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and Vassilev N (2020)
Towards Better Understanding
of the Interactions and Efficient
Application of Plant Beneficial

Prebiotics, Probiotics,
Postbiotics and Synbiotics.
Front. Plant Sci. 11:1068.

doi: 10.3389/fpls.2020.01068

OPINION
published: 16 July 2020

doi: 10.3389/fpls.2020.01068
Towards Better Understanding of the
Interactions and Efficient Application
of Plant Beneficial Prebiotics,
Probiotics, Postbiotics and Synbiotics
Maria Vassileva1, Elena Flor-Peregrin1, Eligio Malusá2 and Nikolay Vassilev1*
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INTRODUCTION

It is well known that a gram of soil contains thousands of individual microbial taxa including
bacteria, fungi, protists, oomycetes and viruses. Many of them play the main role in ecosystem
functioning determining soil fertility and provide plant growth promotion and disease suppression,
(van der Heijden et al., 2008; Glick, 2012; Serna-Chavez et al., 2013; Maron et al., 2018). However,
after many years of chemical fertilization, soils lost their natural fertility, plant diversity and
microbial richness (Huang et al., 2019). In addition, an increasing number of stress factors are
observed such as salinity, alkalinity/acidity, contamination, nutrient deficiency or overload of
chemical fertilizers, drought, soil erosion due to climate change, and various biotic factors
(Fitzpatrick et al., 2019). The use of plant beneficial microorganisms (PBM) to mitigate these
0problems in cultivated crop production is now a common practice particularly in the modern,
sustainable agriculture and in the context of increasing world population and environmental and
climate concerns (Shilev et al., 2019). During the last 20–30 years, a large number of
microorganisms have been isolated, characterized and tested as biofertilizers and biocontrol
agents in controlled and natural conditions. The results confirmed the beneficial effect of the
selected microorganisms on plant growth and health, enhancing nutrient content and improving
soil properties. Now, the emphasis of the scientific activity in the field of microbial inoculants is on
developing environmentally friendly and efficient microbial formulations and analyse how the
introduced microorganisms affect microbial community, diversity, and the specific plant–
microorganisms interactions, which determine the plant holobiome functioning (Berg et al.,
2017). Therefore, at this moment, at least two major lines of research can be distinguished: the
first one deals with holobiome/hologenome studies including molecular mechanisms and genetic
regulation (and epigenetic mechanisms) of beneficial microbiota (Corbin et al., 2020) and, another
important line of research on the process of establishing a plant beneficial microbiome includes
development of efficient single or multiple microbial inoculants. A combination of pro- and
postbiotics could be applied to manage and stimulate the existing beneficial microbiome.
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WHAT IS IMPORTANT TO KNOW BEFORE
SELECTING A PBM?

There are many interrelated points in our understanding of the role
of PBM that should be taken into consideration when designing
inocula of PBM and applying them in the field. Firstly, the coexistence
of all multicellular eukaryotes and microorganisms forming a
holobiome and hologenome was evolutionary proved. The vast
majority of recent studies including in the field of plant–microbe
interactions, have confirmed the role of beneficial microorganisms in
host development, metabolism, stress adaptation, and health. It appears
that hosts can attract microorganisms with specific plant-beneficial
characteristics (Rodrigo et al., 2017). Secondly, due to chemicalization of
soils, climate and environmental changes, there is a clear decline in the
soil microbial diversity and in the number of PBM: plants are less able
to attract, select, and outsource their colonizers as the link between
them is broken (Hardoim et al., 2015). Therefore, based on previous
physical, chemical, and biological/biochemical analysis of the soil–plant
system and microenvironment, we should introduce microbial
inoculants composed by a single or multiple microorganism(s) (Qiu
et al., 2019). Thirdly, in some cases, microbial formulated products
demonstrated excellent plant growth promoting or plant protection
effects under greenhouse-controlled conditions, but showed
unsatisfactory results in field conditions. Moreover, some studies
demonstrated reduced plant growth and increased microbial
phytopathogenicity as a result of soil–plant systems inoculation with
potentially beneficial microorganisms in conditions of nutrient
saturation, changes in the microbial community, or environmental
and plant genotype effects (Rayan and Graham, 2002; van der Heijden
et al., 2008; Serna-Chavez et al., 2013; Fitzpatrick et al., 2018).

