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   Conventional seismic design methods for embankments do not consider the effect of vertical ground motions; 
however, the level of vertical seismic motions in recent earthquakes was powerful and could have affected the 
horizontal response of structures located within the zone of shaking. A method to consider the dynamic interaction 
between horizontal and vertical seismic response is proposed. The proposed method is based on the equation of motion 
of the SDOF model and uses a cross spring for the interaction between horizontal and vertical movement of the mass. 
Based on a dynamic centrifuge test, it was shown that the proposed cross-spring model was able to suitably evaluate the 
seismic response of the embankment both in the horizontal and vertical directions. 
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1.  INTRODUCTION 
 

Strong vertical seismic motion has been regarded as 
the one of the significant characteristics of the 2004 Mid 
Niigata earthquake and the 2008 Iwate-Miyagi nairiku 
earthquake. For example, at the Takezawa site of 
Yamakoshi village where a huge ground disaster occurred 
during  the 2004 Mid Niigata Earthquake, the peak ground 
acceleration in UD (up-down) direction (1059gal) was 
greater than that of the motion in EW (east-west) 
directions (722gal)1). A comparison of the horizontal and 
vertical peak ground accelerations is shown in the Fig.1, 
and it can be seen that the magnitudes of the vertical peak 

accelerations are about half those of the horizontal peak 
accelerations. Thus, it could be unreasonable to neglect 
the influence of vertical motion on structural damage2). 
However, the effect of vertical motion is not sufficiently 
accounted for in the seismic design of embankments3). 

Though the seismic resistance of embankments to the 
effects of vertical seismic motion has been examined to a 
limited extent, much remains unelucidated4)5). For the 
evaluation of seismic response, a mass-spring model has 
been used separately against horizontal and vertical 
seismic motion at the same time. A method to calculate the 
response acceleration as a composed input using the 
results of the separately conducted response analyses was 
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proposed in the past6)7). In order to consider the horizontal 
and vertical response of embankment simultaneously, the 
authors proposed a new numerical analysis method for the 
seismic response of embankments8). In this model, an 
embankment was represented by a single mass-spring and 
the seismic responses were assumed to be rocking 
motions. However, there were some problems with this 
model because the vertical seismic response was not 
adequately taken into consideration. For example, the 
horizontal seismic response could occur even when only 
vertical shaking is applied as the input motion, but this 
effect cannot be considered in the model. 

In this study, a simple calculation method for seismic 
response considering the interaction between the 
horizontal and vertical shaking of an embankment is 
proposed. 
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Fig.1 The horizontal peak acceleration and vertical peak 
acceleration observed in recent major earthquakes (1995 - ). 
 
 
2. MODELING OF EMBANKMENTS 
 
   The equation of motion of the embankment shown in the 
Fig.2(a) is given as equation (1) using the natural 
frequency of embankment in the horizontal direction fH. It 
is the horizontal response SDOF model. 

Xxfxfx HHH
  2244        (1) 
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Fig.2 (a) Horizontal response SDOF model, (b) Vertical 
response SDOF model and (c) Rotary response SDOF model. 
 

   Where H is the damping ratio against horizontal 
response, x is the horizontal displacement, and  X  is the 
input earthquake acceleration in the horizontal direction. 
The equation of motion in the vertical direction for the 
embankment shown in the Fig.2(b) is given as equation 
(2) using the natural frequency fV and damping ratio V. 

Yyfyfy VVV
  2244         (2) 

   Where y is the vertical displacement and  Y is the input 
earthquake acceleration in the vertical direction. Note that 
the dynamic interaction between the horizontal and 
vertical seismic response are not considered in equations 
(1) and (2). 
   The authors formerly modelled the embankment by 
using the rotary response SDOF model as shown in the 
Fig.2(c), which can take the horizontal and vertical 
component of the earthquake acceleration into 
consideration simultaneously. The following equation of 
motion was proposed using the equilibrium of the 
moment, based on the assumption that the embankment 
rotates around the position of the rotary spring. 


