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1   Introduction 

A main result in Hübler (2008) is the possibility of “adverse Cournot competition”. 

This means, one producer decreases output as a reaction to an output decrease of the 

other producer. Thus, if the first producer faces a cost increase, he will decrease his 

output, and the second producer will also do so, however to a smaller extent, so that 

the second producer will produce more relative to the first producer. While Hübler 

(2008) derives this result from numerical simulations, this paper derives the necessary 

conditions for this outcome strictly analytically in section 4. Section 2 repeats the 

model setup described by Hübler (2008). Section 3 provides the proof that the second 

order condition for a profit maximum in Hübler (2008) is indeed fulfilled. Section 5 

contains corrections of Hübler (2008). Section 6 concludes. 

 

2   Model setup 

The partial equilibrium model set up in Hübler (2008) 0

1 consists of final good Y 

production, located in the Western European region, and intermediate good X 

production located in the Western and in the Eastern European region. 

  ( ) 10.5;1 <α<X+XH=Y α
EW

α −      (1) 

The final good producer takes demand as given by the market. (The final good market 

form is not of importance in this case.) H is a high-skilled labor and high-technology 

intensive input, which is available in the Western area only and cannot be outsourced.  

 The process of intermediate good X production includes all activities requiring 

low-skilled labor like manual work and usual capital. X can be manufactured in 

Western (XW) or Eastern Europe (XE). Low-skilled labor is supplied in both regions. 

Intermediate good production can be moved to the East when production costs or 

wages are cheaper in the East, afterwards the manufactured intermediates are 

imported to the West. XW and XE are homogeneous goods and perfect substitutes so 

that they can be summed up to X = XW + XE. The assumption α > 0.5 implies a higher 

income share for the high-skilled labor and high-technology intensive input located in 

                                                 
1 This section is partly a citation of Hübler (2008), section 3. 
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the West (under perfect competition). The Cobb-Douglas function implies the 

possibility of replacing part of input X, produced with a high amount of low-skilled 

labor and a standard technology, by input H, produced by high-skilled workers and 

modern technologies, and vice versa. 

 The Y producer minimizes production costs for a given output Y: 

  
( ) α

EW
α

EEWWH

X+XH=Yt.s.

Xp+Xp+Hw=Cmin

−1
     (2) 

wH is the price of high-skilled labor intensive input H, pW and pE are the prices of X, 

manufactured in the Western or Eastern region. The final good Y producer is a price 

taker, he sets the input factor quantities according to the factor prices wH, pW and pE. 

 The intermediate good is manufactured by independent rivalling firms located 

in Western Europe or Eastern Europe, respectively. We call the former case 

outsourcing, the latter case offshore outsourcing. Intermediate good X production is 

represented by using Cobb-Douglas functions with the inputs capital K and low-

skilled labor L with constant returns to scale: 

  [ ]EW;=i,<β<LKA=X i
iβ

i
iβ

iii 10;1−     (3) 

The production processes in West and East differ in technologies Ai and in real wages 

wi. Capital is not mobile across boarders. Furthermore, differences in the returns to 

capital investment ri and in the elasticities of production βi and 1 - βi  are possible. 

 Cost minimizing X manufacturing leads to the following marginal costs ci: 

  ( ) iβ
i

iβ
ii

iβ
i

iβ
ii wrAββ=c −−−− − 1111      (4) 

Marginal costs ci are assumed constant and equal to the cost per unit of output. 

Marginal costs are derived from the exogenous parameters technology Ai, real wage 

wi, real return rate on investment ri and the Cobb-Douglas function exponents βi and 

1-βi. If the returns on investment and the exponents are similar in the East and West, a 

cost advantage can be achieved via a more efficient technology or a lower wage level. 

 X producers maximize their profits and have oligopolistic (monopolistic) 

power reflected in the price for X depending on the quantity of  X = XW + XE: 
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  ( ) iiiii XcXXp=Πmax ⋅−⋅      (5) 

Without any market power of X producers, prices would be equal to marginal costs. 

In general a productivity gap between East and West exists, and hence intermediate 

good production takes place in the area with lower marginal costs only. 

