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Abstract

The main objective of this research is to develop an optimized mixture of reactive powder concrete (RPC) containing supplementary
cementitious materials (SCM), such as Electric Arc Slag Furnace (EASF), and Recycled Glass Powder (RGP) among others, through a
factorial design. Accurate polynomial regressions were adjusted between considered factors and obtained responses such spread flow and
compressive strength at different ages of the concrete. A multi-objective algorithm was executed to reach an eco-friendly mixture with the
proper flow, the highest compressive strength, while simultaneously having the minimum content of cement. The experimental verification
of this mathematical optimization demonstrated that the use of 621 kg/m*® of ASTM Type HE cement, with a maximum content of 100
kg/m® of silica fume, should be considered the most appropriate amount to be employed in the RCP mixture to achieve a value of
compressive strength over 150 MPa and a self-compacting mixture.

Keywords: RPC; sustainability; EASF; RGP; compressive strength; RSM; optimization.

Disefio factorial de concretos de polvos reactivos conteniendo
escoria de arco eléctrico y polvo de vidrio reciclado

Resumen

El objetivo principal de esta investigacion es desarrollar una mezcla optimizada de concreto de polvos reactivos (RPC) que contenga
materiales cementicios suplementarios (SCM), como la escoria sidertirgica de arco eléctrico (EASF) y el polvo de vidrio reciclado (RGP)
entre otros, utilizando el disefio factorial. Se calcularon diferentes regresiones polindmicas para predecir con precision las variables
respuesta (flujo estatico y resistencia a compresion a distintas edades) en funcion de los factores considerados. A través de un algoritmo
multiobjetivo, se determind la mezcla que alcance la resistencia y flujo estatico adecuados con un contenido minimo de cemento. La
verificacion experimental de esta optimizacién matematica mostrd que con 621 kg/m* de cemento ASTM Tipo HE, y un contenido méaximo
de 100 kg/m*® de humo de silice, se puede alcanzar una resistencia a compresion superior a los 150 MPa en un concreto, ademds,
autocompactante.

Palabras clave: RPC; sostenibilidad; EASF; RGP; resistencia a compresion; RSM; Optimizacion.

1. Introduction reach better characteristics. In this line, French Company
BOUYGUES first developed a new type of ultra-high-

Concrete is the most popular material in civil engineering.  performance cement based composite material—known as

Its applications include buildings, industrial structures, reactive powder concrete (RPC)- with ultra-high
bridges and dams. Every day the concrete is improving, to  compressive strength due to its ultra-dense structure [1,2].
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Improved durability is another feature of RCP [3,4].This
material, presented in the 90’s by Richard and Cheyrezy [1],
contains over 800 kg/m? of Portland cement (C), and high
amounts of silica fume (SF), quartz powder (QP), silica sand
(SS) with a maximum size of 600 um, high-range water
reducers  polycarboxylate-ether-based  superplasticizers
(PCE), and sometimes steel fiber [1,5,6] In recent years, RPC
has already been successfully applied in the field of
engineering construction, due to its high mechanical
properties and excellent durability.