EE

HHH H

Y

H

X
ff


  2244    (3) 

   Where  is the seismic response rotation angle and HE is 
the equivalent height of embankments in the static 
condition. However, the following problems remained in 
this rotary response SDOF model. 
   1) The model considers the seismic response of 
embankments only in the horizontal direction, and vertical 
seismic response is evaluated only as the vertical 
component of the rotary motion. In other words, the 
seismic response of embankments in the vertical direction 
is not being fully taken into consideration. 
   2) Horizontal seismic response does not occur when the 
input earthquake acceleration is vertical only. In other 
words, the interaction between the horizontal seismic 
response and the vertical seismic response is not 
considered. 
   3) Since the spring rotation is calculated based on the 
natural frequency in the horizontal direction only, the 
natural frequency in the vertical direction is not 
considered and thus the seismic response in the vertical 
direction cannot be adequately evaluated. 
   In this study, a model is proposed in which an 
embankment is modeled as a mass-spring type model. The 
mass is connected to two springs representing horizontal 
and vertical seismic response. An illustrated explanation 
of the proposed model is shown in the Fig.3. The variables 
shown in Fig.3 and Fig.4 are defined as follows, X is the 
horizontal displacement of the ground surface, Y is the 
vertical displacement of the ground surface, x is the 
horizontal seismic response of the embankment, y is the 
vertical seismic response of the embankment, mE is the 
effective mass of the embankment, HE is the equivalent 
height of the embankment, kH is the spring constant 
against the horizontal (shearing) seismic response and kV 
is the spring constant against the vertical (stretching) 
seismic response. The equivalent length LE of the 
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embankment after seismic deformation from Fig.4 is 
defined as follows. 

 222 yHxL EE            (4) 

   Using the Taylor expansion is used, an upper equation 
can be rewritten as follows. 

E
EE H

x
yHL

2

2

           (5) 

   Therefore, the expansion amount LE － HE of 
embankment becomes the next equation. 

E
EE H

x
yHL

2

2

           (6) 

   Next, the kinematic energy T and the potential energy U 
will be derived. The kinematic energy T of the vibration 
model is defined as follows. 

 2
2

1
YyXxmT E
           (7) 

   The potential energy UH against the shearing spring kH is 
given as follows. 

2
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   The potential energy UV against the stretching spring kV 
is found by using the equation (3) as follows. 
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   Therefore, the potential energy U of the vibration model 
can be defined by adding equation (8) and equation (9). 

VH UUU               (10) 
   Finally, the equation of motion of this model will be 
derived. Usually, the equation of motion is solved by 
taking Lagrangsian L=T-U with the generalization 
coordinate q. 
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   However, this equation of motion can be solved by the 
next formulation since in this process the kinematic energy 
T did not contain q, and potential energy U did not contain 

 q . 
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   Here, generalized q is x and y, and the differential 
equation is given as follows. The first term of left side in 
equation (12) becomes the next equations. 
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   The second term of left side in equation (12) is shown as 
the next equations. 

VH kxk
x

U



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           (15) 

VH kxk
x

U



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           (16) 

   Where, the parametric coefficients  and  in equations 
(15) and (16) are shown as follows. 
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   Substituting equations (13), (14), (15), (16), (17) and 
(18) into equation (12), the following differential 
equations related to the horizontal and vertical responses 
of an embankment during an earthquake can be derived. 

VEHE kXmxkxm          (19) 

VEVE kYmykym          (20) 

   Here,  and  in equations (19) and (20) are the 
parameters which were not considered in the equation of 
the usual single degree of freedom type model, and they 
express the effect of interaction between the horizontal 
and vertical seismic response of the embankment. It is 
clear that the two equations of motion were independent 
when the parametric coefficients  and  are not 
considered, and that equations (19) and (20) correspond to 
the equation of motion of the usual single degree of 
freedom type model. The following equations of motion 
are derived from equations (19) and (20) when damping is 
taken into consideration. 

VEHHE kXmxkxcxm        (21) 

VEVVE kYmykycym        (22) 

   Here, cH and cV are viscous damping constants for the 
horizontal and vertical seismic responses respectively, and 
they are defined as follows. 

HEHH kmc 2             (23) 

VEVV kmc 2             (24) 

   H and V are damping ratios for the horizontal and 
vertical seismic responses of the embankment vibration 
model. The horizontal and vertical spring constants of the 
embankment model, kH and kV in equations (21), (22), (23) 
and (24), are defined as follows. 

