
Date of origin: 1995 
Last review date: 2005 

An ACR Committee on Appropriateness Criteria and its expert panels have developed criteria for determining appropriate imaging examinations for diagnosis and treatment of specified medical 
condition(s). These criteria are intended to guide radiologists, radiation oncologists and referring physicians in making decisions regarding radiologic imaging and treatment.  Generally, the complexity and 
severity of a patient's clinical condition should dictate the selection of appropriate imaging procedures or treatments.  Only those exams generally used for evaluation of the patient's condition are ranked.  
Other imaging studies necessary to evaluate other co-existent diseases or other medical consequences of this condition are not considered in this document.  The availability of equipment or personnel may 
influence the selection of appropriate imaging procedures or treatments.  Imaging techniques classified as investigational by the FDA have not been considered in developing these criteria; however, study 
of new equipment and applications should be encouraged.  The ultimate decision regarding the appropriateness of any specific radiologic examination or treatment must be made by the referring physician 
and radiologist in light of all the circumstances presented in an individual examination.    
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American College of Radiology 
ACR Appropriateness Criteria® 

Clinical Condition: Pulsatile Abdominal Mass 

Radiologic Procedure Rating Comments RRL*

CTA abdomen 8 
Prefer MDCTA. Accurately defines the 
anatomy of the aorta and its branches and 
the adjacent organs and tissues. 

Med 

US aorta 8 The definitive screening modality but only 
measures aortic diameter accurately. None 

INV aortography 7 
Accurately defines extent and branch 
involvement but less accurate in defining 
diameter. Expensive and invasive. 

IP 

CT abdomen with contrast 7 
Accurately defines aortic size and useful 
in defining extent. Relatively quick with 
acceptable cost. 

Med 

MRI abdomen 6 
Better than CT in defining extent but more 
expensive and time consuming. Can 
diagnose an inflammatory aneurysm. 

None 

CT abdomen without contrast 6 If contrast injection contraindicated or for 
rapid and accurate screening. Med 

MRA abdomen 6 
Accurately defines the anatomy of the 
aorta and its branches and the adjacent 
organs and tissues. 

None 

CTA abdomen 6  Med 

INV arteriography lower extremity 5 Important if there are signs or symptoms 
of peripheral vascular disease. Low 

X-ray abdomen 5 

Easily performed and inexpensive, but not 
accurate in estimating diameter of the 
aorta. Lateral is more accurate than the 
frontal radiograph in estimating aortic 
diameter. 

Med 

US abdomen 4 May miss small aneurysm. Useful if aorta 
found normal on aortic US. None 

X-ray intravenous urography 3 

Only indicated if additional information 
needed about the urinary tract. May be a 
supplement to contrast-enhanced CT 
studies. 

Med 

US aorta with Doppler 3 
Useful only if signs or symptoms of 
peripheral vascular disease are present and 
angiography not planned. 

None 

INV aortography abdomen 3 Rarely indicated. Risky in patients with 
large aneurysms. Med 

Rating Scale:  1=Least appropriate, 9=Most appropriate *Relative 
Radiation Level 
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PULSATILE ABDOMINAL MASS 

Expert Panel on Vascular Imaging: Julius Grollman, 
MD1; Michael A. Bettmann, MD2; Thomas Casciani, 
MD3; Antoinette S. Gomes, MD4; Stephen R. Holtzman, 
MD5; Joseph F. Polak, MD, MPH6; David Sacks, MD7; 
William Stanford, MD8; Michael Jaff, MD9;  
Gregory L. Moneta, MD.10 

Summary of Literature Review 
Clinical palpation of a pulsating abdominal mass alerts 
the clinician to the presence of a possible abdominal 
aortic aneurysm (AAA), a common vascular disorder seen 
in older individuals. Although AAA is found more 
commonly in men, women are also afflicted, especially 
after age 70. However, the finding of a pulsatile 
abdominal mass can also be caused by a tortuous 
abdominal aorta and transmitted pulsations from the aorta 
to a nonvascular mass. 