However, because of the high contents of cement, quartz
sand, and silica fume used, the cost of RPC is considerably
higher than conventional concrete, which limits the extent of
its application [7]. Therefore, considering that the high cost
of RPC is a disadvantage that restricts its wider usage, some
supplementary cementitious materials such as limestone
powder (LP) and industrial by-products such as ground
granulated blast-furnace slag (GGBFS), fly ash (FA), and
glass powder (GP), inter alia, have been used as partial
cement replacements. For example, the influence of the
contents of blast furnace slag (BFS) on the microstructural
and mechanical properties of RPC was investigated [8].
Mixtures exceeding 150 MPa of compressive strength had
cement contents between 680 and 977 kg/m’. Another
research [9] showed some mechanical investigation on RPC
with around 650 kg/m® cement, 420 kg/m3 GGBFS and 120
kg/m? silica fume. Incorporating limestone powder in RPC
improved the hydration process at the early-age, producing
denser particle packing, and improving mechanical
properties [10]. Other study used ano-CaCO5 as a component
of binder ['!1. It was observed a 17 % increase in compressive
strength compared to the control specimens without nano-
CaCO;s. The behavior of dosages of RPC containing fly ash
(FA), silica fume (SF) and fluid catalytic cracking residue
(FC3R), a by-product of the crude oil industry, was analyzed
[12,13]. The research showed the possibility of a partial
replacement of cement and silica fume. However, the
necessary amount of cement to reach 150 MPa compressive
strength was higher than 740 kg/m3. Several researchers have
reported their test results about the possibility of using rice
husk ash (RHA) to replace silica fume (SF) in producing RPC
[14,15]. The experimental results showed that the
compressive strength of RPC incorporating RHA reaches
more than 150 MPa. The results of the partial substitution of
silica fume with fine glass powder (FGP) in RPC were
analyzed 16]. The results demonstrated that compressive
strength values of 235 and 220 MPa under 2 days of steam
curing can be achieved when replacing 30% and 50% of SF
with FGP respectively, with a mean particle size (dso) of 3.8
pm. However, the amount of cement used exceeded 800
kg/m?3. Also recycled glass powder was used to replace quartz
sand, cement and quartz powder particles [5,17]. Even a RPC
incorporating waste bottom ash (WBA) was developed 81,
The results showed that due to the existence of the metallic
aluminum particles in WBA, the mechanical properties of the
concrete could be reduced. None of the dosages reached a
compressive strength of 150 MPa. These investigations show
that it is possible to replace significant amounts of cement
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and silica fume in RPC dosages with other less expensive and
more sustainable components without significantly affecting
the compressive strength. However, how to find a reasonable
balance between the proportion of these supplementary
cementitious materials in the binder and the mechanical and
rheological properties of RPC still remains an open question.

Furthermore, Portland cement, the principal hydraulic
binder used worldwide in modern concrete, is not only a
product of an energy-intensive industry (4 GJ/ton of cement)
but also responsible for large emissions of CO,, thereby
contributing to global warming. Manufacturing one ton of
Portland-cement clinker releases nearly one ton of CO, into
the atmosphere, while nowadays the world’s yearly cement
output of 1.5 billion tons of mostly Portland cement is
responsible for nearly 7% of the global CO; emissions [14].
Hence, one of the key sustainability challenges is to design
and produce concrete with less clinker and inducing lower
CO, emissions than a traditional one, while providing the
same reliability, and better durability. The RPC seems to be
one of the candidates to reduce the global warming impact of
construction materials. This is because it allows for thinner
sections thanks to its excellent mechanical behavior.
However, as shown before, when producing RPC, the cement
or binder content is always relatively high !9, This is why
the partial replacement of cement in RPC, especially when
made by locally available industrial by-products, is of great
interest to the scientific community .,

While striving towards a cost-effective and more
sustainable RPC, the objective of this study is to effectively
design and produce RPC with low cement amounts, with a
maximum content of silica fume of 100 kg/m>. The design of
the concrete mixtures is based on the aim of achieving
compressive strength and rheological properties with
minimum amounts of cement through a 3-factor Design of
Experiments (DoE). To ensure a densely compacted
cementitious matrix, the modified Andreasen & Andersen
particle packing model (A&Amoq) 2% was used. Cementitious
supplementary materials such as limestone powder, electric
arc slag furnace and recycled glass flour were used as a
partial replacement for cement and silica fume in the
concrete.

In this work is presented a factorial-design procedure for
reactive powder concrete (RPC) composite material with
compression strength up to 150 N/mm?, with the minimum
amount of cement possible, while using limestone powder
(LP), recycled glass powder (RGP) and electric arc slag
furnace (EASF) as partial substitution of cement and silica
fume. For the mathematical optimization a multi-objective
simultaneous optimization R-coded algorithm [21] was
adopted. Finally, the mathematical-selected mixture was
verified with experimental work.

2. Materials and methodology
2.1. Materials

The RPC mixtures were prepared with raw materials
locally available in Colombia. ASM Type HE cement (C)
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was used. The HE cement had a specific gravity of 3.15, and
mean particle diameter (dsp) of 8 pm. The SF used in the
mixture proportioning complied with ASTM C-1240
specifications and had a specific gravity of 2.20 and ds59 of
0.15 pm. The RPC was also designed with a SS of a specific v o 4 :
gravity of 2.65, maximum particle size (dnar) of 600 pm, and (@) (b) (©

. . . Figure 3. FSEM od supplementary cementitious materials used in research:
dsp of 165 pm. RGP w1.th a spe01'ﬁc gravity of 2.55 and dsp of (a) EASF; (b) Limestone powder; and (c) RGP.
28 pm was used, LP with a specific gravity of 2.73 and dsp of  ggurce: The Authors.