PREBIOTICS, PROBIOTICS,
AND POSTBIOTICS

Based on the above considerations, three strategies for microbial
management of soil–plant systems could be selected based on
prebiotics, probiotics, and postbiotics (Figure 1).
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Prebiotics and Synbiotics
Prebiotics are products, which improvemicrobial diversity and soil
microbial health by promoting the growth of soil microorganisms
already present within the soil–plant system. Prebiotics are natural
products, normally agro-industrial wastes, including biochar,
sewage sludge, compost, humus, animal manure, and chitin-
bearing wastes, among others, which ameliorate (particularly in
degraded soils) the soil structure, biochemical activity, and increase
microbial populationanddiversity (Baker et al., 2011;Vassilev et al.,
2013; Strachel et al., 2017). Compost and animal manure, however,
can be considered as synbiotic products (Adam et al., 2016) as they
containmicroorganisms (some of themwith beneficial properties);
PBM could be additionally inoculated into the compost. Solid-state
fermentation (SSF) based inoculants can also be defined as
synbionts. The final SSF products are multifunctional mixtures of
mineralized organic matter (with both prebiotic and carrier
functions) and plant beneficial microorganism(s) (with probiotic
plant growth promoting or biocontrol functions) (Vassilev and
Mendes, 2018). When the probiotic microorganism is a P-
solubilizing agent, the synbiotic mixture could additionally be
enriched with plant available P (Shilev et al., 2019). Similar
synbiotic characteristics can be observed in microbial inoculants
encapsulated in natural gels in the presence of additives with
beneficial microbial stimulating action (Vassilev et al., 2020).
Probiotics
In thefieldof soil–plant science, probiotics are acceptedasbeneficial
microorganisms, which exert health promoting and nutrient-
mobilizing properties, as defined by Haas and Keel (2003).
Particularly attractive are bacteria with high enzyme (ACC-
deaminase) activity, production of phytohormones (auxins,
cytokinins, gibberellins), osmolytic metabolites (e.g. trehalose,
glycin betaine) (Schilev et al., 2019). These microorganisms can
be found at best on the surface or within the plants (Mendes et al.,
2013; Hardoim et al., 2015). Once introduced into soil, probiotics
should develop a critical biomass level to exert their plant beneficial
traits. As this process is highly dependent on the soil–plant
FIGURE 1 | Diagram showing the three strategies for microbial management of soil–plant based on prebiotics, probiotics, and postbiotics approaches. Full lines
show the direct effect, dashed lines show the interactions, dotted lines—the formulation/production processes.
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characteristics and environmental conditions, it seemsdifficult for a
given singlemicroorganism or amicrobial consortium to reach this
critical cell number (Woo and Pepe, 2018). Therefore, after a long
period of studies on isolation, selection, and characterization of
PBM, research scientists are focused on development of economic
biotechnological processes for biomass/spores production and
formulation that will solve the above problems (Bashan et al.,
2016; Parnell et al., 2016; Vassilev and Mendes, 2018). Formulated
products can be liquid or solid and should fulfil a number of
requirements, the most important of which are to demonstrate
high colonizing effectiveness and competitiveness, and increase
plant nutrition and health status (Malusa and Vassilev, 2014). One
of the most promising formulation techniques is the encapsulation
in macro- and micro-beads of polysaccharides which guarantees
a continuous deliver of the inoculant into soil preventing the effect
of soil and environmental stress factors including indigenous
microbial community (Bashan et al., 2016; Qiu et al., 2019).
However, a simple gel-entrapment is not sufficient to ensure
economical advantages and desired agronomic impact of the
formulates (Vassilev et al., 2020). Double/multiple inoculants
combined with biostimulants and other additives including
seeds (all-in-one smart bio-formulates) should be developed to
complete with the traditional chemical fertilizers (Vassilev et al.,
2015; Trivedi et al., 2017). Another option, to avoid problems
during each phase within production, formulation, storage, and
establishment/action of the PBM in soil, is to use their plant
beneficial metabolites (postbiotics).
Postbiotics
Postbiotics are metabolic derivatives of PBM, which exert specific,
growth promoting and/or biocontrol, effects on plants thus
avoiding the risks associated with applying microbial cells.
Specific examples of such metabolite include phytohormones,
volatiles, and quorum-sensing compounds (Schikora et al., 2016).
Which are the risks of usingmicroorganisms in soil–plant systems?
Wrong formulation procedures without osmoprotectants, UV-
protectors, fillers with nutrient value, and other plant benefiting
additives usuallyprovoke inconsistent results underfield conditions
(Bashan et al., 2016; Vassilev et al., 2020). Further risks include
various abiotic and biotic factors, which affect the rate of microbial
colonization, the presence of other, more competent, components
of the microbial population, the level of plant needs and capacity to
attract and feed beneficial microorganism (Fierer, 2017). It is
important to note that the protocols for field applications of PBM
are not assuring that they will find their niche of establishing and
function. Moreover, it is yet not clearly known what kind of
metabolites the introduced microorganisms will release in the
soil–plant system. This complex set of conditions determines the
rate of survival of the inoculants and the performance of their target
functions (Kaminsky et al., 2019). Analysing all these aspects, it
appears that endophytic microorganisms are better protected from
adverse environmental conditions and, in addition, more efficient
functionally (Santoyo et al., 2017).

