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ABSTRACT. The design of Structural members is targeted in resisting the loads 
such that the safety of the structure is preserved regarding different conditions 
of loadings. The traditional design method in concrete standards is based on 
the load and resistance factors regardless of the random nature of them.  
Uncertainties in design parameters such as load and resistance have great 
influences in the safety of the structure and using constant coefficients caused 
unsafe and uneconomical designs. The present research is focused on a 
probabilistic design of reinforced concrete beams subjected to simultaneous 
actions of bending, shear, and torsion. For this purpose, analytical formulas 
for the limit states have been developed to combine different stresses. Monte 
Carlo simulation method is used to estimate the safety indexes for three 
different T, rectangular and L-shaped cross-sections. Then, the load and 
resistance factors have been calculated in different safety indexes, and the 
influence of load and resistance factors based-on ACI standard has been 
examined. The proposed method is applicable to all concrete standards. 
However, here the procedures are based on the ACI standard.   
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INTRODUCTION  
 

eliability method as a probabilistic design approach that was proposed for the first time by Ellingwood in1974, and 
then many efforts were carried out in order to employ uncertainties and probability of parameters in current design 
methods [1]. For instance, Evan et al [2] calculated the shear force of reinforced concrete beam in ACI regulation 
using new methods of reliability in 2006. The conducted researches in this field indicate this important issue that 

the various factors are effective in the failure of concrete beams. These factors are the ratio of the span length over effective 
depth, ratio of longitudinal steel, support conditions, loading conditions, and materials properties. The performance of a 
concrete beam in the laboratory on the basis of the statistical methods was studied. In 2013, Porco et al [3] studied the 
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punching shear using the reliability method in a flat slab. Their study was focused on the evaluation of the compressive 
strength of the flat slab and its effective factors. Moreover, in 2014 Daniel Jensen [4] was carried out research to obtain the 
reliability index to show the effect of shear forces and reinforcement of concrete bridges. He showed that the use of this 
method was made the design 10 % to 15 % lighter. In 2014, Bakers et al [5] examined the reliability of concrete bridge in 
which the studied beam was under the effect of the moment and shear forces. There are also numerous researches were 
conducted by different researchers regarding the concrete safety index, including research by Nowak et al [6]. The authors 
estimated the safety index in their research to investigate the uncertainty parameters in various materials such as high 
strength concrete, normal concrete, and light concrete by taking into account various concrete structures such as slabs, 
beams, and columns. In 2013, [7] Uva et al proposed a seismic assessment of in-situ concrete on buildings such that concrete 
resistance can be evaluated by a novel CDD method to considering the effect of random parameters [7]. Pérez-Rocha (2013) 
was used the uncertainty method to examine better design and safety of the structures, including beam, column, and wall in 
Mexico regulation. The calibration of design codes was based on the coefficients existing in regulations [8]. Later on, in 
2014, Abejide examined the effects of uncertainties in the safety of section for three flexure, shear and axial compression 
states in ACI 318-11 standard by considering the random nature of the parameters for reinforced concrete[9]. Al-Ansari et 
al applied experimental and numerical methods (FEM) in order to study the flexural behavior of T and rectangular concrete 
beams. Their experimental study was compared with the FEM analysis results for verifying the FEM code, which showed 
that the FEM result of rectangular beam is more safer than an experimental result for T-beam[10]. Bastidas et al in 2018 
studied the combined effects of chloride-induced corrosion, climate change and cyclic loading with a stochastic model.The 
results of this study show that the climate change lifetime of structure by roughly 1.4 -2.3% [11]. Jafari et al studied the 
safety index of Iranian Concrete Standard for bending, shear and torsion state using Monte Carlo simulation. In their 
research, the safety surface for T, L, and rectangular beams obtained and compared with together [12]. Akbari and Jafari 
studied the reliability behavior of concrete beam (T, L, and rectangular shape) under bending conditions using Monte Carlo 
simulation. The beta indexes, load resistance factors, and strength reduction factors were obtained for different sections[13]. 
As well, Slowik et al applied a probabilistic approach to the reliability analysis of longitudinally reinforced concrete beams 
[14]. Huang et al in 2019 studied the flexural behavior of FRP-Strengthened reinforced concrete beams using the ultimate 
limit state method. According to the result of this research, the probability of failure is different for each failure mode and 
reduction resistance has a significant influence on concrete behavior [15].   
Comprehensive literature has been published on the reliability-based design of concrete structures. As well, extensive 
researches were accomplished for safety index calculations; no single study exists, which computes the load and resistance 
factors that related to the specified safety index. Therefore, to our knowledge, detailed studies for calibration of the load 
and resistance factors were not reported throughout the literature. Accordingly, in this investigation, the load and resistance, 
loading factors for all main loadings are calculated for any desired safety index and any loading ratios. Consequently, the 
methodology of the present paper could be used on the design of the beams under bending, shear, and torsion loadings for 
a fully probabilistic based approach for all design codes. As a sample, the safety index for ACI concrete standard [16] for 
three limit states of shear, bending and torsion and also for the combination of the above-mentioned limit states are carried 
out. To achieve this, the safety indexes were obtained by introducing uncertainty factors in beam design equations and 
applying the Monte-Carlo simulation method. Then, various limit states function such as (shear, torsion, and bending) were 
assumed and the safety indexes and the load resistance factors which were addressed in the ACI standard.  

