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Abstract. This work focuses on development of ad hoc methodology for monitoring of sodium, ammoni-
um, potassium, magnesium and calcium ions in rivers Ilova and Kutinica (southeastern part of Croatia) 
since often their composition significantly differs from the average (concentration of components and/or 
matrix). Therefore fast and reliable method development has to be performed in order to meet criteria of 
the monitoring methodology performance characteristic. Computer assisted routine for prediction of 
chromatographic signal, based on a transfer of isocratic elution information into a gradient elution en-
vironment, was used in combination with several in-house developed optimization criteria. It is shown 
that algorithm used for prediction of ion-chromatographic signal offers sufficient information (in compa-
rison to actual measured chromatographic signal) to be applied in global optimization process. Calculated 
optimal gradient incorporates linearly decreasing, increasing and isocratic part of the eluent concentration 
time-profile, utilizing full potential of the gradient separation. Developed method was validated proving 
that it meets criteria for river Ilova and Kutinica monitoring purposes. Moreover, this results show that 
used computer assisted optimization routine can be successfully applied for fast and reliable ad hoc  
method development in ion chromatography. (doi: 10.5562/cca1736)  
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INTRODUCTION 

The analysis of inorganic ions in drinking, ground and 
surface waters still remain the single most widely used 
application of ion chromatography (IC).1–3 IC provides a 
straightforward method for the simultaneous analysis of 
alkali and alkaline earth cations (plus ammonia) in  
water, as described in ISO Method 14911-1.4 A key 
benefit of this approach is the ability to determine am-
monia in complex samples that contain both: inorganic 
cations and organic amines, as the latter compounds can 
interfere with the conventional colorimetric or ion selec-
tive electrode methods used for ammonia analysis. The 
problem arises if samples with significantly different 
composition (matrix and/or analyte components concen-
tration) have to be analyzed. These deviations can be 
result of natural phenomenon (rainfall, snowing, etc.) or 
environmental incident because of human activities. In 
either case, the standard or accredited methodology for 
analysis of river water has to be modified and later on 
validated to prove that can fit the purpose. The modified 
method, referred as “ad hoc” method, should be able to 

carry out exploratory studies in the short term, or for a 
short run of test materials. Since, minimal time is usually 
available to modify and validate performance characteris-
tics, it is necessary to rely largely on the computer as-
sisted method development and, due to the most probably 
tight schedule, gradient elution ion chromatography. 

The computer assisted method development in 
general relies on retention modeling. A large number of 
retention models were explained for isocratic IC elu-
tion.5–13 Gradient elution retention model is harder to 
develop due to a fact that far more variables need to be 
modeled in order to present sufficient gradient combi-
nations. Artificial neural networks (ANN) have modeled 
the retention behavior of inorganic anions, in relation 
with slope of linear gradient elution curve and starting 
time of gradient program.14,15 The ANN gradient elution 
retention models have excellent accuracy and precision 
but gradient elution experimental data, which has been 
used for modeling procedure, cannot be used for model-
ing of various gradient programs. The one possibility to 
overcome that shortcoming is to use isocratic experi-
mental data for gradient elution retention modeling.16,17 
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Finally, developed retention models than can be used 
for resolution and peak asymmetry predication even the 
peak shape modeling if necessary.18,19 

The aim of this work is application of computer-
assisted methodology in rapid method development 
process for IC determination of inorganic cations in 
surface water. Gradient elution retention model was 
used to predict resolution and peak asymmetry. These 
parameters indicate the ability of method for quantita-
tive determination of analyte, and therefore were needed 
for determination of optimal gradient elution profile. 
Final stage includes application of peak shape model to 
predict the chromatographic signal and its comparison 
with actual experiment. Performance characteristics of 
developed method were extensively tested by applying 
validation procedure. 