EHH mfk 224              (25) 

EVV mfk 224              (26) 

   Substituting equations (23), (24), (25) and (26) into 
equations (18) and (19), the following equations are 
derived. 

 222 HHHH Xxxx       (27) 

 222 VVVV Yyyy       (28) 

   According to equations (27) and (28), the equivalent 
height HE of the embankment is a very important variable 
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in assessing the vertical-horizontal interaction, which is 
controlled by the coefficient  and . The equivalent 
height HE of the embankment can be found using the 
relationship between the vibration mode and the mass as 
follows9). 
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Fig.3 Modeling embankments (Cross spring model). 
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Fig.4 Dynamic coordinate system. 

   Where mp is the mass in the p layer and φpq is the 
response amplitude of the qth vibration mode. hi is the 
height for one layer when the embankment height H was 
divided into n horizontal layers as defined by the 
following equation. 





n

i
ihH

1

               (30) 

   The whole effective mass mE of the embankment is 
given in the same way as follows: 





n

i
iE mm

1

              (31) 

 
   The natural frequency in the horizontal and vertical 
direction, fH and fV, and the equivalent height HE of the 
embankment are usually chosen to express the first mode 
in the MDOF model based on engineering judgment. If the 
equivalent height HE can be decided suitably, this model 
can be applied to various embankment shapes. 
 
 
3. EXAMPLE OF NUMERICAL ANALYSIS 
 
   The natural frequency of an embankment in the 
horizontal direction fH ranges from 2.0Hz to 4.3Hz10). The 
mean of that range, 3.15Hz, has been assumed in the 
following calculation. The natural frequency fV of the 
embankment in the vertical direction is assumed to be 1.4 
times the natural frequency fH in the horizontal 
direction11). Therefore, fV is 4.41Hz. The embankment is 
assumed to have a symmetrical trapezoid shape with a 
shear wave velocity of 100m/sec. The breadth of the 
embankment crest is 8m and the gradient of the 
embankment slope is 1:1.8. The embankment height H 
was 9m based on the previously defined equation for 
natural frequency of embankments in the horizontal 
direction12). The density of embankment was assumed to 
be uniform and using equation (29)  the equivalent height 
HE of the embankment model in the first vibration mode 
was found to be 3.64m. Both the horizontal and vertical 
damping ratios H and V were assumed to be 5%. The NS 
(north-south) and UD components of the motion observed 
in the 1995 Hyogoken-nambu earthquake were used as the 
input earthquake motions. This numerical calculation is a 
linear seismic response analysis and spring constants in 
the horizontal and vertical directions remained constant 
throughout the calculation. 
   The list of calculation cases is provided in the Table 1. 
Each case corresponds to a different combination of 
calculation model and input motion. The four 
aforementioned SDOF models were adopted as the 
calculation models. Three patterns of the input motion 
were adopted: (1) horizontal motion only, (2) vertical 
motion only, and (3) both horizontal and vertical motion. 
   The time histories of the absolute response accelerations 
in the horizontal and vertical directions have been 
summarized in Fig.5. 
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Fig.5 Time history of absolute response acceleration in the horizontal and vertical directions. 
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Table 1 The list of calculation cases. 