  
 
METHOD OF RESEARCH 
 

n order to calculate the safety index, the limit functions which show the structural effects should be obtained. Eqns. 1-
3 are used to calculate bending, shear, and tensional action on the beams.  
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In Eqns. (1) to (3),   rM  ,    rV   and  rT  are the bending resistance, the shear resistance, and the torsion resistance of the cross-

sections, respectively. Furthermore, the parameters of , , , ,  s y cA f f b d refer to areas of longitudinal steel, the yield strength 

of steel, 28-day compressive strength of concrete, width and effective depth of the cross-sections, respectively. The nominal 
values of the steel are calculated according to ACI 318M-14.2015 standard[16]. For L and T shaped sections, the proposed 
equations are obtained [12]. To express the shear and torsion limit state functions, all sections of L, T, and rectangular 
shapes of concrete beams are considered. The factors considered in the ACI standard are: concrete strength reduction factor  
( 0.90c  ),  dead load increase factor    1.20D   and live load resistance factor( 1.60)L  . In addition, the steel 

strength reduction factor of steel is   0.90s  . Tab. 1 shows the statistical information (mean, covariance and probability 
density function(pdf)) which are used to obtain the safety indexes. 
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Table1: Statistical values of the used parameters for design the sections of reinforced concrete [17-20]. 

 
Limit function and safety index equation 
Eqn. 4 shows the limit state function which is used to the safety design of concrete beams under the simultaneous effects 
of bending, shear, and torsion. 
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After employing Eqn. (4), in order to predict the safety index ( ) , the values of R (resistance surface) and S (load surface) 
are calculated for the three mentioned states (bending, shear and torsion) using Hasofer-Lind equation [17-18].  Eqn. 5 shows 
the value of the safety index [18]. In this study, the safety index is calculated for current limit states functions using Monte- 
Carlo simulation  
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Safety surface of shear-torsion 
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simultaneous effects of shear and torsion can be achieved for different cross-sections. 
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,  u uV T s the ultimate shear and torsion demand and cv  points to the shear strength of concrete. ', ,  w cb d f are the width of 
the web, the effective depth of the beam, and 28-day compressive strength of concrete, respectively. Estimation of the safety 
surface of ACI concrete standard for shear and torsion is as follows: First, the value of shear force, torsion, and bending 
moment are calculated according to the type of cross-section (L, T and rectangular shaped) using Eqn. (1-3). The method 
of calculation is such that a constant value for the dead load is devoted,  and the live load is: live load =dead load*ratio=(1-
t)/t). For this purpose,  t is changed from 0.40 to 1.0 Then, the amount of the live load is calculated. The amount of shear 
load is obtained from the sum of the live load to the dead load and finally, by considering the Eqn. (2) the amount of 
nominal shear steel required is obtained. Applying the value of the total moments on the beam (dead load moment+ live 
load moment) and using Eqn. (3), the nominal required torsion steel is obtained. The method of calculating the total 
moments exerted on the beam is similar to the shear state and is practical by considering the ratio proposed by some 
researchers [12-13]. The limit state functions considered for solving the problem by taking the special formulas presented 
in ACI standard for shear, torsion and the combination of shear and torsion. Eqn. 7 -9 show the torsion shear limit state 
function.  
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In the above equations, the S index is the load and moment exerted on the cross-section (demand), R is the resistance 
surface of the cross-section (capacity). In sections 2-3 to 2-5, different levels of standard are presented for various 
combinations of forces. &  V TACIG  is limit state function for shear and torsion as well as VACIG  and TACIG  is shear and 
torsion limit sate function, respectively. 
 

