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ABSTRACT. In this paper, a novel model is presented to describe the 
composite mechanical properties degradation during cyclic loading. The 
model is based on cumulative distribution functions using. Weibull probability 
distribution law and beta distribution are considered. The dependences of the 
fatigue sensitivity coefficient on the preliminary cyclic exposure are derived. 
The damage value function derivative using is proposed to define damage 
accumulation stages boundaries. Model parameters are obtained using 
experimental data. Determination coefficients are calculated. A high 
descriptive capability is noted. Rationality and expediency of using cumulative 
distribution functions as the approximation of experimental data on 
mechanical characteristics reduction after preliminary cyclic exposure is 
concluded. 
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INTRODUCTION  
 

redicting the remaining life of composite materials used in structures that can operate under cyclic loading represents 
a relevant scientific mission of deformable solid mechanics. A number of papers dedicates to experimental studies 
of mechanical characteristics of various classes of composites exposed to cyclic effects [1-5]. Staging of damage 

accumulation processes is noted in many of them [6-9]. The initial stage, also called the initiation stage, suggests fast damage 
accumulation. Multiple fatigue damages related to matrix cracking, damage to phase interfaces, and rupture of some fibers 
were found in [10-13]. The second stage, also called the stabilization stage, suggests slow damage accumulation. Some 
authors suggest that it involves matrix cracking processes. The stabilization stage is followed by intensified accumulation of 
damages and transition to the third stage, or the final breakdown stage, which implies fiber destruction and macro-failure 
of the specimen. Damage accumulation in the composites frequently leads to mechanical properties (Young’s modulus, 
ultimate strength, etc.) reduction [14-18]. 
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A number of models which enable damage value calculations under fatigue loading exist. The most famous of them are the 
Palmgren–Miner model (linear summing of damages) [19-22] and the Marco-Starkie model (non-linear summing) [23-27]. 
However, neither of these models takes into account the aforementioned three stages, so formally they are not suitable to 
describe damage accumulation processes in composites. An approach where the damage parameter is related to the varying 
mechanical characteristic takes place in [5, 9, 28-29]. Moreover, some papers [8, 30-32] model the degradation of composite 
mechanical characteristics by setting random values of strength and deformation parameters of the reinforcing component 
and matrix. The modeling results are good, but their disadvantage is the high number of required constants. 
This paper proposes a new model to describe the degradation of composite mechanical characteristics after preliminary 
cyclic loading. The model is based on experimental data approximation by probability distribution functions. 
 
 
MATERIAL AND METHODS 

 
wenty-six fiber-glass laminate specimens with the reinforcement pattern of [0/90]8 were used in the experimental 
studies. The test method is based on the existing standards of quasi-static and fatigue tension of polymer composite 
materials. Nominal values of ultimate strength σu and elasticity modulus E were taken from quasi-static uniaxial 

tension tests (ASTM D3039). The maximum number of cycles to failure Nmax was found for uniaxial cyclic tension at the 
maximum stress value σmax = 0.5·σu, the asymmetry coefficient R = 0.1, and the frequency ν = 20 Hz (ASTM D3479). Three 
specimens were tested for quasi-static and cyclic tension. The other 20 specimens were exposed to preliminary cyclic loading 
and then statically tested. Preliminary cyclic exposure was implemented within 0.1 to 0.8 nominal fatigue life Nmax. The test 
method is schematically shown in Fig. 1. 
 

 
 

Figure 1: The order of experimental tests procedure: 1 – quasi-static tension tests; 2 – fatigue tests; 3 – preliminary cyclic loading;  
4 – quasi-static tension after preliminary cyclic loading.  
 
For each specimen, the fatigue sensitivity coefficients are found using the formula 
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where E is Young’s modulus; E0 is the mean Young’s modulus for a non-damaged material; σu is the ultimate strength of 
the material; σu0 is the ultimate strength of a non-damaged material. The fatigue sensitivity coefficient takes values from 0 
(completely failed material) to 1 (non-damaged material). Fatigue sensitivity coefficients correspond to the following 
damages values 
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The preliminary cyclic exposure is found using the formula 
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where N is the number of preloading cycles; N0 is the fatigue life for this loading cycle. 
The test data set represents the dependency of the fatigue sensitivity coefficient KB (KE) on the preliminary cyclic exposure 
n. The results are processed using the model below. 
 