 
EXPERIMENTAL 

Monitoring Locations 

97 km long river Ilova rises in the southeastern part of 
Croatia at 200 m above sea level. Throughout its course, 
river Ilova is a lowland medium-sized watercourse in 
the silicate surface. Channel Kutinica-Ilova connects 
river Ilova with the small river Kutinica. Watercourse of 

river Kutinica is exposed to the wastewater inflow of 
Petrokemija d.o.o, Kutina, fertilizer factory. It is obvi-
ous that water quality of both rivers: Kutinica (after the 
fertilizer factory inflow) and Ilova (after river Kutinica 
inflow), are included in water monitoring process. The 
previous monitoring results showed significant and 
variable presence of monitoring components, which 
occurs in random manner, depending mostly on differ-
ent production conditions of fertilizer factory. These 
circumstances make ad hoc method development 
process of high significance for the region. In this work, 
two different locations were tested: one after the waste-
water inflow in river Kutinica and the other after the 
Kutinica inflow in river Ilova. The exact locations are 
shown in Figure 1. 
 

Optimization Methodology 

For optimization of IC method, an approach with gradi-
ent model based on isocratic data (iso-to-grad model) 
was used. This approach, taken from literature,16,19 is 
based on summation of contributions of small time-
intervals inside which the retentions were calculated by 
use of experimentally obtained isocratic models. The 
isocratic models were 2nd order polynomial correlations 
of analyte retention coefficient logarithm, logk, and 

 
Figure 1. Monitoring locations of river Kutinica and river Ilova. 
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eluent concentration logarithm, logc. Experimental 
design used in obtaining the modeling data was based 
on full factorial methodology and is shown in Figure 2. 
Inside each time interval the retention coefficient can be 
assumed constant, and is calculated as the average of k 
values at the integral boundaries; the latter are calcu-
lated by use of the isocratic model. The coefficients of 
polynomial isocratic models are given in Table 1 along 
with related R2 values, showing models' good predictive 
abilities. 

For selection of optimal gradient elution profile, a 
large but finite number of gradient eluent-profiles was 
generated (so called profile domain) and tested in the 
following manner.20 Four criteria were used for quicker 
scanning of profile domain. The first criterion was com-
paring resolution values of the neighboring isocratic 
eluent-profiles from profile domain. It selects two most 
distant isocratic profiles with unacceptable RS value  
(RS < 2) for the same analytes and eliminates all other 
domain profiles: gradient or isocratic, which are lying 
between them. The second criterion was searching the 
domain for the isocratic profiles with all acceptable RS 
values. If one or more existed, it selects the one with 
highest eluent concentration, and all domain profiles 
bellowed it were expelled from the domain. The third 
criterion was based on the nature of iso-to-grad model. 
This criterion monitored the contributions of time-
intervals inside every domain profile that had an eluent 
concentration change. If a sequence of time-intervals 
that provides unsatisfactory separation was detected, all 
domain profiles that had included the same sequence 
were, therefore, excluded from the domain. Fourth cri-

terion select the shortest chromatography run if more 
than one optimal profile remained after the treatment of 
first three criteria. 
 
Instrumentation 

Experiments were performed on Dionex ICS-3000 
chromatography system (Sunnyvale, CA, USA). The 
system consisted of a dual pump module with an iso-
cratic pump with vacuum degas option and gradient 
mixer (GM-3, 4 mm), eluent generator module with 
degas unit and trap column (CR-TC II) and detector/ 
chromatography module with a conductivity detector 
and dual temperature zone configuration. Carboxylate-
based CS16 (5×250 mm) cation separation column and 

Table 1. Description of sodium, ammonium, potassium, magnesium and calcium retention models for isocratic elution 

