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Abstract— This paper verifies the robustness of a model 
based predictive control scheme for depth of anesthesia (DOA) 
regulation. The manipulated variable is Propofol, which is 
used in a Model based Predictive Control (MPC) algorithm for 
automatic induction and control of DOA. In turn, DOA is 
evaluated by means of the Bispectral index (BIS). The simula-
tion tests are performed on a set of 17 virtually generated 
realistic patients with significantly varying sensitivity to Pro-
pofol infusion. The results show a high-efficiency, optimal 
dosage and robustness of the MPC algorithm to induce and 
maintain the desired BIS reference while rejecting typical 
disturbances from surgery.  

Keywords— Depth of anesthesia (DOA), predictive control, 
propofol, bispectral index, robustness. 

I.   INTRODUCTION  

General anesthesia plays an important role in surgery and 
intensive care unit and requires critical assessment of in-
duced quantities of drugs into the patient. There are three 
major interactive parts in anesthesia: sedation, analgesia and 
neuromuscular blockade. 

Usually, anesthesiologists control the drug dosing during 
anesthesia by monitoring hemodynamic signals. This open-
loop technique reaches the target level of sedation fast, but 
it may result in minimal values (undershoot) which are not 
safe for the patient. On the other hand, if the drug delivery 
regulation is done automatically, anesthesiologists will have 
more time to concentrate on critical issues that may threaten 
the safety of the patient. Control of anesthesia poses a mani-
fold of challenges: multivariable characteristics, variable 
time delays, inter- and intra-patient variability, dynamics 
dependent on anesthetic substances and stability issues [1], 
[2]. Numerous PID controllers have been designed during 
decades, but since these controllers cannot anticipate the 
response of the patient and do not have any prior knowledge 
of the drug metabolism, the performances were sub-optimal. 
Therefore, model based strategies using fuzzy [3], adaptive 
[1] and predictive [4] control algorithms have been devel-
oped and applied in clinical trials. 

In this paper, we present a single input (Propofol) – sin-
gle output (bispectral index) model based predictive control 

(MPC) algorithm for controlling the depth of anesthesia. 
The patient models for prediction and for simulation pur-
poses are given in the second section, followed by the de-
scription of the control algorithm. The closed loop results 
are given in the fourth section for induction of anesthesia 
and for maintenance within clinically acceptable values 
while rejecting typical surgery disturbances.  

II.   PATIENT MODEL 

A.   The Pharmacokinetic-Pharmacodynamic Model 

Propofol is a hypnotic agent, for which the pharma-
cologic properties have been well described and studied in 
different kind of patients. Given its beneficial pharmacol-
ogical profile, Propofol is used as one of the drugs of choice 
for both induction and maintenance of the hypnotic compo-
nent of anesthesia and intensive care sedation . This drug is 
the input of the patient model and the output is the Bispec-
tral Index (BIS), a signal derived from the electro-
encephalogram (EEG). Using EEG, several derived, com-
puterized parameters like the BIS have been tested and 
validated as a promising measure of the hypnotic compo-
nent of anesthesia [5]. BIS values lie in the range of 0-100; 
whereas 90-100 range represents fully awake patients; 60-
70 range and 40-60 range indicate light and moderate hyp-
notic state, respectively. For the induction phase of DOA, a 
BIS value of 50 is considered suitable.  

In figure 1 the pharmacokinetic (PK) – pharmacodynamic 
(PD) blocks denote the 4th order compartmental model for 
Propofol [6], [7]. Compartmental models are used to repre-
sent the distribution of drugs in the body, i.e. mass balance. 
In each compartment the drug concentration is assumed to be 
uniform, as in a perfect and instantaneous mixing: 
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where 1x  [mg] denotes the amount of drug in the central 

compartment. The blood concentration is expressed by 
x1/V1. The peripheral compartments 2 and 3 model the drug 
exchange of the blood with well and poorly diffused body 
tissues. The masses of drug in fast and slow equilibrating 
peripheral compartments are denoted by x2 and x3 respec-
tively. The parameters kij for i≠j, denote the drug transfer 
frequency from the ith to the jth compartment and u(t) [mg/s] 
is the infusion rate of the anesthetic drug into the central 
compartment. The parameters kij of the PK models depend 
on age, weight, height and gender and can be calculated for 
propofol: 
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where Cl1 is the rate at which the drug is cleared from the 
body, and Cl2 and Cl3 are the rates at which the drug is re-
moved from the central compartment to the other two com-
partments by distribution. The lean body mass (lbm) for 
men and women have the following expressions: 
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respectively. 
An additional hypothetical effect compartment was pro-