 
MODEL DESCRIPTION 
 

ypical points of the fatigue sensitivity curve in the coordinates of preliminary cyclic exposure vs. fatigue sensitivity 
coefficient (n – KB) are shown in Fig. 2a. The following conversion can be made: the same points are built in the 
coordinates of damage value vs. preliminary cyclic exposure (ωB – n) as shown in Fig. 2b. Some features of this 

dependency can be noted. First, it is limited by zero and one. Second, if the “healing” of the material is absent, this 
dependency is monotone-increasing. Third, the characteristic segment of slow damage accumulation in the diagram middle 
can be noted. These features also have some probability distribution integral functions. In the case of non-damaged material 
before preliminary cyclic exposure, the n(ωB) function passes through the coordinate system center. Therefore, consideration 
of the two-parameter Weibull law of probability distribution [33] and beta distribution is convenient. As an example, the 
integral curve of the Weibull distribution law is given in Fig. 2c. 
 

 
a               b            c 

 

Figure 2: Residual properties dependence on preliminary cyclic exposure in the coordinates of “KB–n” (a) and “n–ωB” (b); the integral 
curve of the two-parameter Weibull distribution law (c) 
 
Two-parameter Weibull distribution 
The dependency of the preliminary cyclic exposure on the damage can be described by the following equation: 
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where λ>0 is the scale parameter; κ>0 is the form parameter. Both these values are material properties characterizing its 
ability to keep strength and rigidity after some operating time. In a general case, these parameters can depend on the 
temperature, exposure amplitude, frequency, etc. The dependency of the residual strength coefficient on the preliminary 
cyclic exposure can be described as: 
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The parameters λ and κ can be defined both numerically and using the method of least squares from the equation of a 
straight line approximating data in logarithmic coordinates (these approaches give close but slightly different results): 
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An example of this dependence is shown in Fig. 3. 
 

 
 

Figure 3: Model parameters receiving example 
 
To divide the fatigue sensitivity curve into damage accumulation stages, the derivative of the damage value function can be 
considered: 
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The graph of this function is given in Fig. 4a. The physical sense of this function is the damage accumulation rate. For a 
low number of cyclic exposures, the intensity of damage accumulation is high (stage I), this stage is followed by an area of 
slow damage accumulation (stage II); when the number of cyclic exposures approaches the limit, the damage accumulation 
rate rapidly grows (stage III).  
Earlier, the authors in [9] proposed a definition of boundaries for these stages using the points ns1 and ns2, where ωB'=0.3. 
Such division is conditional and may vary depending on the material (and its class). The values of ns1 and ns2 are defined by 
solving the transcendent Eqn. (7). An example of a KB(n) curve with the highlighted stages is given in Fig. 4b. The values of 
the fatigue sensitivity coefficient in exposures ns1 and ns2 are designated as KBs1 and KBs2, respectively. The characteristic of 
the material defining the average rate of fatigue sensitivity coefficient reduction in the area of slow damage accumulation ψ 
can be introduced as: 
 

  1 2

2 1

-
.

-
Bs Bs

s s

K K

n n
          (8) 

 

 
a             b 

 

Figure 4: Damage accumulation rate curve (a) and fatigue sensitivity coefficient vs. preliminary cyclic exposure graph (b) with highlighted 
stages 
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The model has some disadvantages. First, when n→1, KB becomes less than 0. However, this will take place only for the 
number of cycles close to the limit, so this specific feature can be neglected. Second, taking the logarithm is not suitable to 
describe data where the values of KB and n exceed 1. This problem can be solved by a numerical search of the parameters 
from Eqn. (5), where taking the logarithm is not required. 
 