 In the case of Bertrand competition (price competition) intermediate good 

manufacturing occurs only in the cheaper region, too. Now the cheaper producer can 

increase the price for X and reduce the production quantity of X, but if he increases 

the price for X more than to the marginal costs of the rival X producer, he will loose 

all the demand for his product. 

 Cournot competition (competition in quantities) is the interesting case 

referring to the current tendencies in the European automotive industry as well as 

analytically. Under the assumption of pure Cournot competition the Eastern and 

Western company offer the intermediate good X at the same price pX = pW = pE . The 

firms optimize their supply of X taking the rivals reaction and the demand function 

for X given by the Western final good Y producer into account. The conditional factor 

demand function can be derived from (2): 

  ( ) ( ) Y
wα

pα=p,wY,X
α

H

x
xH

−

⎟⎟
⎠

⎞
⎜⎜
⎝

⎛
−1      (6) 

Total demand for X falls with the price pX and increases with wH, the price of the 

skilled labor intensive good H. Solving (6) for pX yields the inverse factor demand 

function for X: 

  αYαXw
α
α=p HX

11
1 −−

      (7) 

Obviously, the intermediate good suppliers face a non-linear and downward-sloping 

inverse factor demand function with respect to total X. Since α < 1, expanding the 

supply of total X leads to a more than proportional fall in the price pX. Hence, a 

monopolist would choose the output as small as possible, but in the oligopoly the 

situation is different. For every given positive quantity of one supplier there is an 

optimal output of the rival, which results in an equilibrium with positive quantities. 
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 In market equilibrium supply equals demand for X at the price pX, so that we 

can insert (7) into (5): 

  iiiHi XcXαYαXw
α
α=Πmax ⋅−⋅

− −
11

1
   (8) 

Accordingly, the oligopolists maximize their profits Πi by choosing their production 

quantities Xi and by taking the total amount X that includes their own and their rival's 

quantity into account. This results in the following first order conditions for profit 

maximization representing the oligopolists reaction functions with i = [W; E]: 

  0

111
1

1
1 =cαX+XαX

α
αYw

α
α=

dX
dΠ

iiH
i

i −
⎟⎟
⎟
⎟

⎠

⎞

⎜⎜
⎜
⎜

⎝

⎛

⋅
−

−
− −−

 (9) 

 

3   Second order condition for a profit maximum 

Now we want to show that the second order condition for the profit maximization 

problem in equation (8) is indeed fulfilled. We first rewrite the first order condition in 

equation (9) above using equation (7): 

 011 =−⎟
⎠
⎞

⎜
⎝
⎛ −

∂
∂

i
i

X
i

i c
X
Xp=

X
Π

α  

 
X

ii

p
c

X
X

=−⇔
α
11         (10) 

The second order condition for a profit maximum is the derivative of (9) and can be 

rewritten using (10): 

 011112

2
<⎟

⎠
⎞

⎜
⎝
⎛ −−⎟

⎠
⎞

⎜
⎝
⎛ −

∂
∂

∂
∂

X
X

X
p

X
X

X
p=

X
Π iXi

i

X

i

i

αα     (11) 

This condition is obviously fulfilled: 
i

X

X
p
∂
∂  is negative according to equation (7) with 
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[ ]EW;=iXX
i

i ,∑=  and in accordance with basic economic intuition. 
X
Xi

α
11−  is 

positive according to (10). Herein, equation (7) ensures that pX is indeed positive, 

while marginal costs ci and α are positive per definition. Finally, in the last term in 

(11), 
X
X i−1  is positive, because all output values are positive and Xi cannot exceed X. 

(Xi never becomes zero as long as marginal production costs ci are positive.) 

 

4   Condition for adverse Cournot competition 

This section proves analytically that a cost increase in a region reduces output in this 

region as expected. It then shows mathematically that under certain conditions a cost 

increase in one region not only decreases output in this region, but additionally 

slightly decreases output in the other region. Such an adverse Cournot behaviour is a 

main result of the considerations and simulations in Hübler (2008). This surprising 

result stems from the interconnection of production in the two regions via Cournot 

competition. 

 We recall and rewrite equation (11) in Hübler (2008), where cE denotes 

marginal production costs in the East, cW denotes marginal production costs in the 

West, and cWE = cW / cE. 