An AAA may be defined as a localized arterial dilatation 
of at least 50% greater than the normal diameter. 
Arteriomegaly, a variation of the same disease process, is 
a diffuse aneurysmal dilatation also greater than 50% of 
the expected normal diameter (some would accept the 
diagnosis of arteriomegaly at a diameter somewhat less). 
Although any arterial dilatation greater than the normal 
diameter is pathologically considered an aneurysm, the 
term ectasia is commonly applied to dilatations less than 
50%. 

Imaging studies are important in diagnosing the cause of a 
pulsatile abdominal mass and, if an AAA is found, to 
determine its size, extent, involvement of its branches and 
associated significant stenotic visceral, renal, and 
peripheral arteries. Confirmation of the presence of an 
AAA is extremely important because the mortality of 
ruptured AAA is greater than 50% when the patient 
reaches the hospital and probably greater than 90% if pre-
hospital deaths are included. Currently elective repair is 
recommended for aneurysms 5.5 cm or greater in 
diameter. Ultrasound (US) surveillance is recommended 
for aneurysms less than 5.5 cm in diameter because 
survival is not improved by surgery. Imaging studies 
commonly described in the literature include, in the order 
of their development: abdominal radiographs, intravenous 
urography, catheter aortography, US, computed 
tomography (CT), magnetic resonance imaging (MRI), 
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CT angiography (CTA), and MR angiography (MRA). 
The rapid recent technological advances in MRI and, 
particularly, CT have led to changes in the approach to 
the evaluation of both suspected and confirmed AAA. 

Abdominal Radiograph 
Radiographs are simple and inexpensive to obtain and, in 
past decades, were the classic imaging method to 
determine whether an AAA was present. The presence of 
calcification in the abdominal aortic wall, although 
common in patients with an AAA, is not invariably 
present but is necessary to positively identify a mass as 
vascular. Furthermore, a tortuous, calcified aorta can 
mimic an AAA unless both lateral walls can be seen. 
Generally, a supine anteroposterior abdominal radiograph 
is obtained, but a lateral projection may be helpful and 
has been recommended by some as the sole radiographic 
diagnostic modality. Although radiographs may be 
helpful in the diagnosis of the presence of a possible 
AAA, they are very unreliable for diameter measurement, 
an important deficiency because the diameter is predictive 
of the likelihood of rupture. 

Intravenous Urography 
Intravenous urography has the same limitations in the 
diagnosis of AAA, but it can give some information about 
the presence of urinary tract involvement. The additional 
expense does not justify its routine use for the diagnosis 
of AAA. Therefore, this procedure is recommended only 
if additional information about the urinary tract is needed. 
Further, contrast-enhanced CT of the abdomen may be 
obtained if obstructive uropathy is identified on the CT 
study. 

Ultrasound 
US is the most commonly recommended screening 
imaging modality because, if properly performed, CT can 
accurately measure the aortic anteroposterior diameter. 
Also, it can be performed portably. Aortic US specifically 
should be requested if evaluation is for a pulsating 
abdominal mass, because general “abdominal US” may 
fail to disclose a small AAA. Abdominal US is then 
requested only if aortic US reveals a normal diameter 
aorta. Color flow duplex US is useful for the diagnosis of 
concomitant peripheral vascular disease when there are 
symptoms of claudication and the peripheral pulses, 
especially femoral, are decreased or absent. 

If aortography is to be performed, duplex scanning is 
superfluous unless concomitant renal insufficiency limits 
the contrast medium load. Aortic US is limited in its 
ability to delineate the craniad and caudad extent of the 
AAA as well as its involvement of the visceral, renal, and 
iliac arteries. Transesophageal echocardiography may 
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define the thoracic extension of an AAA but is not 
recommended as a routine diagnostic modality. 

Nuclear Medicine 
Although blood pool radionuclide imaging can visualize 
AAAs, there is no real role for this technique as a routine 
method in the evaluation of pulsatile abdominal masses. 
Renal function evaluations such as with the Captopril 
challenge renal scan may have rare indications if there is 
severe, difficult to control systemic hypertension. 
However, these studies have no place in the routine 
evaluation of a pulsatile abdominal mass. 