Beta distribution 
The dependency of KB(n) can be described as follows 
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where Bn(α,β) is an incomplete beta-function; B(α,β) is a beta-function. The parameters α and β must exceed zero and are 
numerically searched. A derivative of the damage function:  
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In comparison with the previous one, this function has some advantages. First, for n=1, the value KB=1. Second, all 
experimental points can be used to find the parameters α and β without the logarithm taking. 
 

No N, cycles n E, GPa KE σu, MPa KB 

1 0 - 2.19 - 369 - 

2 0 - 2.32 - 392 - 

3 0 - 2.36 - 382 - 

4 25000 0.1171 2.11 0.9214 351 0.9213 

5 25000 0.1171 2.10 0.9170 332 0.8714 

6 25000 0.1171 2.00 0.8734 343 0.9003 

7 25000 0.1171 2.08 0.9083 327 0.8583 

8 25000 0.1171 1.96 0.8559 327 0.8583 

9 75000 0.3514 2.03 0.8865 287 0.7533 

10 75000 0.3514 2.00 0.8734 317 0.8320 

11 75000 0.3514 1.96 0.8559 307 0.8058 

12 75000 0.3514 1.94 0.8472 318 0.8346 

13 75000 0.3514 2.02 0.8821 310 0.8136 

14 125000 0.5856 1.81 0.7904 296 0.7769 

15 125000 0.5856 1.84 0.8035 300 0.7874 

16 125000 0.5856 1.95 0.8515 310 0.8136 

17 125000 0.5856 1.94 0.8472 306 0.8031 

18 125000 0.5856 1.97 0.8603 299 0.7848 

19 175000 0.8199 1.87 0.8166 274 0.7192 

20 175000 0.8199 1.81 0.7904 269 0.7060 

21 175000 0.8199 1.80 0.7860 264 0.6929 

22 175000 0.8199 1.72 0.7511 269 0.7060 

23 175000 0.8199 1.86 0.8122 250 0.6562 

24 182321 - 0.00 - 0 - 

25 228810 - 0.00 - 0 - 

26 229212 - 0.00 - 0 - 
 

Table 1: Experimental data. 
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
 

he experimental data are given in Tab. 1. The average Young’s modulus of a non-damaged material E0=2.29 GPa, 
the average ultimate strength of a non-damaged material σu=381 MPa, and the average durability for this amplitude 
N0=213448 cycles. Approximation function parameters were found for the following cases: Weibull distribution, 

using data approximation in logarithmic coordinates (WL); Weibull distribution, the numerical search of parameters (WN); 
beta distribution, the numerical search of parameters (BN). For all cases, the determination coefficient was found. Tab. 2 
and 3 contain the model parameters found for the full data set. Because R2>0.7 for all cases, the model has a high descriptive 
capability. Close determination coefficient values for all the cases can be noted. Fig. 5 represents curves of fatigue sensitivity 
coefficient and damage accumulation rate for Young’s modulus (a, c) and ultimate strength (b, d) decrease. The similarity 
of these curves can be noted.  
Rationality and expediency of using probability distribution functions as the approximation of experimental data on 
mechanical characteristics reduction after preliminary cyclic exposure is concluded. A significant advantage of this approach 
is the small amount of required experimental data for parameter definition (4 tests required) and simplicity in modeling. 
 

Method WL WN BN 

Parameter 1 κ=3.67383 κ=3.54769 α=0.23774 

Parameter 2 λ=0.17364 λ=0.17651 β=0.04566 

ns1 0.0854 0.0891 0.0756 

ns2 0.9196 0.9125 0.8685 

ns2-ns1 0.8343 0.8234 0.7929 

Ks1 0.9101 0.9096 0.9102 

Ks2 0.7767 0.7731 0.7797 

ψ 0.1599 0.1657 0.1646 

R2 0.7164 0.7196 0.7265 
 

Table 2: Calculated model parameters (Young’s modulus reduction) 
 