2 um, and EASF with a specific gravity of 3.15 and dso of 2.1

pum were used as supplementary cementitious materials.

EASF and RGP with the particle size distribution (PSD) Table 1.

depicted in Fig. 1 were obtained by grounding locally Chemical properties of materials.

available raw waste materials with a jet mill to different (;ll';‘l‘;‘scl:l OPC SF EASF  LP RGP S8

degrees of fineness, by applying diffgr.ent grinding spegds. Si0% 1942 9220 2170 090 7389 95.80
Table 1 shows the chemical composition of the materials  AL,O,%  4.00 0.59 6.20 0.10 1.67 0.11
used in this study. Fig. 1 provides the particle size = CaO% 6442 389 3313 5551 9.73 0.38

Tt H MgO0% 1.52 0.26 10.60 0.70 2.08 0.20
distribution (PSD) of the cement, SF, LP, EASF, RGP and SC.% o3 007 114 010 001 052

Na,0% 0.19 0.31 0.15 0.03 12.54 0.25
K,0% 0.39 0.54 0.03 0.00 0.76 3.49
Ti0>% 0.38 0.01 0.42 0.00 0.04 0.25
Mn;04%  0.05 0.01 1.98 0.01 0.01 0.01
Fe,0:% 3.61 0.24 18.92 0.05 0.81 0.09
Loss of 2.58 0.60 4.67 42.21 1.00 0.31
ignition %
Specific 3.16 2.20 3.15 2.73 2.55 2.65
gravity
(gr/cm?)
Source: The Authors.
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Particle size(um) SS. Fig. 2 shows a photograph of the raw materials used in
— Cement Limestone Powder Silica Fume the research. A polycarboxylate (PCE)-based
—- Silica Sand — EASF ——Recycled Glass Powder  superplasticizer with a specific gravity of 1.07 and solid
—A&Amod g=0.264 — -Adjusted Curve

content of 40% was used.

The supplementary cementitious materials (EASF, LP
and RGP) used as partial substitution of cement and silica
fume were analyzed by scanning electron microscopy (SEM)
as depicted in Fig. 3. Results point out the lack of porosity of
the recycled glass powder.

Figure 1. Particle size distribution of the used materials.
Source: The Authors.

2.2. Preparation and test of specimens

The amount of cement, water, and superplasticizer were
established by the DoE. The other components were ruled by
the A &Amoq using a g value of 0.264, according to eq. (1).

(a) (b) (c) (pa= D)
_ min 1
Par (D) (D‘gmx - Dfnin) M

where D is the particle size, Py.(D) is the weight fraction
of total solids that are smaller than D, D, and Dy, are the
maximum and minimum particle sizes, respectively, and ¢ is
the Distribution Modulus. The g value determines the ratio of
aggregate/cementitious paste content needed for achieving
the densest possible particle packing, which likely achieves

(o) ® the greatest compressive strength. A lower value of ¢ implies
Figure 2. Materials used in this research: (@) Cement HE; (b) condensed a hlgh content of cement and SF, increasing the packing
silica fume; (c) EASF; (d) micro limestone powder; (e) recycled glass density and strength but also the final cost of concrete The
powder; and () silica sand. . . . [22]
Source: The Authors. value of ¢ was determined in a previous research **.
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After the dosage was established, a liner mortar mixer
was used to produce the concrete. At the end of mixing, the
fresh properties of the UHPC mixtures were measured to
determine the static slump flow diameter in accordance with
ASTM C1437 specifications [ by taking the spread
diameter of the mini-slump cone in the flow-table test, filling
the truncated conic mold with the concrete and lifting it away.
The spread flow of the concrete (&J,,) was obtained as the
average diameter of the measure in four perpendicular
directions.