Computed Tomography 
CT has emerged as an accepted diagnostic imaging 
modality for an AAA. In addition to accurate diameter 
measurement, it can delineate its extent, justifying the 
significant expense above that of US. Many papers have 
proposed CT as the initial diagnostic modality, suggesting 
that in the absence of clinical findings of severe systemic 
hypertension, claudication, or decreased peripheral pulses, 
no further preoperative imaging would be necessary. 

Helical (spiral) CT can be performed rapidly and can be 
substituted for both radiographs and US. Intravenous 
iodinated contrast injection is necessary to obtain the full 
benefit of this modality, although noncontrast CT will 
accurately measure the diameter and delineate its extent. 
Helical CT with contrast (CTA) is a technological 
advance that better defines the anatomic pathology and 
has significantly decreased the need for angiography. 
Three-dimensional reconstructions using maximum 
intensity projections, curved planar reformations, and 
shaded surface displays are yielding superb diagnostic 
images of the abdominal aorta. 

Multidetector or multislice CT (MDCT) scanners, with 4 
to 64 detector rows are faster and produce even better 
anatomical definition of the aorta and adjacent organs and 
tissues and, with new techniques, allow concomitant 
evaluation of renal, pelvic, and peripheral vasculature. 
Electron beam CT (EBCT) angiography has been 
successfully used to image the abdominal aorta, but 
EBCT scanners are not widely available. Virtual CT 
endoscopy of the aorta and its branches is an emerging 
technique that awaits validation and requires special 
software. 

Magnetic Resonance Imaging 
MRI and especially MRA define the anatomic extent of 
AAAs better than CT. The absence of iodinated contrast 
and ionizing radiation is a further advantage of this 
modality. Also, this modality is less costly than 
conventional angiography. 

MRA specifically can image the visceral, renal, and iliac 
arteries. With rapid improvement in MRA technology, 
including reconstruction techniques, the ability to 

completely image an AAA and show its relationship to 
and involvement of its immediate aortic branches is 
improving. Gadolinium-enhanced 3-dimensional MRA is 
proving to be superior to angiography in the diagnosis and 
delineation of AAA. Newer blood pool agents may add 
further information and increase convenience and speed. 

Catheter Angiography 
The routine use of catheter angiography (CA) in the 
imaging of pulsatile abdominal masses and even AAAs 
confirmed by other modalities, previously controversial, 
is now rarely necessary. CA does not accurately measure 
the diameter of an AAA and rarely may even misdiagnose 
its absence. It is no longer the “gold standard” in defining 
the pathologic anatomy of an AAA and its branch and 
peripheral arteries. The use of CA is now limited to 
institutions without adequate MR or CT technology. 
Selective visceral, renal, spinal, and coronary 
arteriography are believed to be indicated only in very 
specific clinical situations. Much of this information can 
now be obtained less invasively and probably more 
accurately with CTA and perhaps MRA. 

Summary 
The consensus of the literature supports aortic US as the 
initial imaging modality of choice when a pulsatile 
abdominal mass is present. If an AAA that may need 
surgical or endovascular intervention is confirmed by US 
or screening helical CT, the decision between contrast 
helical CT/CTA, MDCT, MRI/MRA, or conventional CA 
depends on the availability of the more sophisticated 
imaging modalities. Helical CTA and contrast-enhanced 
MRA clearly are satisfactory replacements for CA except 
when there are specific unanswered questions about 
coexistent peripheral vascular, renal, or visceral arterial 
obstructive disease or involvement by the aneurysm. They 
now may be performed so rapidly, safely, and accurately 
that CTA and MRA may now be considered as the initial 
test in patients with high clinical suspicion. 

Anticipated Exceptions 
In emergent situations where rupture has already 
occurred, all the imaging modalities may be bypassed, 
because the patient will need immediate operation for 
survival. In urgent situations, where clinical diagnosis is 
fairly certain and rupture is impending, CTA or MRA 
may be the initial and only examination requested, 
bypassing US. 