Shall we apply cell-free liquids containing specific or complex
metabolites produced by the PBM during fermentation under
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 3
controlled conditions? There are two options in developing such
kindof biotechnological products.Using cell-free fermentationbroth
liquids without further downstream operations for separation/
purification of specific metabolites is the most economic option
and, in some cases mixtures of different microbial cultures
demonstrate higher potential even after autoclaving (Mendes et al.,
2017; Hussain et al., 2020). Well-established and easy to perform
immobilized cell technology methods can be applied to repeatedly/
continuously use the metabolic activity of the microorganisms
(Kautola et al., 1990), producing plant growth promoting or
biocontrol compounds in repeated-batch or continuous fermentation
mode thus making the whole process more attractive economically
(Vassilev et al., 2017; Mishra and Arora, 2018).

Another approach includes operations such as fragmentation
and further use of extracts of the microbial mass or isolation of
specific metabolites from the fermentation liquid. However, the
application of specific metabolites in soil should be assessed
carefully, bearing in mind that in the rhizosphere there is a great
variety of microbial and plant metabolites involved in a wide
number of interrelated cooperative or antagonistic actions (Besset-
Manzoni et al., 2018). Therefore, before applying plant beneficial
metabolites directly after the fermentation production process or in
purified form, formulation operations should be performed to
ensure their efficient release into soil. Encapsulation and nano-
encapsulation of microbial metabolites was reported as an effective
tool in enhancing proliferation of shoots and rooting (Pour et al.,
2019). In this case, the inclusion of carbon nanotubes and SiO
nanoparticles in the alginate-gelatin nanocapsules increased the
overall beneficial effect of the formulated cell-free product. Nano-
formulations by encapsulation are expected to enhance the
metabolic stability of the microbial metabolites but their cost-
effectiveness can be increased if the principles of the precision
agriculture are applied (Duhan et al., 2017).
CONCLUDING REMARKS

ProductionandapplicationofPBMisnowoneof themostpromising
fields of research. The period of searching for easy to cultivate soil
microorganisms, their characterization, and testing in controlled
conditions was replaced by another one with studies on novel,
more efficient and economic fermentation mode of production and
formulations. Co-cultivation and formulation of compatible PBM
and inclusion of various additives in the formulations become
fundamental part of the overall production technology (Vassilev
et al., 2014;Vassilev et al., 2015;Vassilev et al., 2020).Another, pivotal
point of the new approach to understand andmanage the functional
and genetic role of soil microorganisms in the soil–plant systems, is
the comparison between human gut microbiome and plant
microbiome (Adam et al., 2016). Following the human gut
example, new strategies for exploitation of PBM appeared based on
prebiotic, probiotic, synbiotic, and postbiotic products. A previous
analysis of soil physical/chemical characteristics, microbial
community dynamics along the plant growth and depending on
the climatic specificity is a part of the overall assessment on which
July 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 1068
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approach will be most efficient. Here, we consciously do not discuss,
but should mention, other important issues such as how to control
the plant capability of attracting useful microorganisms, the role of
core and hub microbiota (Toju et al., 2018), and development of
multi-omics tools and interdisciplinary (or artificial intelligence)
approaches of management of all soil–microbe spatio-temporal
complex data (Aleklett et al., 2017). The advancement in the field
of PBM is substantial but there are still largely unexplored options for
“biotics” therapeutic treatment of soils and biotechnological
optimization of microbiome functioning in agro-soil systems
bearing in mind their extreme complexity (Fierer, 2017).
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 4
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Strachel, R., Wyszkowska, J., and Baćmaga, M. (2017). The Role of Compost in
Stabilizing the Microbiological and Biochemical Properties of Zinc-Stressed
Soil. Water Air Soil Pollut. 228, 349. doi: 10.1007/s11270-017-3539-6