After performing the static flow test, the concrete was cast
in 50 mm cube molds. To improve the packing density of
concrete a vibrating table was used after pouring the molds.
The samples were demolded approximately 24 h after
casting, and then cured in a moisture room at 20 °C until the
day of the test. Concrete compression machine with 3000 KN
in capacity was used, following ASTM C109 4. For each
different age, i.e. 24 hours, 7 days, and 28 days, three samples
were tested.

2.3. Response Surface Analysis (RSM)

The response-surface methodology comprises a body of
methods for the exploring of optimum operating conditions
through experimental methods . It is a collection of
mathematical and statistical techniques for the modeling and
analysis of problems based on the statistical design of
experiments and least square error fitting. It is used
extensively where several input variables influence the
process 2%, RSM usually involves an experimental design, a
response surface model and an optimization [27,28].

A Central Composite Design (CCD), an efficient
experimental design, was chosen for its ability to estimate
second-order effects, to analyze a response surface with a
relatively small number of trials, to determine the
interrelationships between factors, to model the response
data, and to locate the optimal response 9], The second-
order model is widely used in this methodology for the
following reasons: (i) the quadratic model is very flexible as
an approximation to the real response surface. It can take on
a wide variety of functional forms, so it will usually work as
an approximation to the real response surface; (ii) it is not
complicate to estimate the parameters - the a’s in eq.(3) - in
the second-order model; and (iii) there is considerable
amount of experience indicating that second-order models
work well in solving real response surface problems.

A central composite design is the most commonly used
response surface designed experiment. Central composite
designs are a factorial or fractional factorial design with
center points, augmented with a group of axial points (also
called star points) which increase the variable space and
allow for the estimation of the second-order terms. The
design used in this work involves 2~ factorial points (which
are in the corners of cube), 2N axial points at a distance + o
from the origin and 4 central point, as depicted in Fig. 4.
Hence, a total of 18 set point, 4 center points (2 Axial plus 2
Cube), 2 blocks (Cube and Axial) and o =+ 1.78885, was
used in this research.
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e Factorial point
O Axial point
@ Center point

Figure 4. Central Composite Design for 3 design variables at 2 levels
Source: The Authors.

Table 2.
Factors and range of variation.
Factor Coded Range of variation
-1.789 -1 0 1 1.789
Cement (kg/m®) A 580.280 600.000 625.000 650.000 669.720
w/b B 0.156  0.160 0.165 0.170  0.174
HRWR(%vol) C 1.840 2.000 2.200 2400 2.560

Source: The Authors.

The statistical analysis was carried out on the coded data sets
in order to simplify the interpretation of the results. The
coding was as according to eq. (2).

¥ = Z; - ZOj)/
J (Zmaxj - Zminj)

where X] is the coded value of factor j, Z; is the real value
of factor j, Zy is the real value of factor j at the center point
and Z,.aj and Zyin; are the maximum and minimum values of
the factor j in the domain space respectively.

To estimate each response a second-order polynomial
equation calculated according to eq. (3) was used.

Y=a0 +Zaixi+2aiixi2+2aijxixj

where Y was the estimate of the response (i.e. dependent
variable), ay is the overall mean response, a; are linear
coefficients, a;; are quadratic coefficients, a;; are coefficients
of the interaction, and x;, x; represent the factors (i.e.
independent variables). The factors defined for this
experiment are fixed at the levels shown in Table 2.

In this work, three independent factors, namely, cement
content in kg/m?, water binder ratio (w/b), and volume of
superplasticizer to total dosage ratio (PCE), were chosen. To
determine the proportion of the rest of the concrete
components, the A&A4,« curve was used. Four responses
were also considered, including compressive strength with
standard curing conditions at 24 hours (R1), 7 days (R7), 28
days (R28), and spread flow ().

)

©)
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3. Results and discussion
3.1. Adjusted model and validation

In this research, a central composite design with 18 design
points was chosen to fit the response in domain space for the
3 design variables at 3 levels. Table 3 presents the factorial
set point combinations and their corresponding values
obtained experimentally. R, a language and environment for
statistical computing B, for experiment design and analysis,
was used to plan the experiment.

The corresponding mixture proportions of this DoE,
adjusted according to the A&A.0.a curve, are presented in
Table 4.