The safety surface of bending-torsion  
To investigate the safety surface of the ACI standard, the values of torsion and bending steel are calculated using Eqns. (1) 
to (3). After calculating the values of the bending moment and the applied live and dead loads, a limit function as in Eqns. 
(10) and (11) are considered.   
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In Eqns. 10 and 11, index S refers to the effects of the loads (live + dead), and index R points to the resistance against the 
exerted loads. &    B TACI G  is limit state function for bending and torsion as well as BACIG  and TACIG  are bending and 
torsion limit sate functions, respectively. 
 

The safety surface of bending-shear 
The amount of the required steel for three states was calculated in the previous sections. As well, the amount of the forces 
acting on the cross-section and the strength of the cross-section are obtained for three states of shear, torsion, and bending. 
In order to consider the combination of the bending and shear state ( & )V BG , Eqn. 12 is used. 
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The safety surface of bending-torsion-shear 
The following limit sate function , &( )V B TACIG  is considered to obtain the safety surface of the ACI standard for three 

states of shear, bending, and torsion. 
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In Eqn. 13, three states of shear, bending and torsion effect appear simultaneously and by considering this limit state 
function, the safety surface is predicted.   
  
Sections and dimensions 
In order to calculate the beta index of T,  L, and the rectangular cross-section beams, specified geometrical futures are 
assumed as shown in Fig. 1 and Tab. 2. The distributed load (25kN/m) is exerted on the beam length. Cross-sections of the 
mentioned beams are selected in such a way that the area of the T-shape section is twice that of L-shape section and the 
rectangular section area was   *wb d .  

 
Figure 1: Schematic figure of the L, T, and Rectangular sections 

 

wb (mm) Dq (kN/m) f (MPa)c eb (mm)  yf (MPa) 

450 25 21 850 420 

fb (mm) d(mm) L(mm)   * ; 1 /L DM ratio M ratio t t    

200 400 2000 0.4-1.0 
 

Table 2: The nominal parameters of this study 
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RESULTS 
 

he results are presented in two sections. The first part of the results is devoted to the estimation of the safety indexes 
using the proposed method. The main goal is presenting an approach to the safe design of beams instead of the 
traditional method. In the second part, the load resistance factors are calculated based on estimated safety indexes. 

The presented method could be easily applied to other international design codes. Namely, the safety indexes are estimated 
without using specific standards, e.g. ACI. On the other hand, the estimation of safety indexes is independent of any 
regulation.  
 
The safety surface of standard for states of torsion-shear 
The safety index is calculated considering statistical values (mean, covariance and pdf) as given in Tabs. 1 and 2  and the 
limits state functions. The following flowchart shows the calculation of the safety indexes and load factors.  

 

 
 

Figure 2: Flowchart of computer code to estimate the beta index and load factors. 
 
Fig. 3 shows the beta indexes vs t values for different cycle numbers,  as seen from the figure the cycle number 15000 for 
all values of t  is good enough for the next calculations. As well, Fig. 4 shows the beta index for all types of cross-sections 
for shear-torsion combination. In this combination, the safety index has higher than the individual actions because of the 
application of strength reduction and load resistance factors in the design procedure. After the combined mode, the designed 
beam for shear actions, the sections have the maximum beta value, and finally, the beta in the torsional design of beams has 
the lowest value, which is similar to the results of previous studies [20,23]. However, the safety indexes range is between 
2.65 to 3.35, and according to the suggestions of the previous references, the safety index value is suitable for the safe design.   