Isocratic modelling 
2

0 1 MSA 2 MSAlog log logk a a c a c    

Sodium Ammonium Potassium Magnesium Calcium 

 Model parameters for retentions of 50 % height at peak fronting side 

a0 2.1608 2.3865 2.4289 4.3000 4.6233 

a1 –1.5278 –1.6634 –1.4243 –2.7071 –2.9418 

a2 0.1117 0.1708 0.0977 0.1670 0.2482 

R2 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 

 Model parameters for retentions of peak maximum 

a0 2.1795 2.3857 2.4386 4.3582 4.6607 

a1 –1.5535 –1.6614 –1.4366 –2.7936 –2.9952 

a2 0.1241 0.1730 0.1036 0.2015 0.2693 

R2 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 

 Model parameters for retentions of 50 % height at peak tailing side 

a0 2.1901 2.3820 2.4512 4.4210 4.6945 

a1 –1.5698 –1.6566 –1.4480 –2.8648 –3.0082 

a2 0.1339 0.1753 0.1089 0.2266 0.2717 

R2 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 0.9999 

 

 
Figure 2. Isocratic elution experimental design used in optimi-
zation process. 
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CG16 (5×50 mm) cation guard column were used for 
separation of common inorganic cations. The eluent was 
methanesulfonic acid solution. For decreasing of back-
ground noise and increasing of outgoing analytical sig-
nal, CSRS Ultra II 4-mm electrolytic suppressor (work-
ing in recycle mode) was used. All experimental mea-
surements were performed using 50 µL sample loop 
volume, eluent flow rate of 1.0 mL/min, and tempera-
ture of 40 °C. The whole system was computer-
controlled by Chromeleon 6.80 SP4 Build 2361 
(130805) software. 
 
Reagents and Solutions 

Water samples were collected in 2 L polyethylene con-
tainers and filtered through Whatman 0.45 µm cellulose 

nitrate membrane filters (Whatman, Springfield Mill, 
England) prior to injection. The first 100 mL of filtered 
sample was discarded.  

Concentration values of cations found in surface 
water samples were used as guidelines in selecting cali-
bration ranges. The used calibration ranges were:  
sodium 20–60 mg/L, ammonium 1–3 mgN/L, potassium 
2–6 mg/L, magnesium 7–21 mg/L, and calcium 25–75 
mg/L. Standard solutions of sodium, ammonium, potas-
sium, magnesium (all Kemika, Zagreb, Croatia), and 
calcium (Fluka, Taufkirchen, Germany) were prepared 
by dissolving appropriate amounts of analytical reagent 
grade salts in Milli-Q water (Millipore, Bedford, MA, 
USA; 0.055 µScm–1). These solutions were diluted to 
give the multi-cation solutions required. Working eluent 
solutions were prepared on-line by appropriate dilution 
of methanesulfonic acid (MSA) cartridge solution (Dio-
nex) with Milli-Q water. 

 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Figure 3 presents the simulated and measured chroma-
tograms for analysis of inorganic cations in surface 
waters. One can observe that simulated peaks are 
slightly shifted towards the lower retention region. The 
reason for this is most probably definition of void peak 
retention, which is in this work assumed constant and 
is curtail for gradient elution signal prediction. Model-
ing void peak retention under gradient elution would 
significantly increase experimental effort, putting in 
question justification of the applied procedure. Ana-
logue conclusion can be made if the peak shape predic-
tion capabilities are discussed. However, from the 
method development point of view, the predicted 
chromatograms bring more than enough useful infor-
mation that can be later on successfully used in global 
optimization process. 

 
Figure 3. Simulated (A) and measured (B, C) ion chromato-
graphic separation obtained by using optimal gradient profile. 