Case No. Calulation model Input earthquake motion

Case 1 Horizontal response SDOF model Horizontal sesimic motion

Case 2 Vertical response SDOFmodel Vertical seismic motion

Case 3 Rotary response SDOF model Horizontal sesimic motion

Case 4 Rotary response SDOF model Vertical seismic motion

Case 5 Rotary response SDOF model Horizontal and Vertical sesimic motion

Case 6 Cross spring model Horizontal sesimic motion

Case 7 Cross spring model Vertical seismic motion

Case 8 Cross spring model Horizontal and Vertical sesimic motion  
 
   The peak acceleration in the horizontal direction for 
Case 3 is 2108 gal (Fig.5(c)), is about the same as that of 
the usual simple SDOF model case (Case 1: 2115 gal). On 
the other hand, the peak acceleration in the vertical 
direction in Case 3 is 9 gal, which is induced by the 
vertical seismic response of rotary motion of the mass. 
Because the seismic response in the vertical direction is 
not being taken into consideration in Cases 3 - 5, the 
acceleration time histories of the input earthquake motions 
and output earthquake motions (responses) for the UD 
component are almost the same and the peak accelerations 
in the outputs are greatly lower than those of a standard 
case (Case 2: 1179 gal) It can thus be said that the seismic 
response of the embankment cannot be suitably simulated 
by the rotary response SDOF model. 
   In the case of the cross-spring model, the peak 
acceleration of the vertical seismic response due to the 
contribution of a horizontal seismic input is 45 gal 
(Fig.5(f), Case6), and the peak acceleration of the 
horizontal seismic response due to the contribution of a 
vertical seismic input is 2 gal (Fig.5(g), Case7). Thus, it 
can be seen that the interaction between the horizontal 
shaking and the vertical shaking has been considered. In 
this case, the vertical seismic response due to the 
contribution of horizontal seismic response is larger than 
the horizontal seismic response due to the contribution of 
the vertical seismic response. The peak accelerations of 
the horizontal response shown in Case 6 and the vertical 
response shown in Case 7 are almost the same as the 
standard peak horizontal and vertical accelerations shown 
in Cases 1 and  2, respectively. When the both horizontal 
and the vertical inputs were considered in Case 8 
(Fig.5(h)), the horizontal seismic response was almost 
same as that of the standard case (Case 1). However, the 
peak acceleration in vertical shaking is 1203 gal, which is 
far beyond the standard case (Case 2) and can be attributed 
to the contribution of the horizontal seismic response to 
the vertical response. Therefore, the cross-spring model 
has the possibility to simulate the seismic response of 
embankments more suitably than other types of SDOF 
models. 
 
 
4. THE EXAMINATION OF APPLICATION 
 
   The applicability of the proposed cross-spring model 
was examined by means of a centrifuge model test. The 
geometry of the model used in the dynamic centrifuge test 

is illustrated in Fig.6. The model is for an embankment 
with a height of 20 m, a slope of 1:1.8, and a scale of 1/50. 
The material properties for embankment model are given 
in Table 2. The model embankment was constructed of a 
sandy soil with a density corresponding to a degree of 
compaction Dc  of 90%. The embankment model was 
made with 4cm layers of soil compacted to the specified 
density. The sandy soil was the mixture of Toyoura sand 
and kaolin clay with a dry density ratio of 9:1. Water was 
added to the dry material mixture in order to achieve the 
optimum moisture content. Based on CD test results, the 
material is known to have negative dilatancy 
characteristics. Silicon rubber was used at the boundary 
between the embankment model and the side wall of soil 
tank to mitigate the shaking transmitted from the tank 
frame. 
   The experiment was conducted by the following 
process. First, the static stress condition was reproduced in 
the centrifugal force condition (50 g). Then, the model was 
shaken with a small amplitude white noise wave that 
would allow for the estimation the natural frequency of the 
embankment. Next, the natural frequency of the 
embankment model was estimated from the Fourier 
spectrum of the observed acceleration at the location of the 
focused accelerometer (Fig.6) where the average 
confining pressure, m, was 70.5 kPa. The natural 
frequency of the embankment model was estimated to be 
2.4 Hz in the horizontal direction and 3.3 Hz in the vertical 
direction. Finally, horizontal shaking was applied without 
vertical shaking. The NS component of the motion 
observed at the Kobe JMA in the 1995 Hyogoken-nambu 
earthquake (Peak acceleration = 818 gal) was used as the 
input earthquake motion. Note that the peak acceleration 
was adjusted to be 460 gal in consideration of the 
capabilities of shaking table device. As shown in Fig.6, 
the seismic response acceleration in both the horizontal 
and the vertical directions and the horizontal and the 
vertical seismic displacements at the shoulder were 
measured. The observed deformation of the embankment 
after the shaking is shown in Fig.7. 
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Fig.6 The model geometry for the dynamic centrifuge test. 

  

 
Fig.7 The observed deformation of the embankment after the 
shaking. 
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Table 2 The material properties for the embankment model. 
Sand  90 (%)

Silt    4 (%)

Clay    6 (%)

Maximum grain size    0.425 (mm)

Maximum dry density    1.75 (t/m3)

Optimum moisture content  11.8 (%)

Wet unit weight  17.1 (kN/m3)

Cohesion    1.39 (kPa)

Internal friction angle  33.8 (deg.)