 

T 
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Figure 3: ACI beta index for shear-torsion for different Monte Carlo cycles 

 

 
Figure 4: ACI beta index for shear-torsion combination. 

 
ACI safety surface for bending-torsion 
In this section, the equations presented in section 2-3 are employed and the ACI safety index is calculated for bending and 
torsion states. Fig. 5 shows the beta index for bending and torsion state for three studied cross-sections. The standard 
surface of ACI for torsion is from 2.50 to 3.20  and the standard surface of ACI concrete for bending is between 2.50 - 4.15. 
The standard surface of ACI concrete for bending and torsion is between the values of bending and torsion and it is close 
to bending state, and the average value is 3.70 for bending-torsion. The maximum value of the safety index for the 
combination of torsion-bending occurs at t= 0.6. 
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Figure 5: ACI beta index for torsion-bending. 

 

 
Figure 6: ACI beta index for bending-shear. 

 
ACI safety surface for bending-shear 
Fig. 6 shows the standard safety surface of ACI concrete for shear and bending. The ACI standard surface for combination 
states (shear and bending) is close to the shear state.  
 
ACI safety surface for bending-shear- torsion 
The combination of shear, bending and torsional states is carried-out using Eqn. 13. Graph 7 shows the safety index for the 
three combination states. According to this figure, the ACI beta indexes for L, rectangular, and L cross-sections are 4.05, 
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3.91 and 3.13, respectively. The maximum beta value corresponds to t = 0.5 and afterward, the safety index is decreased 
due to the decreasing of the live load and the impact of the live load coefficient. The variations of the safety index in the T-
shaped cross-sections are higher than the other ones, and the maximum safety index is obtained for the slab-shaped sections. 
 

 
Figure 7: ACI beta index for shear-bending -torsion 

 
Estimation of the standard safety factors for limit STATES (shear-torsion-bending) 
In this section, the values of load resistance and strength reduction factors are estimated, and for them, wide ranges are 
proposed. Then, based on these ranges the safe design of the studied beams is conducted without using constant standard 
code coefficients. Therefore, the presented procedure could be implemented for all standards. However, to show the 
validation of the proposed method, the estimations are based on the ACI code. To obtain the safety index, firstly, a wide 
range of strength reduction factors were considered and entered into the developed MATLAB code as an input variable. 
Next, the limit state equations in ACI standard were used, and safety indexes were calculated. Figs. 8 to 10 show the 
coefficients obtained from Monte Carlo simulation and the beta index. The reduction factors have a significant influence 
on the beta indexes. Tab. 3 shows factors for (dead load, live load, and resistance reduction factors) that have been assumed 
for the calculated beta index. In this research for calculating the beta indexes, eleven groups of factors were used.  

 

Group factor 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 

Live load resistance factor (𝜸𝑳  1.40 1.42 1.44 1.46 1.48 1.50 1.52 1.54 1.56 1.58 1.60

Dead load resistance factor (𝜸𝑫  1.00 1.02 1.04 1.06 1.08 1.10 1.12 1.14 1.16 1.18 1.20

Strength reduction factors(∅) 0.70 0.72 0.74 0.76 0.78 0.80 0.82 0.84 0.86 0.88 0.90
 

Table 3: Load and resistance factors for calculating the beta indexes. 
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Fig. 8 shows the maximum beta index corresponds to t =0.40 and 0.50. For all values of t and load resistance factors, the 
safety indexes are between 3.55 to 4.65. As well, the safety index is decreased due to the reduction of the live load effect or 
increasing of t values. Furthermore, the indexes are reduced by increasing the load and resistance factor by a mild slope. As 
a result, for rectangular type cross-section, the variations of the safety indexes are more dependent on the values of 
  ,  ,L d c   . 
 