 
Figure 4. Optimal gradient profile obtained by using com-
puter-assisted optimization methodology. 
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Figure 4 shows optimal gradient profile obtained 
by computer-assisted development of ad hoc metho-
dology. Although optimal gradient profile might seem 
simple, deeper insight could reveal its capabilities. The 
first part of the separation process was performed using 
negative linear gradient profile. This particular profile 
apparently increased analysis time, but it provided satis-
factory resolution of two first-eluted components, with-
out sacrificing resolution of the remaining components, 
and actually, it led to the shorter analysis time. Next part 
of the gradient elution profile could be considered as 
typical one – a classical linear increase of the competing 
ion concentration over the certain time period. This part 
decreased the analysis time by lowering time between 
elution of last three components and the earlier eluted 
ones. The last part of the gradient profile presents clas-
sical isocratic elution. The reason for this is that positive 
gradient would decrease required resolution and nega-
tive gradient would increase the analysis time. In gener-

al, gradient profiles obtained by using computer optimi-
zation methodology typically consist of positive linear 
parts or positive steps. This means that gradient elution 
benefits might be not utilized entirely if using these 
profiles. However, the good separation is only one fac-
tor (might be the curtail one) that has to be considered 
in method development process. Therefore, further 
evaluation of performance characteristic has to follow. 

Tables 2 and 3 present the results of linearity tests. 
It can be seen that squares of correlation coefficient (R2) 
are ranged between 0.9997 and 0.9999 proving that high 
correlation between concentration and peak area for all 
investigated cations exists. The good sensitivity of the 
method is expressed by slope of the calibration curve 
and the limits of lower and upper 95 % confidence in-
tervals are presented (Table 2). The lack-of-fit test, 
based on analysis of the variance (ANOVA) of the resi-
duals from the regression line, was applied to test the 
validity of selected calibration models (Table 3). Test-
ing for lack of fit of the experimental points to the re-
gression line is an important step in linear regression. 
When lack of fit exists, standard deviations for both 
regression line coefficients are overestimated, and this 
gives rise, for instance, to confidence intervals that are 
too large. If these confidence intervals are then used in 
hypothesis tests, systematic error may not be detected so 
there is a greater probability of committing a β error. 
The F values obtained for lack-of-fit test prove that 
lack-of-fit term is not significant within 95 % confi-
dence limit for pure experimental error and consequent-
ly the straight line model is adequate to describe the 
relationship between concentration and peak area for all 

Table 2. Calibration curve parameters calculated for IC determination of sodium, ammonium, potassium, magnesium and calcium 
in rivers Ilova and Kutinica 

Linearity 
Value Slope (μS min L/mg) Intercept (μS min) 

Range (mg/L) R2 Value Lower 95 % Upper 95 % Value Lower 95 % Upper 95 % 

Sodium 20.00–60.00 0.9998 0.6106 0.6082 0.6130 0.0195 –0.0824 0.1215

Ammonium 1.50–4.50 0.9997 0.4942 0.4916 0.4969 0.3837 0.3754 0.3920

Potassium 2.00–6.00 0.9997 0.4059 0.4037 0.4081 –0.0227 –0.0319 –0.0134

Magnesium 7.00–21.00 0.9997 1.1003 1.0948 1.1057 0.2946 0.2131 0.3762

Calcium 25.00–75.00 0.9999 0.7233 0.7209 0.7257 0.2724 0.1429 0.4020

 

Table 3. Lack-of-fit calculations for calibration curves related 
to IC determination of sodium, ammonium, potassium, mag-
nesium, and calcium in rivers Ilova and Kutinica 

Linearity 
Lack-of-fit test 

MSPE MSLOF Fcrit F 

Sodium 0.0114 0.0307 2.8387 2.6905

Ammonium 8.47506·10–5 7.7684·10–5 2.8387 0.9166

Potassium 0.0001 0.0002 2.8387 1.5077

Magnesium 0.0077 0.0145 2.8387 1.8836

Calcium 0.0185 0.0493 2.8387 2.6651

Table 4. Systematic error estimation for IC determination of sodium, ammonium, potassium, magnesium, and calcium in rivers 
Ilova and Kutinica 

Linearity R2 
Slope Intercept (mg/L) 