The O, parameter was measured on spread test and
calculated according to eq. (4), in which: &; is the mean value
for each i of the four perpendicular diameters, in mm.

Table 3.
The set point combinations and the corresponding experimental responses.

Run A B C 0. R1 R7  R28

(mm) (MPa) (MPa) (MPa)
1 1 1 1 22125 2701 10472 139.84
2 1 -1 -1 203.00 4084 77.56 100.68
3 -1 1 21 26500 4627 10538 134.84
4 1 1 1 25650 56.18  118.14 134.62
5 -1 -1 1 24575 4593 121.55 148.72
6 1 -1 1 21900 4581 99.93 127.29
7 -1 1 1 27400 2420 8328 141.05
8 1 1 1 26425 990 90.66 156.42
9 0 0 0 24775 4772 79,99 143.51
10 0 0 0 24025 4781 96,93 123.65
1 -1789 0 0 23900 27.78 101.70 140.00
12 1789 0 0 26100 50.67 107.60 148.00
13 0 -1789 0  203.50 46.84 9744 129.76
14 0 1,780 0 27875 40.63 11024 162.64
15 0 0  -1.789 23350 5249 113.93 153.86
16 0 0 1789 25075 1824 94.63 15454
17 0 0 0 23925 3939 98.54 142.92
18 0 0 0 23100 3738 7673 152.84

Source: The Authors.

Table 4.
Proportion of mixing components expressed as a function of the weight of
the cement.

Run C SF EASF GPF_ MLP PCE SS w/b
1 1 0.167 0.625 0.117 0.083 0.036 1.552 0.160
2 1 0.154 0492 0.069 0.077 0.033 1510 0.160
3 1 0.167 0.625 0.117 0.083 0.036 1.499 0.180
4 1 0.154 0492 0.069 0.077 0.033 1.463 0.180
5 1 0.167 0.625 0.117 0.083 0.043 1.548 0.160
6 1 0.154 0492 0.069 0.077 0.040 1.506 0.160
7 1 0.167 0.625 0.075 0.083 0.043 1.553 0.180
8 1 0.154 0492 0.069 0.077 0.040 1.459 0.180
9 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.038 1.539 0.170
10 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.038 1.539 0.170
11 1 0.172 0.646 0.121 0.086 0.041 1.625 0.170
12 1 0.149 0.449 0.075 0.075 0.035 1.434 0.170
13 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.038 1.583 0.150
14 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.038 1.495 0.190
15 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.032 1.543 0.170
16 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.044 1.535 0.170
17 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.038 1.539 0.170
18 1 0.160 0.540 0.084 0.080 0.038 1.539 0.170

Source: The Authors.

46

Table 5.
Results for developed regression models.

Response R2 Adj-R2 RMSE F-Stat Lack of P-value Shapiro
fit P-value
O 0971 0.955 3.52 60.58 4.50 <0.0001 0.966
R1 0.965 0.934 2.30 31.16 326 <0.0001 0.629
R7 0.957 0.909 2.00 19.80 3.00 <0.0001 0.679
R28 0.955 0.930 1.46 38.67 1.87 <0.0001 0.472
Source: The Authors.
1 4
On= 5 Zi:lﬂ‘ @

According to eq. (3) a quadratic polynomial regression
model was adjusted for each response (R1, R7, R28, and
Om,). There were two steps involved in this process: first
calculating a proper model, and then verifying the accuracy
of the selected model. In this study, a backward stepwise
process was used to achieve an accurate model for each
response. It starts with the full second-order polynomial
model, eq. (3), performed to estimate the relationship
between the variables and the responses based on
experimental results from CCD. Then, the process is
followed by removing the variable with the largest P-value.
The procedure continues until only those variables which are
significant (P-value<0.05) remain in the model. Once the
non-significative term was removed, the adjusting model
process is repeated until all the non-significative terms have
been removed from the equation. The first-order variable
with no significant P-value must remain in the model only if
any of its second-order variables is significant. When the
model has been created, residual analysis was performed to
check its efficiency. The latter includes statistical calculation
such as residual plots and residual standard deviation, in
which the accuracy of the selected regression can be
graphically appraised. The response surface graph can be
drawn once the accuracy of the model is validated ',

The significance of the model was determined by
performing an analysis of variance (ANOVA) using the
language for statistical computing R 3%, where the results are
given in Table 5. F-test and P-value were used to determine
the significance of the model. P-values lower than 0.0001
were obtained for all the models, implying that the models
are significant.