posed to represent the lag between drug plasma concentra-
tion and drug response. The concentration of drug in this 
compartment is represented by xe. The effect compartment 
receives drug from the central compartment by a first-order 
process and it is regarded as a virtual additional compart-
ment. Therefore, the drug transfer frequency from the central 
compartment to the effect site-compartment is equal to the 
frequency of drug removal from the effect-site compartment: 
ke0=k1e=0.456 [min-1]. Knowing ke0, the apparent concentra-
tion in the effect compartment can be calculated since ke0 
will precisely characterize the temporal effects of equilibra-
tion between the plasma concentration and the corresponding 
drug effect. Consequently, the equation is often used as: 
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with Ce called the effect-site compartment concentration,. 
The BIS variable can be related to the drug effect concentra-
tion Ce by the empirical static but time varying nonlinear 
relationship [4], called also the Hill curve: 
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where E0 denotes the baseline value (awake state - without 
drug), which by convention is typically assigned a value of 
100, Emax denotes the maximum effect achieved by the drug 
infusion, EC50 is the drug concentration at half maximal 
effect and represents the patient sensitivity to the drug, and 
γ determines the steepness of the curve. The constant k10  

 

 

Fig. 1 Compartmental model of the patient, where PK denotes the pharma-
cokinetic model and PD denotes the pharmacodynamic model. 

B.   Nominal Patient Model Parameters 

A set of model parameter values for the  nominal patient 
are necessary in order to be used for prediction purposes. 
For comparison purposes, the same nominal patient as that 
given in [8] will be used in this study. The corresponding 
model parameters are given in Table 1. 

 
Table 1 Values of the parameters for the nominal patient used for predic-
tion of BIS values based on known Propofol infusion rates. 

parameter value 

      k10 (min-1)    0.119 

      k12 (min-1)    0.112 

      k21 (min-1)    0.055 

      k13  (min-1) 0.0410 

      k31  (min-1) 0.0033 

      V1 (l) 5.05 

      V2 (l) 30.6 

      V3 (l) 191.1 
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C.   Population Database 

The population database consisted of 17 virtually gener-
ated realistic patients, whose model parameter values are 
given in Table 2. These values are taken from [8] and based 
on a statistical analysis on inter-patient variability. These 17 
patient relevant sets are arranged in the decreasing order of 
their BIS sensitivity to the amount of propofol infusion. For 
the insensitive patient, the rates in the central compartment 
k10, k12 and k13 are high (0.149, 0.14 and 0.052, respectively) 
and the k21 and k31 rate constants are low (0.041 and 0.002, 
respectively). In the PD parameters, higher EC50 (3.7) indi-
cates the need for more drug to get to the same hypnosis 
level, higher γ (3.12) indicates higher nonlinearity (slope in 
the Sigmoid Hill curve) and lower ke0 (0.239) indicates 
sluggishness in response. For the sensitive patient k10, k12 
and k13 are low (0.089,0.084 and 0.031, respectively) and 
the k21 and k31 rate constants are high (0.069 and 0.004, 
respectively). In the PD parameters, lower EC50 (1.6) indi-
cates the need for less drug to get to the same hypnosis 
level, lower γ (2) indicates lower nonlinearity (slope in the 
Sigmoid Hill curve) and higher ke0 (0.459) indicates faster 
response. With these patients at hand, robustness of the 
control algorithm can be tested. 

III.   THE EPSAC-MPC APPROACH 

A.   Controller Design  

In the general MPC scheme represented in figure 2, the 
patient model is used to predict the current value of the out-
put variable (BIS). The difference between the measured BIS 
from the patient and the model output (residual), serves as 
feedback signal in the prediction block. With this residual 
and the input u, the prediction block predicts the future val-
ues of the output BIS. On the basis of these predicted BIS 
values, the controller calculates the future optimal infusion 
rates over a number of samples in the future, called the pre-
diction horizon. However, only the first calculated sample is 
applied to the process (i.e. principle of receding horizon).  

Prediction Controller Patient
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Target 
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Drug Rate u Measured
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Model 
Output 

+-
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Drug Rate u

Prediction Controller Patient
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Output 

+-
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Fig. 2 MPC scheme for closed loop BIS regulation 

Table 2 Values of the parameters for the 17 patient set arranged in decreasing order of the BIS sensitivity to Propofol infusion [8]. 