Relative Radiation Level Information 
Potential adverse health effects associated with radiation 
exposure are an important factor to consider when 
selecting the appropriate imaging procedure. Because 
there is a wide range of radiation exposures associated 
with different diagnostic procedures, a relative radiation 
level (RRL) indication has been included for each 
imaging examination. The RRLs are based on effective 
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dose, which is a radiation dose quantity that is used to 
estimate population total radiation risk associated with an 
imaging procedure. Additional information regarding 
radiation dose assessment for imaging examinations can 
be found in the ACR Appropriateness Criteria® Radiation 
Dose Assessment Introduction document. 

Relative Radiation Level Designations 
Relative Radiation 

Level* 
Effective Dose  

Estimate Range 
None 0 

Minimal < 0.1 mSv 
Low 0.1-1 mSv 

Medium 1-10 mSv 
High 10-100 mSv 

*RRL assignments are not included for some 
examinations. The RRL assignments for the IP (in 
progress) exams will be available in future releases. 

References 
1. Ernst CB. Abdominal aortic aneurysm. N Engl J Med 1993; 

328(16):1167-1172. 
2. Bickerstaff LK, Hollier LH, Van Peenen HJ, et al. Abdominal 

aortic aneurysms: the changing natural history. J Vasc Surg 1984; 
1(1):6-12. 

3. Johnston KW, Rutherford RB, Tilson MD, et al. Suggested 
standards for reporting on arterial aneurysms. J Vasc Surg 1991; 
13(3):452-458. 

4. Schwarcz TH, Flanigan DP. Repair of abdominal aortic aneurysms 
in patients with renal, iliac or distal arterial occlusive disease. Surg 
Clin North Am 1989; 69(4):845-857. 

5. Guirguis EM, Barber GG. The natural history of abdominal aortic 
aneurysms. Am J Surg 1991; 162(5):481-483. 

6. Diehl JT, Cali RF, Hertzer NR, Beven EG. Complications of 
abdominal aortic reconstruction. An analysis of perioperative risk 
factors in 557 patients. Ann Surg 1983; 197(1):49-56. 

7. Lederle FA, Wilson SE, Johnson GR, et al. Immediate repair 
compared with surveillance of small abdominal aortic aneurysms. 
N Engl J Med 2002; 346(19):1437-1444. 

8. The United Kingdom Small Aneurysm Trial Participants. Long-
term outcomes of immediate repair compared with surveillance of 
small abdominal aortic aneurysms. N Engl J Med 2002; 
346(19):1445-1452. 

9. MacSweeney ST, O’Meara M, Alexander C, et al. High prevalence 
of unsuspected abdominal aortic aneurysm in patients with 
confirmed symptomatic peripheral or cerebral arterial disease. Br J 
Surg 1993; 80(5):582-584. 

10. Quill DS, Colgan MP, Sumner DS. Ultrasonic screening for the 
detection of abdominal aortic aneurysms. Surg Clin North Am 
1989; 69(4):713-720. 

11. Krohn CD, Kullmann G, Kvernebo K, et al. Ultrasonographic 
screening for abdominal aortic aneurysm. Eur J Surg 1992; 
158(10):527-530. 

12. Ashton HA, Buxton MJ, Day NE, et al. Multicentre Aneurysm 
Screening Study Group. The Multicentre Aneurysm Screening 
Study (MASS) into the effect of abdominal aortic aneurysm 
screening on mortality in men: a randomised controlled trial. 
Lancet 2002; 360 (9345):1531-1539. 

13. Frame PS, Fryback DG, Patterson C. Screening for abdominal 
aortic aneurysm in men ages 60 to 80 years: a cost-effectiveness 
analysis. Ann Intern Med 1993; 119(5):411-416. 

14. Iafrati MD, Gordon G, Staples MH, et al. Transesophageal 
echocardiography for hemodynamic management of 

thoracoabdominal aneurysm repair. Am J Vasc Surg 1993; 
166(2):179-185. 

15. Hirano T, Otake H, Maeda K. Uptake of Tc-99m HMDP in an 
abdominal aortic aneurysm. Clin Nucl Med 1992; 17(11):907-908. 

16. Bandyk DF. Preoperative imaging of aortic aneurysms. 
Conventional and digital subtraction angiography, computed 
tomography scanning, and magnetic resonance imaging. Surg Clin 
North Am 1989; 69(4):721-735. 