The validation of the regression models included the
determination coefficient (R?), the adjusted coefficient of
multiple determinations (Adj-R?), the root means square
error (RMSE), the F Statistic value, the lack-of-fit P-value,
the model P-value, and the Shapiro-Wilk P-value given in
Table 5. The models presented a high determination
coefficient (R?), explaining 97%, 96%, 96% and 95% of the
variability in the responses ¢,, R1, R7, and R28,
respectively. This indicates an appropriate fit for the model
and high statistical significance of the model. It shows that a
high correlation exists between the experimental and
predicted values. Furthermore, the adjusted R? values are
very close to the R?, which shows that the unnecessary terms
are not added in the model. Lack-of-fit test was run to check
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Table 6.
ANOVA results for fitted numerical models.
Model Om R1 R7 R28
Terms  Coeff P-value Coeff P-value Coeff P-value Coeff P-value
Inter. 240.616 <0.001 47.099 <0.001 95.149 <0.001 148.753 <0.001
A -1.659 0.019 1.082 0.239 0.785 0.351 3.462 <0.001
B 21.206 <0.001 -2.253 0.028 -2.237 0.022 -1.747 0.005
C 6.119 <0.001 -8.224 <0.001 -4.938 <0.001 5.645 <0.001
A:B 3344 0.050 -2.669 0.046 4.392 0.003 - -
A:C - - -4.863 0.002 -4.073 0.005 - -
B:C -2.969 0.049 -11.436 <0.001 -7.083 <0.001 2.336 0.005
A:B:C - - - - - - 3.006 <0.001
A? 2.945  0.021 - - 3.096 0.004 -1.179 0.025
B? - - -1.651 0.071 5.307 <0.001 - -
-4.142 <0.001 2.764 0.007 - -

c? - -
Source: The Authors.

the goodness of the regression model. The optimal value of
lack-of-fit is zero. All the P-values calculated in the ANOVA
process purported that the lack-of-fit is not significant
compared to the pure error. In addition, the Shapiro-Wilk test
showed P-values higher than 0.05 in all cases.

3.2. Analysis of factors using response surface methods

The developed response surface methodology models are
checked through ANOVA by analyzing the effect of
individual parameters and their interactions on responses.
The significant parameters were detected by #test by
determining which of them had P-value below the threshold
value of 0.05, which indicates that their contribution
improves the model. Table 6 depicts the estimation parameter
of the models (model terms) and their corresponding P-
values. Parameters with a P-value higher than 0.05 were not
considered in model, except for the aforementioned
exception. The response surface can be plotted by presenting
the response as a function of three factors, in triangular
graphics. Figs. 5-8 shows the contour and the response
surface plots in the domain region in function of factors A
(Cement content in kg), B (water to binder ratio) and C
(superplasticizer content in volume). These plots provide
information on the effect of the three independent
components on average spread (&,) and compressive
strength with standard curing conditions at 24 hours (R1), 7
days (R7), and 28 days (R28).

3.3. Spread flow

The effect of variation of factors A, B and C on average
spread (&,,) is shown in Fig. 5. According to ANOVA results,
presented in Table 6, a linear relation was obtained between
the spread length and the water to binder ratio, which is the
most significant factor. According to EFNARC B2, a spread
flow value from 240 to 260 mm is considered adequate for a
plain self-consolidated concrete (SCC). The addition of
cement and powders generally resulted in a higher viscosity
of the mixtures and, therefore, the value of spread flow
decreased with the increase of cement (factor A). As
expected, the water to binder ratio (factor B) and
superplasticizer content (factor C) have a positive effect on
the spread flow value. Water to binder ratio has the most
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A

W >+240
W > +245
>+250
>+255
M > +260
M > +265

B C

Figure 5. Response surface 2D-3D plots indicating interaction effects of the
amount of cement (A), w/b ratio (B) and superplasticizer content (C) on the
spread flow.

Source: The Authors.