 
( )
( )

( )
( ) WE

EW

WE

WE

E

W
WE cα+cα

αc+cα
cα+α
α+cα

X
XV

−
−

=
−
−

=≡
1
1

1
1

    (12) 

and insert this expression into Hübler (2008), equation (15),  second expression:  

 

( )
( )

( )
( ) ( )

( ) ( ) ( ) Ywα'
c+c

cα+cα
c+c

cα+cα
c+c

αc+cαcα+cα
cα+cα

c+c

Y

cα+cα
αc+cα+c+c

wα'=X

α
H

EW

EW

EW

EW

EW

WEEW

EW

EW

EW

WE

α

EW

H
W

=Θ
−

Θ=
−

Θ=

−+−
−

Θ=

−
−⎟⎟

⎠

⎞
⎜⎜
⎝

⎛

+ ,
)(

11
)(

1

11
1

)(
1

1
11

1

1 αα

α    (13) 
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We first calculate a differential that tells us how production in the West (in absolute 

terms) reacts to marginal production cost changes in the West (in absolute terms), 

keeping all other variables constant. (Note that calculating the differential dXE / dcE 

leads to analogue results, i. e. the model is symmetric.) 

 

( ) ( )[ ]( )

( ) ( )[ ]( )

( )
α

α

α

αα

+

+

+

+

−+−−−
Θ=

+−−−
Θ=

+−−−
Θ

2

2

2

)1(2

1

)(
)12(1

)(
11)(1

)(
)(11)(1

EW

EW

EW

EWEW

EW

EWEWEW

W

W

c+c
cααcαα

c+c
αcα+cαc+cα

c+c
c+cαcα+cαc+cα=

dc
dX

  (14) 

Is this expression smaller or larger than zero? At first, all variables are positive per 

economically plausible assumption. At second, we assume α = ]0.5; 1[ throughout the 

paper. It follows that the numerator is clearly negative, while the denominator is 

clearly positive. Therefore, the whole differential is negative. As a consequence, 

higher production costs in the West, for example due to a rising Western wage level, 

reduce Western production and hence Western employment in absolute terms as 

expected. 

 We now derive a differential from (13) that tells us how production in the 

West (in absolute terms) reacts to marginal production cost changes in the East (in 

absolute terms), keeping all other variables constant: 

 

( )[ ]

( )[ ]( )

α

α

α

αα α

+

+

+

+

−++−
Θ=

+−−
Θ=

+−−
Θ

2

22

2

)1(2

1

)(
)1(

)(
11)(

)(
))(1(1)(

EW

WE

EW

EWEW

EW

EWEWEW

E

W

c+c
cααcα

c+c
αcα+cαc+cα

c+c
c+ccα+cαc+cα=

dc
dX

   (15) 

The condition for the differential to be smaller than zero is: 
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 0)1( 22 <−++− WE cααcα  

 EW
W

E c
c
c

α
αα :1
2

2
=<

−+
⇔        (16) 

If the condition is fulfilled, a cost increase in the East results in an output decrease in 

the West, this means there is “adverse Cournot competition”. We first check in which 

cases this condition is fulfilled for α = ]0.5; 1[ as assumed throughout Hübler (2008). 

If α is slightly below one, the whole expression on the left hand side of (16) is also 

slightly below one. Then condition (16) is still fulfilled when cE is at least as large as 

cW. This leads to the first result: Rising costs in the high-cost region always reduce 

output in the low-cost region. (Note that calculating the differential dXE / dcW leads to 

analogue results, i. e. the model is symmetric.)  

 If α is slightly above 0.5 the left hand side of condition (16) is slightly higher 

than -1. Solving 012 =−+ αα  yields 2
51

2,1
±−

=α . The positive solution is α1 ≈ 

0.618. This leads to the second result: In the interval α = ]0.5; 0.618[ rising costs in 

the low-cost region always reduce output in the high-cost region, independent of the 

production costs in the East and the West. On the contrary, in the interval α = [0.618; 

1[ rising costs in the low-cost region can decrease or increase output in the high-cost 

region depending on the cost differential cEW. This leads to the third result: In the 

interval α = [0.618; 1[ rising costs in the low-cost region reduce output in the high-

cost region only if the cost difference between the high- and low-cost region is small 

(so that cEW is high). If the cost difference is large (so that cEW is small), rising costs in 

the low-cost region increase output in the high-cost region. 