Grain size distribution

Characteristics
of soil compaction

Soil strength during the degree
of compaction is 90%

 
   Observed accelerations at the bottom of soil tank are 
shown in the Fig.8. Because the observed acceleration in 
the vertical direction was very small, the vertical input 
motion is neglected in the following calculation. 
   A comparison of the acceleration time history that was 
observed at the focal point (Fig.6) and the calculation 
result from the cross-spring model is shown in the Fig.9. 
An equivalent height HE=10m and a damping ratio =5% 
in both the horizontal and the vertical direction were used 
in the calculation. As can be seen in Fig.9(b), in spite of 
using only horizontal input, a vertical seismic response 
with a peak acceleration of about 20gal was measured. 
Considering the fact that the calculation method is based 
on a SDOF model, it can be said that the results are not a 
bad estimation of the observations in the horizontal and 
the vertical directions. A comparison of the Fourier 
spectra for the experimental results and the calculation 
results is shown in the Fig.10. As evidenced by Fig.10(a), 
the agreement is not so bad in the horizontal direction. 
However, in the vertical direction, the observed peak at 
2.8 Hz and other lower frequency peaks are not evaluated 
by the model. To investigate the reason for this, 
acceleration without shaking was recorded and its Fourier 
spectrum is shown in Fig.10(b). It can be seen that the 
observed vibrations with frequencies lower than 2.2Hz in 
the vertical direction can be regarded as the effects of the 
noise. 
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(b) Vertical direction 

Fig.8 Observed acceleration at the bottom of soil tank. 
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(a) Horizontal direction 
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(b) Vertical direction 

Fig.10 Comparison of the Fourier spectrum of the seismic 
response acceleration. 
 
   A comparison of the experimental results and the 
calculation results in the nonstational spectrum13) of the 
horizontal shaking is presented in Fig.11. According to 
this figure, the two spectra are similar in a broad 
perspective, and the calculation results from the 
cross-spring model can be regarded as a good estimation 
of the phenomena. Note that in the calculation result 
responses in the frequency range of 3 to 4 Hz are far 
smaller than those observed. This is because the cross- 
spring model models only the first response mode in the 
horizontal and vertical directions. In other words, the 
seismic response of the higher order vibration modes (e.g. 
2nd and 3rd vibration mode) cannot be considered in the 
proposed model. 
   A comparison of the nonstational spectrum in the 
vertical direction is presented in Fig.12. The calculated 
results show a certain agreement with the observations for 
the frequency range of 3 to 5Hz. The effect of the 
aforementioned noise could be the reason for the 
discrepancies at frequencies lower than 2Hz. Moreover, 
the fact that the cross-spring model cannot consider the 
high order vibrational modes could be the reason for the 
descrepancies at frequencies higher than 5Hz. In the 
Fig.12 it can be seen that the experimental spectrum shows 
nonstational responses of 2.0 Hz and 2.8 Hz from 9 to 10 
sec, which differ from the natural frequency of 3.3 Hz in 
the vertical direction. The seismic response due to the 
seismic sliding of the embankment could be the reason for 
these nonstational responses. 
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(a) Centrifuge model test 
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(b) Cross spring model 

Fig.11 Comparison of the nonstational spectrum of the seismic 
response acceleration in the horizontal direction. 
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(a) Centrifuge model test 
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(b) Cross spring model 

Fig.12 Comparison of the nonstational spectrum of the seismic 
response acceleration in the vertical direction. 
 

   Though the proposed cross-spring model is a SDOF 
mass-spring model, the seismic response of the 
embankment in the first vibration mode can be estimated 
adequately. Additionally, this model can consider the 
horizontal and vertical dynamic interaction. This model is 
based on the assumption of linear response. When the 
amplitude of the input motion increases, the shear 
modulus will decrease and the damping ratio will increase 
as the soil’s response becomes non linear. Although these 
non-linearity effects remain for future study, it is 
understood that these effects are small in the experimental 
results as evidenced by the accelerogram in Fig.9 and the 
nonstational spectrum in Fig.11. This is because the 
degree of compaction is high (Dc = 90%) and the shear 
wave velocity is large (Vs = 195 m/sec) in this case. 
 