 

 

 
Figure 8: Prediction of load and resistance factors for the rectangular beam in combined state 

 
 
As seen from Fig. 9 the maximum beta index corresponds to t =0.40 and 0.50. For all values of t and load resistance factors, 
the safety indexes are between 3.15 to 4.00, which there are less than indexes for rectangular cross-section. As well, for L-
shaped beams, the safety indexes are remained constant by variation of the load resistance factors. As a result, for L type 
cross-sections, the variations of the safety indexes are independent of the values of ,  ,L d c   . 
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Fig. 10 represents the maximum beta index corresponds to t =0.40 and 0.50. For all values of t and load resistance factors, 
the safety indexes are between 2.65 to 3.70. As well, the safety index is decreased due to the reduction of the live load effect 
or increasing of t values. Furthermore, the indexes are reduced by increasing the load and resistance factors by the mild 
slope. As a result, similar to rectangular type beams, for T type cross-sections, the variations of the safety indexes are more 
dependent on the values of   ,  ,L d c   . 
Figs. 8 to 9 clearly show that the safety indexes for T type beams are smallest and L type beams have better performance. 
Generally, the rectangular beams have the highest safety factors. Because the torsion on these types of beams has less 
contribution and the bending moment has a significant effect.  

 

 
 

Figure 9: Prediction of load and resistance factors for the L section beam in combined state 
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Figure 10: Prediction load and resistance factors for T section beam in combined state 

 
 
DISCUSSION  
 

he safety surfaces of the ACI concrete standard for combined limit sates ( torsion-shear-bending) were studied in 
this research and the ACI standard beta indexes were obtained. In the combined modes, the beta coefficient is 
greater than 3.0 for the L and rectangular cross-sections, while for the T cross-section, the safety index is less than 

3.0 for t>0.5, and according to the suggested references, the safety coefficients should be greater than 2.8 for the bending 
design of cross-sections and greater than 2 for the design of shear and torsion, which is somewhat the boundary points. 
Figs. 11 and 12 show the maximum and average beta indexes for all limit states for three studied cross-sections.  
 
 

T 
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Figure 11: Average ACI beta indexes for different cross-sections.  
 

 
 

Figure 12: Maximum ACI beta indexes for different cross-sections. 
 
 
CONCLUSION 
 

ased on the obtained results the following conclusions could be drawn: 
 In all cross-sections, the obtained beta index for the combination of bending-shear is between shear and 
bending state such that the beta index is higher than the bending state and lower than the torsion state.  

 The beta index for a combination of bending-torsion is between torsion and bending state such that the beta index 
is higher than the bending state and lower than the torsion state. This surface is close to the bending state which 
means bending equations have a significant effect on the combination surface.  

B 
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 Beta index for a combination of shear-torsion is between torsion and this surface is close to shear state which 
means shear equations have a significant effect on the combination surface.  

 For all combination states (shear – torsion and bending –torsion), the beta indexes are greater than 3 which shows 
the beams are designed safety. According to previous research [20], the values of the beta index should be greater 
than 2.8 due to the design beam in bending and shear limit state safety.    

 In combined state(shear bending and torsion), the value of the beta index has the highest value in comparison with 
other limit states (shear – bending, shear – torsion and bending – torsion ) which shows the ACI equations 
adequately guarantee the safe design.     

 
 

DISCLOSURE 
 

he authors have no conflict of interest to declare. 
 
 

 
 
ACKNOWLEDGMENT 
 

he second author acknowledges the support from Malayer University when he was an assistant professor of civil 
engineering from September 2008 to June 2019.   
 

 
 
REFERENCES 
 
[1] Ellingwood, B. R.and Ang, A. H. (1974). Risk-based evaluation of design criteria. Journal of the Structural Division, 100 

(Proc. Paper 10778). 
[2] Bentz, E. C., Vecchio, F. J.and Collins, M. P. (2006). Simplified modified compression field theory for calculating shear 

strength of reinforced concrete elements. ACI Materials Journal, 103(4), pp.614-621  
[3] Porco, F., Uva, G., Sangirardi, M.and Casolo, S. (2013). About the reliability of punching verifications in reinforced 

concrete flat slabs. The Open Construction and Building Technology Journal, 7(1), pp. 123-133   
[4] Jensen, D.F. (2014). Reliability analysis for shear in lightweight reinforced concrete bridges using shear beam database, 

M.Sc. Thesis, Utah State University. 
[5] Backes, M. R., Fernández Ruiz, M.and Muttoni, A. (2014). Interaction between in-plane shear forces and transverse 

bending moments in concrete bridge webs. In Proc. of the 10th fib International Ph.D. Symposium in Civil Engineering, 
Quebec (No. CONF, pp. 403-408).   