Parameter 
Patient no. 

k10 k12 k21 k13 k31 ke0 EC50 γ 

1 (sensitive) 0.08925 0.084 0.06875 0.031425 0.004125 0.459 1.6 2 

2 0.14875 0.14 0.04125 0.052375 0.004125 0.239 1.6 2 

3 0.14875 0.112 0.04125 0.0419 0.004125 0.239 1.6 3.122 

4 0.14875 0.14 0.04125 0.052375 0.004125 0.239 1.6 3.122 

5 0.08925 0.084 0.04125 0.052375 0.002475 0.459 2.65 2.561 

6 0.08925 0.084 0.06875 0.031425 0.002475 0.349 2.65 2.561 

7 0.14875 0.112 0.06875 0.031425 0.002475 0.459 2.65 2.561 

8 (nominal) 0.119 0.112 0.055 0.0419 0.0033 0.349 2.65 2.561 

9 0.119 0.112 0.055 0.0419 0.0033 0.239 2.65 2 

10 0.119 0.112 0.055 0.0419 0.0033 0.239 2.65 2.561 

11 0.08925 0.084 0.06875 0.031425 0.002475 0.459 3.7 2 

12 0.14875 0.112 0.06875 0.031425 0.002475 0.349 3.7 2.561 

13 0.08925 0.084 0.06875 0.031425 0.002475 0.239 3.7 2.561 

14 0.08925 0.084 0.06875 0.031425 0.002475 0.239 3.7 3.122 

15 0.08925 0.084 0.04125 0.052375 0.002475 0.239 3.7 3.122 

16 0.14875 0.14 0.04125 0.052375 0.004125 0.349 3.7 2.561 

17 (insensitive) 0.14875 0.14 0.04125 0.052375 0.002475 0.239 3.7 3.122 
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In this paper, we apply the EPSAC (Extended Prediction 
Self-Adaptive Control) strategy described in detail in [9]. 
The EPSAC-MPC is based on a generic process model: 

( ) ( ) ( )y t x t n t= +                                    (4) 

The disturbance n(t) includes the effects in the measured 
output y(t) which do not come from the model input u(t) via 
the available model. These non-measurable disturbances 
have a stochastic character with non-zero average value, 
which can be modeled by a colored noise process: 

1 1( ) ( ) / ( ) ( )n t C q D q e t− −⎡ ⎤= ⋅⎣ ⎦                        
 (5) 

with: e(t) - uncorrelated (white) noise with zero mean value;  
C(q-1) and D(q-1) - monic polynomials in the backward shift 
operator q-1 of orders nc and nd. In this application, the dis-
turbance filter 1 1( ) / ( )C q D q− − is defined as a pure integra-

tor. The relationship between u(t) and x(t) is given by the 
generic dynamic system model: 

[ ]( ) ( 1), ( 2), , ( 1), ( 2),x t f x t x t u t u t= − − − −" "
      

 (6) 

In our case the input applied to the patient, ( )u t , represents 

the Propofol delivery rate. The model output is then repre-
sented by: 

1 Pr 2 Re( ) ( ) ( )e op d e m dx t m C t T m C t T= ⋅ − + ⋅ −
          

 (7) 

The process output is predicted at time instant t over the 
prediction horizon 2N , based on the measurements avail-

able at that moment and the future outputs of the control 
signal. The predicted values of the output are: 

( / ) ( / ) ( / )y t k t x t k t n t k t+ = + + +                   (8) 

Prediction of x(t+k|t) and of n(t+k|t) can be done respec-
tively by recursion of the process model and by using filter-
ing techniques on the noise model (5) [9]. In EPSAC for 
linear models, the future response is considered as being the 
cumulative result of two effects: 

( / ) ( / ) ( / )base opty t k t y t k t y t k t+ = + + +
             

 (9) 

where ( / )basey t k t+ represents: 

• effect of past control {u(t-1), u(t-2), ...} (initial con-
ditions at time t); 

• effect of a base future control scenario, called 

base ( | ), 0u t k t k+ ≥ , which is defined a priori; for 

linear systems the choice is irrelevant, a simple 
choice being { }base ( | ) 0, 0u t k t k+ ≡ ≥ ; 

• effect of future (predicted) disturbances n(t+k|t). 

while, ( / )opty t k t+ represents: 

• effect of the optimizing future control actions 

{ }( | ), ( 1| ), ( 1| )uu t t u t t u t N tδ δ δ+ + −…  

with base( | ) ( | ) ( | )u t k t u t k t u t k tδ + = + − + . The de-

sign parameter Nu, called the control horizon (a well-
known concept in MPC-literature), is considered in 
this paper equal to 1. 