Value Lower 95 % Upper 95 % Value Lower 95 % Upper 95 % 

Sodium 0.9998 1.0000 0.9961 1.0039 6.39488·10–14 –0.16692 0.16692 

Ammonium 0.9997 1.0000 0.9947 1.0053 8.88178·10–16 –0.01675 0.01675 

Potassium 0.9997 1.0000 0.9946 1.0054 0.00000 –0.02273 0.02273 

Magnesium 0.9997 1.0000 0.9950 1.0050 –1.77636·10–15 –0.07413 0.07413 

Calcium 0.9999 1.0000 0.9966 1.0034 5.68434·10–14 –0.17909 0.17909 
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investigated cations (Table 3). Furthermore, presence of 
the systematic error was tested by performing replicate 
measurements at five different concentrations levels and 
relationship between amount found (y) against amount 
added (x) were investigated (Table 4). It can be seen that 
intercepts and slopes are not statistically (confidence  
95 %) different form the theoretical ones (0 and 1 respec-
tively) and that squares of correlation coefficients have 
values not lower that 0.9997 for all investigated cases. 
This proves that there is no systematic error (proportional 
and absolute) in developed method. Values for recovery 
fall into interval 100.00–100.03, with maximal relative 
standard deviation (RSD) of 0.29 %, what proves particu-
larly good recovery of the method (Table 5). The preci-
sion related calculations are presented in Table 6. It can 
be seen that RSD is less than 0.33 % for all investigated 
cases showing good precision of the method developed 
for determination of sodium, ammonium, potassium, 
magnesium and calcium in rivers Ilova and Kutinica. 
 
CONCLUSIONS 

This work describes computer-assisted development of 
ad hoc methodology for monitoring of inorganic cations 
in rivers Ilova and Kutinica using gradient elution IC. It 
is shown that IC signal prediction slightly deviate from 
the actual measured signal in both retention time and 
peak shape parameter due to application of constant 
void time in the calculation routines. Still, virtual chro-
matography brings enough information to be successful-
ly used in optimization procedure. Applied optimization 
algorithms resulted in gradient profile that incorporates 
linear decreasing and increasing of eluent concentration 
followed by an isocratic part of the separation, offering 
complete unitization of gradient elution benefits. Per-
formance characteristics of developed method included 
linearity test (with lack-of-fit), systematic error test, 
method recovery and repeatability estimation, proving 
that developed method can meet criteria for routine 
application in monitoring rivers' Ilova and Kutinica 

quality. Moreover, this proves that computer assisted 
methodology offers fast and reliable tool for ad hoc 
method development in ion chromatography. 
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Table 5. Recovery of IC determination of sodium, ammo-
nium, potassium, magnesium and calcium in rivers Ilova and 
Kutinica 

Accuracy 
Recovery (%) 

Value RSD 
Sodium 100.00 0.20 
Ammonium 100.00 0.17 
Potassium 100.02 0.26 
Magnesium 100.03 0.29 
Calcium 100.00 0.16 
 

Table 6. Repeatability of IC determination of sodium, ammo-
nium, potassium, magnesium and calcium in rivers Ilova and 
Kutinica (n = 6) 

Accuracy RSD (%) 
Sodium 0.20 
Ammonium 0.33 
Potassium 0.29 
Magnesium 0.28 
Calcium 0.19 
 

http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9783527619610�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/9783527613243�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac00098a032�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(99)00176-4�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(98)00775-4�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(99)00300-3�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(99)00087-4�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(99)00087-4�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(97)01044-3�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2005.02.018�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(00)01185-7�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0021-9673(00)01185-7�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chemolab.2006.08.011�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.chroma.2006.04.036�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jssc.200900231�
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jssc.201000796�

	CCA_084_2011_487-492_WEB.pdf
	Croat. Chem. Acta 84 (4) (2011) 487–492. CCA-3503
	RECEIVED JULY 21, 2010; REVISED MAY 5, 2011; ACCEPTED MAY 9, 2011
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /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 false
  /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 600
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 2.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /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 600
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /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 600
  /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 (None)
  /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 [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