 
5. CONCLUSION 
 
   In this study, a new simple SDOF method for predicting 
the seismic response of an embankment considering 
horizontal and vertical dynamic interaction was proposed 
using the equation of motion. A dynamic centrifuge test 
was carried out to examine the applicability of the 
proposed ‘cross-spring’ model. 
1) The proposed cross-spring model can evaluate the 

first vibration mode of seismic response of an 
embankment both in the horizontal and vertical 
directions simultaneously. The calculated results 
show good agreement with the test results. 

2) The proposed model can consider the dynamic 
interaction between horizontal and vertical directions. 
Based on the calculations, the vertical seismic 
response resulting from the contribution of the 
horizontal seismic response is larger than the 
horizontal seismic response resulting from the 
contribution of the vertical seismic response. 

   Further detailed examinations, such as the consideration 
of the nonlinearity in the cross-spring model, are expected 
in future studies. 
 
 
REFERENCES 
1) Japan Society of Civil Engineers. Report on the 2004 Niigata 

Chuetsu earthquake (in Japanese with English abstract), 
Committee on the Niigata Chuetsu Earthquake Disaster, 
Maruzen Co., Ltd, Tokyo, Japan, CD-ROM. 

2) Japan Society of Civil Engineers.: Guidelines for nuclear plant 
response to an earthquake (in Japanese), Committee on 
Nuclear Civil Engineering, Daioh Co., Ltd, 150pp. 

3) Railway Technical Research Institute: Design guidelines for 
railroad structures (in Japanese), earth structure edition, 
Maruzen Co., Ltd, Tokyo, Japan, 703pp. 

4) Japan Society of Civil Engineers.: Seismic stability evaluation 
ground and surrounding slope of nuclear power stations 
considering vertical motion (in Japanese with English 
abstract), Committee on Nuclear Civil Engineering, Journal 
of JSCE, Vol.60 No.757, pp.21-31, 2004. 

5) Ingles, J., Darrozes, J. and Soula, J. C.: Effects of the vertical 
component of ground shaking on earthquake-induced 
landslide displacements using generalized Newmark analysis, 



 

9 

Engineering Geology, Vol.86 No.2, pp.134-147, 2006. 
6) Kuroda, K.: Fundamental study on vertical seismic motion (in 

Japanese with English abstract), Proc. of Japan Earthquake 
Engineering Symposium, Vol.6, No.1, pp.1137-1144, 1982. 

7) Iijima, T. and Nakagawa, M.: A response combination method 
taking account of correlation between horizontal and vertical 
earthquakes (in Japanese with English abstract), Jour. of 
JSME, Vol.65, No.629, pp.82-87. 

8) Hata, Y. and Yamashita, N.: A study of the effect of vertical 
seismic motion on permanent displacement of embankments 
(in Japanese with English abstract), Jour. of JSCE Earthquake 
Engineering, Vol.28, No.66, 2005. 

9) Ghannad, M. A., Fukuwa, N. and Nishizaka, R.: A study on 
the frequency and damping of soil-structure systems using a 
simplified model, Jour. of Structural Engineering, AIJ, 
Vol.44(B), pp.85-93, 1998. 

10)Okamoto, S.: Introduction to earthquake engineering, 
University of Tokyo Press, pp.427-490, 1973. 

11)Hata, Y., Ichii, K., Kano, S. and Tsuchida, T.: A study on the 
seismic response of embankments based on the estimation of 
the natural frequency in the vertical direction, Proc. of 4th 
International Disaster and Risk Conference, Paper No. 504, 
Davos, Switzerland, 2008. 

12)Hata, Y., Kano, S., Yamashita, N., Yokoi, Y. and Tsuchida, 
T.: A simple calculation method of the natural frequency 
considering the shape of embankments (in Japanese with 
English abstract), Japanese Geotechnical Journal, Vol.2 No.3, 
JGS, pp.197-207, 2007. 

13)Kamiyama, M.: Nonstationary characteristics and wave 
interpretation of strong earthquake ground motions (in 
Japanese with English abstract), Journal of JSCE, Vol.35 
No.284, pp.35-48, 1979. 

 
 

 



<<
  /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 <>
    /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.)
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
  >>
  /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 [1200 1200]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