Method WL WN BN 

Parameter 1 κ=2.86946 κ=2.81928 α=0.31281 

Parameter 2 λ=0.23938 λ=0.24205 β=0.08719 

ns1 0.1704 0.1767 0.1516 

ns2 0.7933 0.7818 0.7439 

ns2-ns1 0.6229 0.6051 0.5923 

Ks1 0.8666 0.8646 0.8704 

Ks2 0.7195 0.7190 0.7307 

ψ 0.2362 0.2405 0.2359 

R2 0.8456 0.8469 0.8536 
 

Table 3: Calculated model parameters (ultimate strength reduction) 
 

T 
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a        b 

 
c        d 

 

Figure 5: Fatigue sensitivity coeffitient curves for Young’s modulus (a) and utimate strength (b) reduction with corresponding curves of 
damage accumulation rate (c, d) and highlighted stages 
 
 
CONCLUSIONS  
 
 An ability to describe experimental data on deformation and strength properties reduction of composites after 
preliminary cyclic exposure using probability distribution functions is considered. 
 Two probability distributions are considered: two-parameter Weibull law and beta distribution. For the Weibull 
distribution, a method to find parameters by approximation of experimental data in logarithmic coordinates is described.  
 Using of damage value function derivative is proposed to find damage accumulation stages boundaries. 
 Experimental data are processed for reduced mechanical characteristics of structural fiber-glass laminate. Model 
parameters are obtained. Fatigue sensitivity coefficient and damage accumulation rate curves are built. Boundaries of damage 
accumulation stages are defined. Determination coefficients are calculated. Because R2 exceeds 0.7, the high descriptive 
capability of the model can be noted. 
 All parameter calculation methods showed close results. Beta distribution usage is more perspective due to the function 
having a value from 0 to 1. Each model requires only 4 experiment tests to define parameters (1 static test, 1 fatigue test, 
and 2 intermediate points on the curve). These models can be used in the modeling of the deformation and failure processes 
of various composite structures. 
 The future planned research will contain this method's usage for the description of other experimental data and loading 
conditions. Moreover, experimental study of the fast reduction of properties stages seems expedient for the purpose of 
more competent description. 
 
 

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

K
E

n

Data
WL
WN
BN

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

K
B

n

Data
WL
WN
BN

0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

ω
E

'

n

WL
WN
BN

0.0

0.3

0.6

0.9

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

ω
B

'

n

WL
WN
BN



 

O.A. Staroverov et alii, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 63 (2023) 91-99; DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.63.09                                                              
 

98 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 
 

he work was carried out in Perm National Research Polytechnic University with financial support of grant of 
President of Russian Federation for government support of young Russian scientists (No MK-1545.2022.4) and 
within the State Assignment of the Ministry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian Federation (No. 

FSNM-2020-0027). 
 
 
REFERENCES 
 
[1] Almeida, R.S.M., Besser, B., Tushtev, K., Li, Y. and Rezwan, K. (2022). Fatigue behavior and damage analysis of PIP 

C/SiC composite, Journal of the European Ceramic Society, 42(13), pp. 5391–5398.  
DOI:  10.1016/j.jeurceramsoc.2022.06.053. 

[2] Mortazavian, S. and Fatemi, A. (2015). Fatigue behavior and modeling of short fiber reinforced polymer composites: A 
literature review, Int. J. Fatigue, 70, pp. 297–321. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2014.10.005 

[3] Vassilopoulos, A.P. ed., (2010). Fatigue Life Prediction of Composites and Composite Structures, Woodhead 
Publishing. 

[4] Degrieck, J. and Van Paepegem, W. (2001). Fatigue damage modeling of fibre-reinforced composite materials: Review, 
Appl. Mech. Rev., 54(4), pp. 279–300. DOI: 10.1115/1.1381395. 

[5] Philippidis, T.P. and Passipoularidis, V.A. (2007). Residual strength after fatigue in composites: Theory vs. experiment, 
Int. J. Fatigue, 29(12), pp. 2104–2116. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2007.01.019. 

