolio selection and scheduling problem. Mathematical Problems
in Engineering, 2014.

Tofighian, A.A. & Naderi, B. (2015). Modeling and solving the project selection and scheduling.
Computers & Industrial Engineering, 83, 30-38.

Yu, L., et al. (2012). Genetic algorithm-based multi-criteria project portfolio selection. Annals of
Operations Research, 197(1), 71-86.

Zhang, W. G., Mei, Q., Lu, Q., & Xiao, W. L. (2011). Evaluating methods of investment project
and optimizing models of portfolio selection in fuzzy uncertainty. Computers & Industrial En-
gineering, 61(3), 721-728.

© 2018 by the authors; licensee Growing Science, Canada. This is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attrib-

ution (CC-BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /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 /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /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 true
  /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

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /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 <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /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 [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