 

The controller output is obtained by minimizing a cost  
function. The basic cost function is: 
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where r(t+k/t) is the desired reference trajectory. The cost 
function (10) is a quadratic form in U, which leads after 
minimization w.r.t. U to the optimal solution: 
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with R the reference trajectory,  
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where 
1

PropNg ….
2

PropNg  are the coefficients of the unit 

step response of the PK-PD propofol model. The EPSAC 
strategy was implemented to control the value of BIS, using 
the PK-PD model presented from (1), (2) and (3). The pre-
diction model was used with the nominal values from table 
1, while each patient was simulated with the values from 
table 2. In this way, significant modeling errors are intro-
duced in the control scheme, accounting for inter-patient 
variability. In this study, the MPC control parameters are set 
to: N1=1, Nu=1 and a sampling time for control action every 
5 seconds.  

B.   Performance Evaluation 

In order to evaluate the performance in the closed loop, 
we introduce the index defined by 

∫ −=
τ

τττ
0

)()( dBISRIAE
                     

 (12) 

with R(τ) the desired reference BIS value, in this case set to 
BIS=50, BIS(τ) the real output of the patient and τ the time 
instant. Notice that the index defined in (12) is known as the 
integral absolute error (IAE).  

Next, it is important to introduce realistic disturbances, in 
this case typical surgery stimuli. A standard stimulus profile 
has been defined as in figure 3, whereas each interval  
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denotes a specific event in the operation theatre. Hence, 
stimulus A mimics the response to intubation; B represents 
surgical incision followed by a period of no surgical stimu-
lation (i.e. waiting for pathology result); C represents an 
abrupt stimulus after a period of low level stimulation; D 
shows onset of a continuous normal surgical stimulation; 
E,F, and G simulate short-lasting, larger stimulation within 
the surgical period; and H simulates the withdrawal of 
stimulation during the closing period.  
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Fig. 3 The artificially generated disturbance signal 

IV.   RESULTS  

A.   Induction Phase 

Ideally, the induction of the patient in an operational 
DOA is required to be done as soon as possible, such that 
few time is lost before the surgeon can start. It is therefore 
desirable that the patient reaches the BIS=50 target and 
remains within the target value without much undershoot, 
i.e. values below BIS=30 should be avoided. A predictive 
controller can be either i) tuned such that the control effort 
is very significant, thus the response will be fast, at the cost 
of undershoot values; either ii) tuned in a conservative 
manner, such that the response is smooth but slow. This is 
achieved by tuning the value of the N2 parameter (i.e. the 
prediction horizon). Figures 4 and 6 depict the results for 
prediction horizon of N2=35 and N2=12, respectively. Since 
our pool of patients varies significantly in the degree of 
sensitivity to Propofol according to the nonlinear relation 
from (3), it is clear that to obtain a good result for the entire 
set of patients, one must have a conservative controller, 
which brings smoothly the Ce values to their optimal levels, 
as concluded from figures 5 and 7, respectively.  

The corresponding IAE values for each patient for the 
induction phase with the aggressive and the conservative 
MPC strategies have the mean and standard deviation  
198.14±84.68 respectively 163.41 ±49.19. 

B.   Maintenance Phase 

During the maintenance phase, it is important that the 
controller rejects the disturbances as soon as possible,  
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Fig. 4 Closed loop response of BIS during the induction phase with the 
conservative controller, for N2=35 
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Fig. 5 Closed loop response of propofol rate and Ceduring the induction 
phase with the conservative controller, for N2=35 
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Fig. 6 Closed loop response of BIS during the induction phase with the 
fast/aggressive controller, for N2=12 
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Fig. 7 Closed loop response of propofol rate and Ce during the induction 
phase with the aggressive controller, for N2=12 