[6] De Vasconcellos, D.S., Touchard. F. and Laurence, C.-A. (2014). Tension–tension fatigue behaviour of woven hemp 
fibre reinforced epoxy composite: A multi-instrumented damage analysis, Int. J. Fatigue, 59, pp. 159–169.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2013.08.029. 

[7] Van Paepegem W. and Degrieck J. (2002). A new coupled approach of residual stiffness and strength for fatigue of 
fibre-reinforced composites, Int. J. Fatigue, 24(7), pp. 747–762. DOI: 10.1016/S0142-1123(01)00194-3 

[8] Schaff, J.R. and Davidson, B.D. (1997). Life prediction methodology for composite structures. Part I - Constant 
amplitude and two-stress level fatigue, Journal of Composite Materials, 31(2), pp. 128–157.  
DOI: 10.1177/002199839703100202. 

[9] Wil'deman, V.E., Staroverov, O.A. and Lobanov, D.S. (2018). Diagram and Parameters of Fatigue Sensitivity for 
Evaluating the Residual Strength of Layered GFRP Composites After Preliminary Cyclic Loadings, Mechanics of 
Composite Materials, 54(3), pp. 313–320. DOI: 10.1007/S11029-018-9741-9. 

[10] Zhao, X., Wang, X., Wu, Z. and Zhu, Z. (2016). Fatigue behavior and failure mechanism of basalt FRP composites 
under long-term cyclic loads, Int. J. Fatigue, 88, pp. 58–67. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2016.03.004. 

[11] Liang, S., Gning, P.-B. and Guillaumat, L. (2014). Properties evolution of flax/epoxy composites under fatigue loading, 
Int. J. Fatigue, 63, pp. 36–45. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2014.01.003. 

[12] Brod, M., Just, G., Dean, A., Jansen, E., Koch, I., Rolfes, R. and Gude, M. (2019). Numerical modelling and simulation 
of fatigue damage in carbon fibre reinforced plastics at different stress ratios, Thin-Walled Structures, 139, pp. 219–231 
DOI: 10.1016/j.tws.2019.03.005. 

[13] Brighenti, R., Carpinteri, A. and Scorza, D. (2015). Effect of fibre arrangement on the multiaxial fatigue of fibrous 
composites: a micromechanical computational model, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 9(34), pp. 59–68.  
DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.34.05. 

[14] Strizhius, V. (2016). Fatigue failure criterion of laminated composites under a complex stress-strain state, Mechanics of 
Composite Materials, 52(3), pp. 369-378. DOI: 10.1007/s11029-016-9589-9. 

[15] Shokrieh, M.M. and Lessard, L.B. (2000). Progressive fatigue damage modeling of composite materials, Part II: Material 
characterization and model verification, Journal of Composite Materials, 34(13), pp. 1081–1116.  
DOI: 10.1177/002199830003401302. 

[16] Epaarachchi, J.A. and Clausen, P.D. (2003). An empirical model for fatigue behavior prediction of glass fibre-reinforced 
plastic composites for various stress ratios and test frequencies, Composites Part A: Applied Science and Manufacturing, 
34(4), pp. 313–326. DOI: 10.1016/S1359-835X(03)00052-6. 

[17] Post, N.L., Case, S.W. and Lesko, J.J. (2008). Modeling the variable amplitude fatigue of composite materials: A review 
and evaluation of the state of the art for spectrum loading, Int. J. Fatigue, 30(12), pp. 2064–2086.  
DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2008.07.002. 

T 



 

                                                           O.A. Staroverov et alii, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 63 (2023) 91-99; DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.63.09 
 

99 
 

[18] Carrella-Payan, D., Magneville, B., Hack, M., Lequesne, C., Naito, T., Urushiyama, Y., Yamazaki, W., Yokozeki, T. and 
Van Paepegem, W. (2016). Implementation of fatigue model for unidirectional laminate based on finite element analysis: 
theory and practice, Frattura ed Integrità Strutturale, 38, pp. 184-190. DOI: 10.3221/IGF-ESIS.38.25. 