 In the simulations in Hübler (2008), section 8, we assumed α = 0.66. This 

leads to a critical cost ratio cEW ≈ 0.219. If the cost ratio cEW is higher than this critical 

value within the interval α = [0.618; 1[, the differential in (15) becomes negative, 

otherwise it becomes positive. The cost ratio with respect to average wage levels 

between the Czech Republic and Germany, for example, is just in the area of this 

critical value. Hence, according the model, further rising costs in the Czech Republic 

would likely have a slightly negative impact on German intermediate output. On the 

other hand, cost increases in a country like Romania would have a positive effect on 
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German intermediate output, because the cost ratio is larger than the critical value.3F1F

2 

 Moreover, α represents the income share of the high-skilled labor and high-

tech intensive input factor. This kind of input is used in final production, which is 

only located in the West. Thus, following the results above, a higher income share of 

the high-skilled and high-tech intensive factor reduces the likelihood that cost 

increases in the East are harmful for intermediate production in the West. 

 However, we need to take into account that in our partial equilibrium analysis 

the output of the final product is kept constant. Therefore, the analysis does not take 

into account how cost changes in intermediate production affect the output quantity in 

final production. 

 

5   Errata 

The last sentence in Hübler (2008), page 177 should read: For cWE towards infinity or 

towards zero the elasticity goes towards zero (Figure 1). 

 The first equation in (15) in Hübler (2008), page 178 correctly reads: 

 Y
V+c+c

wα'=X
WE

α

EW

H
E 1

1
⎟⎟
⎠

⎞
⎜⎜
⎝

⎛
 

 

6   Conclusion 

The analytic treatment of the model set up in Hübler (2008) has provided some new 

insights. Naturally, rising costs in one region reduce intermediate good output in the 

same region. The interesting question is under which conditions rising costs in one 

region also reduce output in the other region to some (possibly small) extent. This is 

the case of adverse Cournot competition. 

 The analysis shows that rising costs in the high-cost region always reduce 

output in the low-cost region. Furthermore, if the factor demand function is relatively 

steep, rising costs in the low-cost region always reduce output in the high-cost region, 

independent of the production costs in the East and the West. On the contrary, if the 

                                                 
2 Note that according to the model a large cost differential between Romania and Germany implies that 
the main part of intermediate production is located in Romania. 
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factor demand function is relatively flat, rising costs in the low-cost region can 

decrease or increase output in the high-cost region depending on the cost differential 

between East and West. In this case, rising costs in the low-cost region reduce output 

in the high-cost region only if the cost difference between the high- and low-cost 

region is small. 

 To illustrate the results, suppose the income share of the high-tech and high-

skilled labor intensive input factor is relatively high so that the factor demand 

function is relatively flat. Then according to the model, rising costs in the Czech 

Republic would likely have a negative impact on German intermediate good output. 

On the other hand, cost increases in a country like Romania would have a positive 

effect on German intermediate good output, because the cost ratio is larger than the 

critical value. Believing this result, policy makers need not be too concerned about 

reallocation of production to Eastern European countries with very low production 

costs due to changes in production costs (for example via wage bargaining) within 

Eastern countries. They should be more concerned about the reallocation effects due 

to production cost changes in countries where production costs are only slightly lower 

than in the home country. This is in accordance with the previous outcome of Hübler 

(2008), stating that changes in relative costs cause larger re-allocations of 

intermediate production, if the interregional cost difference is smaller.  

 Finally, following the results, a higher income share of the high-skilled and 

high-tech intensive factor reduces the likelihood that cost increases in the East are 

harmful for intermediate production in the West. This implies that a policy that 

fosters education and innovation as “assets” for production at home, makes 

companies less “vulnerable” to cost changes in other countries when taking offshore 

outsourcing into account. 

 However, the analysis says nothing about the magnitude and the economic 

significance of the results, and the caveats pointed out by Hübler (2008) apply. 

 

References 

Hübler, Michael (2008). The Labor Market Effects of Outsourcing Parts and 
Components: A Simple Model with Cournot Competition. Aussenwirtschaft 63(2), 
167-194. 



<<
  /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