[6] Nowak, A. S.and Szerszen, M. M. (2003). Calibration of design code for buildings (ACI 318): Part 1-Statistical models 
for resistance. ACI Structural Journal, 100(3), pp. 377-382. 

[7] Uva, G., Porco, F., Fiore, A.and Mezzina, M. (2013). Proposal of a methodology for assessing the reliability of in situ 
concrete tests and improving the estimate of the compressive strength. Construction and Building Materials, 38, pp. 72-
83. 

[8] Pérez-Rocha, L. E., Fernández, M. A., Manjarrez, L. E., Maldonado, J. D.and Esteva, L (2014). A simplified 
methodology to obtain reliability indexes for calibration of design code for buildings, 4th International Conference on 
Computational Methods in Structural Dynamics and Earthquake Engineering, Kos Island, Greece. 

[9] Abejide, O. S. (2014). Reliability Analysis of Bending, Shear and Deflection Criteria of Reinforced Concrete Slabs. 
Nigerian Journal of Technology, 33(3), pp. 394-400. 

[10] Al-Ansari, M. S. (2015). Reliability and flexural behavior of triangular and T-reinforced concrete beams. International 
Journal of Advanced Structural Engineering (IJASE), 7(4), pp. 377-386. 

[11] Bastidas-Arteaga, E. (2018). Reliability of reinforced concrete structures subjected to corrosion-fatigue and climate 
change. International journal of concrete structures and materials, 12(1), pp. 10-21. 

T 

T 



 

F. Jafari et alii, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 51 (2020) 136-150; DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.51.11                                                                      
 

150 
 

[12] Jafar.F, Akbari. Jand Jahanpour, A. (2017). Evaluation of Safety Index and Calibration of Load and Resistance Factors 
for Reinforced Concrete Beams under Bending, Shear, and Torsion Demands, Journal of Structural and Constructional 
Engineering, 3(4), pp. 49-64. 

[13] Akbari, J.and Jafari, F. (2018). Calibration of Load and Resistance Factors for Reinforced Concrete. Civil Engineering 
Infrastructures Journal, 51(1), pp. 217-227. 

[14] Słowik, M., Skrzypczak, I., Kotynia, R.and Kaszubska, M. (2017). The application of a probabilistic method to the 
reliability analysis of longitudinally reinforced concrete beams. Procedia Engineering, 193, pp. 273-280. 

[15] Huang, X., Sui, L., Xing, F., Zhou, Y.and Wu, Y. (2019). Reliability assessment for flexural FRP-Strengthened reinforced 
concrete beams based on Importance Sampling. Composites Part B: Engineering, 156, pp. 378-398. 

[16] ACI Committee 318. (2015). Building Code Requirements for Structural Concrete (ACI 318M-14): An ACI Standard: 
Commentary on Building Code Requirements for Structural Concrete (ACI 318M-14). American Concrete Institute. 

[17] Ellingwood, B., MacGregor, J. G., Galambos, T. V.and Cornell, C. A. (1982). Probability-based load criteria: load factors 
and load combinations. Journal of the Structural Division, 108(5), pp. 978-997.  

[18] Nowak, A. S.and Collins, K. R. (2012). Reliability of structures. CRC Press . 
[19] Choi, S. K., Grandhi, R.and Canfield, R. A. (2006). Reliability-based structural design. Springer Science & Business 

Media . 
[20] Mirza, S. A. (1998). Monte Carlo simulation of dispersions in composite steel-concrete column strength interaction. 

Engineering structures, 20(1-2), pp. 97-104. 
[21] MATLAB (2016), The MathWorks, Inc., Natick, Release 2016. 
[22] Badarloo, B.and Jafari, F. (2019). Numerical Study on the Effect of Concrete Grade on the CFT Circular Column’s 

Behavior under Axial Load. Civil Engineering Journal, 5(11), pp. 2359-2376. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



<<
  /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