keeping the patient within the BIS interval of 40 to 60 BIS 
values (thus around the BIS=50 value). The controller re-
sults for rejecting the disturbances defined in figure 3, are 
given in figures 8 and 10, for the two control designs, re-
spectively. It can be observed that the aggressive controller 
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presented in figure 10 has a faster response to the distur-
bances but the undershoot is considerably greater than the 
case of the conservative controller. During this phase we 
can say that we obtain better performances if we use the 
conservative controller 
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Fig. 8 Closed loop response of BIS during the maintenance phase with the 
conservative controller, for N2=35 
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Fig. 9 Closed loop response of propofol rate and Ce during the mainte-
nance phase with the conservative controller, for N2=35 
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Fig. 10 Closed loop response of BIS during the maintenance phase with 
the aggressive controller, for N2=12 
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Fig. 11 Closed loop response of propofol rate and Ce during the mainte-
nance phase with the aggressive controller, for N2=12 

V.   CONCLUSIONS  

In this paper, we discuss the robustness of a predictive 
anesthesia control strategy applied to a set of 17 virtually 
generated realistic patients. The patients pose significant 
variation in the sensitivity to the applied drug rates and the 
controller shows good performance despite strong inter-
patient variability. The disturbance rejection tests are done 
on a realistic disturbance signal, capturing typical events 
from the operation theatre. Overall, the tuning of the predic-
tive control algorithm in terms of the prediction horizon 
plays a crucial role in defining the controller speed in the 
closed loop paradigm.  

REFERENCES  

1. W. Haddad, T. Hayakawa, J. Bailey, “Nonlinear adaptive control for 
intensive care unit sedation and operating room hypnosis”, American 
Control Conference, 1808-1813, 2003 

2. M. Struys, H. Vereecke, A. Moerman et al;, “Ability of the bispectral 
index, autoregressive modeling with exogenous input-derived audi-
tory evoked potentials and predicted propofol concentrations to meas-
ure patient responsiveness during anesthesia”, Anesthesiology, 
99:802-812, 2003 

3. M. Curatolo, M. Derighetti, S. Petersen-Felix, P. Feigenwinter, M. 
Fisher, A Zbinden, “Fuzzy logic control of inspired isoflurane and 
oxygen concentrations using minimal flow anesthesia”, Bristish J of 
Anesthesia, 76: 245-250, 1996 

4. C.M. Ionescu, R. De Keyser, B. Torrico, T. De Smet, M. Struys, J. E. 
Normey-Rico, “Robust predictive control strategy applied for propo-
fol dosing using BIS as a controlled variable”, IEEE Trans Biomed 
Eng, 55: 2161-2170, 2008 

5. M. Struys  T. De Smet, S. Greenwald, A. Absalom, S. Binge, E. Mor-
tier, “Performance evaluation of two published closed-loop control 
systems using bispectral index monitoring: a simulation study”, Anes-
thesiology, 100: 640-647, 2004 

6. T. W. Schnider, C. F. Minto, P. L. Gambus, C. Andresen, DB 
Goodale, EJ Youngs, “The influence of method of administration and 
covariates on the pharmacokinetics of Propofol in adult volunteers”, 
Anesthesiology, 88: 1170-1182,  

7. T. W. Schnider, C. F. Minto, P. L. Gambus, C. Andresen, DB 
Goodale, EJ Youngs, ”The influence of age on Propofol pharmacody-
namics”, Anesthesiology, 90:1502-16, 1999 

8. S. Yelneedi, L. Samavedham, G.P. Rangaiah, “Advanced control 
strategies for the regulation of hypnosis with propofol”, Ind Eng 
Chem Res, 48: 3880-3897, 2009 

9. R. De Keyser, “Model based predictive control for linear systems”, 
UNESCO Encyclopaedia of Life Support Systems, 6.43.16.1, Eolss 
Publishers Co Ltd, Oxford, 2003 

Author: Clara M. Ionescu 
Institute:  Ghent University 
Street: Technologiepark 913, B9052 
City: Gent 
Country: Belgium 
Email: ClaraMihaela.Ionescu@UGent.be 

 


	Robustness Tests of a Model Based Predictive Control Strategy for Depth of Anesthesia Regulation in a Propofol to Bispectral Index Framework
	INTRODUCTION
	PATIENT MODEL
	THE EPSAC-MPC APPROACH
	RESULTS
	CONCLUSIONS
	REFERENCES



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (ISO Coated v2 300% \050ECI\051)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.3
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 149
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 149
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /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 599
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /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 <>
    /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.)
    /DEU <>
  >>
  /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