17. Tennant WG, Hartnell GG, Baird RN, Horrocks M. Radiologic 
investigation of abdominal aortic aneurysm disease: comparison of 
three modalities in staging and the detection of inflammatory 
change. J Vasc Surg 1993; 17(4):703-709. 

18. Wanhainen A, Bergqvist D, Bjorck M. Measuring the abdominal 
aorta with ultrasonography and computed tomography–difference 
and variability. Eur J Vasc Endovas Surg 2002; 24(5):428-434. 

19. Rubin GD, Shiau MC, Leung AN, et al. Aorta and iliac arteries: 
single versus multiple detector-row helical CT angiography. 
Radiology 2000; 215(3);670-676. 

20. Errington ML, Ferguson JM, Gillespie IN, et al. Complete pre-
operative imaging assessment of abdominal aortic aneurysm with 
spiral CT angiography. Clin Radiol 1997; 52(5):369-377. 

21. Van Hoe L, Baert AL, Gryspeerdt S, et al. Supra- and juxtarenal 
aneurysms of the abdominal aorta: preoperative assessment with 
thin-section spiral CT. Radiology 1996; 198(2):443-448. 

22. Jeffrey RB Jr. CT angiography of the abdominal and thoracic 
aorta. Semin Ultrasound CT MRI 1998; 19(5):405-412. 

23. Macari M, Israel GM, Berman P, et al. Infrarenal abdominal aortic 
aneurysms at multi-detector row CT angiography: intravascular 
enhancement without a timing acquisition. Radiology 2001; 
220(2):519-523. 

24. Lehmann KJ, Weisser G, Neff W, et al. First results of 
computerized tomographic angiography using electron beam 
tomography. Eur Radiol 1999; 9(4): 625-629. 

25. Neri E, Bonanomi G, Vignali C, et al. Spiral CT vitual endoscopy 
of abdominal arteries: clinical applications. Abdom Imaging 2000; 
25(1):59-61. 

26. Nasim A, Thompson MM, Sayers RD, et al. Role of magnetic 
resonance angiography for assessment of abdominal aortic 
aneurysm before endoluminal repair. Br J Surg 1998; 85(5):641-
644.  

27. Thurnher SA, Dorffner R, Thurnher MM, et al. Evaluation of 
abdominal aortic aneurysm for stent-graft placement: comparison 
of gadolinium-enhanced MR angiography versus helical CT 
angiography and digital subtraction angiography. Radiology 1997; 
205(2):341-352. 

28. Persson A, Dahlstrom L, Engellau E, et al. Volume rendering 
compared with maximum intensity projection for magnetic 
resonance angiography measurements of the abdominal aorta. Acta 
Radiologica 2004; 45(4):453-459. 

29. Shetty AN, Bis KG, Vrachliotis TG, et al. Contrast-enhanced 3D 
MRA with centric ordering in k space: a preliminary clinical 
experience in imaging the abdominal aorta and renal and 
peripheral arterial vasculature. J Magn Reson Imaging 1998; 
8(3):603-615. 

30. Kim D, Edelman RR, Kent KC, et al. Abdominal aorta and renal 
artery stenosis: evaluation with MR angiography. Radiology 1990; 
174(3):727-731. 

 

http://www.acr.org/SecondaryMainMenuCategories/quality_safety/app_criteria/RRLInformation.aspx
http://www.acr.org/SecondaryMainMenuCategories/quality_safety/app_criteria/RRLInformation.aspx

	American College of Radiology ACR Appropriateness Criteria®
	Clinical Condition: Pulsatile Abdominal Mass

	Summary of Literature Review
	Abdominal Radiograph
	Intravenous Urography
	Ultrasound
	Nuclear Medicine
	Computed Tomography
	Magnetic Resonance Imaging
	Catheter Angiography

	Summary
	Anticipated Exceptions
	Relative Radiation Level Information
	References


<<
  /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
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts 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
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -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
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /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
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /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 ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for high quality pre-press printing. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later. These settings require font embedding.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308030d730ea30d730ec30b9537052377528306e00200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /FRA <>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