[19] Miner, M.A. (1945). Cumulative damage in fatigue, J. Appl. Mech., 12, pp. 159–164. 
[20] Fatemi, A. and Yang, L. (1998). Cumulative fatigue damage and life prediction theories: A survey of the state of the art 

for homogeneous materials, Int. J. Fatigue, 20(1), pp. 9-34. DOI: 10.1016/S0142-1123(97)00081-9. 
[21] Liu, Y. and Mahadevan, S. (2007). Stochastic fatigue damage modeling under variable amplitude loading, Int. J. Fatigue, 

29(6), pp. 1149–1161. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2006.09.009. 
[22] Santecchia, E., Hamouda, A.M.S., Musharavati, F., Zalnezhad, E., Cabibbo, M., El Mehtedi, M. and Spigarelli, S. (2016). 

A Review on Fatigue Life Prediction Methods for Metals, Advances in Materials Science and Engineering, 2016, No 
9573524. DOI: 10.1155/2016/9573524. 

[23] Marco, S.M. and Starkey, W.L. (1954). A concept of Fatigue damage, Trans. ASME, 76(4), pp. 627–640.  
DOI: 10.1115/1.4014922. 

[24] Okutan, B. (2002). The effects of geometric parameters on the failure strength for pin-loaded multi-directional fiber-
glass reinforced epoxy laminate, Composites Part B: Engineering, 33(8), pp. 567–578.  
DOI: 10.1016/S1359-8368(02)00054-9. 

[25] Aeran, A., Siriwardane, S.C., Mikkelsen, O. and Langen, I. (2017). A new nonlinear fatigue damage model based only 
on S-N curve parameters. Int. J. Fatigue, 103, pp. 327–341. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2017.06.017. 

[26] Nouri, H., Meraghni, F. and Lory, P. (2009). Fatigue damage model for injection-molded short glass fibre reinforced 
thermoplastics, Int. J. Fatigue, 31(5), pp. 934–942. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2008.10.002. 

[27] Zuo, F.-J., Huang, H.-Z., Zhu, S.-P., Lv, Z. and Gao, H. (2015). Fatigue life prediction under variable amplitude loading 
using a non-linear damage accumulation model, International Journal of Damage Mechanics, 24(5), pp. 767–784.  
DOI: 10.1177/1056789514553042. 

[28] Van Paepegem, W., Degrieck, J. and De Baets, P. (2001). Finite element approach for modelling fatigue damage in fibre-
reinforced composite materials, Composites Part B: Engineering, 32(7), pp. 575–588.  
DOI: 10.1016/S1359-8368(01)00038-5. 

[29] Carraro, P.A and Quaresimin, M. (2018). Fatigue damage and stiffness evolution in composite laminates: a damage-
based framework, Procedia engineering, 213, pp. 17–24. DOI: 10.1016/j.proeng.2018.02.003. 

[30] Hwang, W. and Han, K.S. (1986). Cumulative Damage Models and Multi-Stress Fatigue Life Prediction, Journal of 
Composite Materials, 20(2), pp. 125–153. DOI: 10.1177/002199838602000202. 

[31] Kawai, M. and Ishizuka, Y. (2018). Fatigue life of woven fabric carbon/epoxy laminates under alternating R-ratio loading 
along non-proportional path in the σm-σa plane, Int. J. Fatigue, 112, pp. 36–51. DOI: 10.1016/j.ijfatigue.2018.02.036. 

[32] Subramanian, S., Reifsnider, K.L. and Stinchcomb, W.W. (1995). A cumulative damage model to predict the fatigue life 
of composite laminates including the effect of a fibre-matrix interphase, Int. J. Fatigue, 17(5), pp. 343–351.  
DOI: 10.1016/0142-1123(95)99735-S. 

[33] Weibull, W. (1951). A statistical distribution function of wide applicability, J. Appl. Mech., 18(3), pp. 293–297.  
DOI: 10.1115/1.4010337. 

 



<<
  /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