Toju, H., Peay, K. G., Yamamichi, M., Narisawa, K., Hiruma, K., Naito, K., et al.
(2018). Core microbiomes for sustainable agroecosystems. Nat. Plants 4, 247–
257. doi: 10.1038/s41477-018-0139-4

Trivedi, P., Schenk, P. M., Wallenstein, M. D., and Singh, B. K. (2017). Tiny
microbes, big yields: enhancing food crop production with biological solutions.
Microb. Biotechnol. 10, 999–1003. doi: 10.1111/1751-7915.12804

van der Heijden, M. G. A., Bardgett, R. D., and van Straalen, N. M. (2008). The
unseen majority: soil microbes as drivers of plant diversity and productivity in
terrestrial ecosystems. Ecol. Lett. 11, 296–310. doi: 10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.
01139.x

Vassilev, N., and Mendes, G. (2018). “Solid-state fermentation and plant beneficial
microorganisms,” in Current Developments in Biotechnology and Bioengineering,
Current Advances in Solid-State Fermentation. Eds. A. Pandey, C. H. Larroche
and C. Soccol (Amsterdam: Elsevier), 402–416.

Vassilev, N., Martos, E., Mendes, G., Martos, V., and Vassileva, M. (2013). Biochar
of animal origin: a sustainable solution of the high-grade rock phosphate
scarcity. J. Sci. Food Agric. 93, 1799–1804. doi: 10.1002/jsfa.6130
Frontiers in Plant Science | www.frontiersin.org 5
Vassilev, N., Mendes, G., Costa, M., and Vassileva, M. (2014). Biotechnological
tools for enhancing microbial solubilization of insoluble inorganic phosphates.
Geomicrobiol. J. 31, 751–763. doi: 10.1080/01490451.2013.822615

Vassilev, N., Vassileva, M., Lopez, D., Martos, V., Reyes, A., Maksimivich, I., et al.
(2015). Unexploited potential of some biotechnological techniques for
biofertilizer production and formulation. Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol. 99,
4983–4996. doi: 10.1007/s00253-015-6656-6654

Vassilev, N., Eichler-Löbermann, B., Flor-Peregrin, E., Martos, V., Reyes, A., and
Vassileva, M. (2017). Production of a potential liquid plant bio-stimulant by
immobilized Piriformospora indica in repeated-batch fermentation process.
AMB Express 7, 106. doi: 10.1186/s13568-017-0408-z

Vassilev,N., Vassileva,M.,Martos, V.,Garcia delMoral, L. F., Kowalska, J., Tylkowski,
B., et al. (2020). Formulation of Microbial Inoculants by Encapsulation in Natural
Polysaccharides: Focus on Beneficial Properties of Carrier Additives and
Derivatives. Front. Plant Sci. 11, 270. doi: 10.3389/fpls.2020.00270

Woo, S. L., and Pepe, O. (2018). Microbial Consortia: Promising Probiotics as
Plant Biostimulants for Sustainable Agriculture. Front. Plant Sci. 9, 1801.
doi: 10.3389/fpls.2018.01801

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Vassileva, Flor-Peregrin, Malusa ́ and Vassilev. This is an open-
access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution
License (CC BY). The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted,
provided the original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the
original publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic
practice. No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.
July 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 1068

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-016-0457-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11103-016-0457-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/geb.12070
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-8391-5_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-981-13-8391-5_6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11270-017-3539-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41477-018-0139-4
https://doi.org/10.1111/1751-7915.12804
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01139.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2007.01139.x
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.6130
https://doi.org/10.1080/01490451.2013.822615 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00253-015-6656-6654 
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13568-017-0408-z
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00270
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2018.01801
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science
http://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/plant-science#articles

	Towards Better Understanding of the Interactions and Efficient Application of Plant Beneficial Prebiotics, Probiotics, Postbiotics and Synbiotics
	Introduction
	What is Important to Know Before Selecting a PBM?
	Prebiotics, Probiotics, and Postbiotics
	Prebiotics and Synbiotics
	Probiotics
	Postbiotics

	Concluding Remarks
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References



<<
  /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