A
-

Figure 6. Response surface 2D-3D plots indicating interaction effects of
factors A, B, and C on the 1-day compressive strength.
Source: The Authors.

> +34
W >+36
M >+38
> +40
> +42
> +44
W > +46
M >+48
M > +50

B C

influence in this field, however, its implications in
compressive strength, and superior threshold, forces us to
limit its use.

3.4. 1- day compressive strength

The effect of three-factor on 1-day compressive strength
is monitored as a contour plot and 3-D plot in Fig. 6. The
maximum value corresponds to the maximum level (1) of
cement (A). According to ANOVA results, presented in
Table 6, a nonlinear relationship was obtained between the 1-
day compressive strength and the three factors. As shown in
Fig. 6, the early compressive strength increases with the
increase of cement (A) but increases much more with a
decrease in water to binder ratio (B) and superplasticizer
content (C). The negative effect of the increasing water in the
compressive strength is a well-known effect. Even the
negative effect of polycarboxylate on early strength
development has been demonstrated by several researchers
134351 The polycarboxylate based ether superplasticizer slows
down the hydration of silicates (especially the alite phase and
also affects the formation of ettringite) 31,

3.5. 7- day compressive strength

Fig. 7 shows the contour and 3D plot of the effect of
factors A, B, and C on the 7-days compressive strength. The
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Figure 7. Response surface 2D-3D plots indicating interaction effects of
factors A, B, and C on the 7-day compressive strength.
Source: The Authors.

maximum value of 7-day compressive strength could be seen
when factor A value is at its maximum level (1) and factor C
is at a minimum level (-1). As for 1-day compressive
strength, according to ANOVA results, presented in Table 6,
a nonlinear relationship was obtained between the 7-day
compressive strength and the three factors studied.

3.6. 28- day compressive strength

The effect of variables on 28-day compressive strength is
shown in Fig. 8 as a 3D plotting. It shows the positive effect
of variables on the 28-day compressive strength of UHPC as
cement and superplasticizer in the highest level (1) while
water to binder ratio remains in the lower level (-1), giving
the maximum 28-day compressive strength.

The effect of superplasticizer content on 28 compressive
strength is provided in Fig. 8. It shows that, contrary to what
happens with early strength, by increasing the
superplasticizer content, the 28-day compressive strength
rate increases.

Once again, the nonlinear relationship was obtained
between the 28-day compressive strength and the three
factors studied.

3.7. Model Checking
Generally, a model’s adequacy is investigated through the

examination of residuals. For the model to be adequate, the
pattern of residual plots should be structureless.

A

> +147
W +148
W +149
>+150
>+151
>+152 t /
W>+153 i i
W>+154 i | B
W>+155 C i

B C
A
Figure 8. Response surface 2D-3D plots indicating interaction effects of

factors A, B, and C on the 28-day compressive strength.
Source: The Authors.
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The normal probability plot of the residuals of each RSM
(Fig. 9) shows that the residuals lie reasonably close to a
straight line, implying that errors are distributed normally and
supporting the claim that the terms mentioned in the model
are significant.

A graph of the predicted response values versus the actual
response values is shown in Fig. 10. It helps to detect a value,
or group of values, that are not easily predicted by the model.

The figure also shows any abnormalities in response.

Normal Plot of Residuals for @m

Normal Plot of Residuals for R1

0 0
theoretical theoretical

a) b)
Normal Plot of Residuals for R7 Normal Plot of Residuals for R28

0
theoretical

[ )

0
theoretical

Figure 9. Normal Plot of residuals for each response’s model: a) @m; b) R1;
¢) R7; and d) R28.
Source: The Authors.

Predicted vs. Actual for @m Predicted vs. Actual for R1

280

Predicted
»
5
Predicted

200 220 240 260 280
Actual

a)
Predicted vs. Actual for R7

Predicted
Predicted

140 145 150 155 160
Actual

c) d)

110
Actual

Figure 10. Predicted versus Actual values for each response’s model: a) Om;
b) R1; ¢) R7; and d) R28.
Source: The Authors.
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4. Multi-objective optimization of RPC
4.1. Methodology

A multi-objective optimization R-coded algorithm [21]
was employed, aimed at settling the optimum values for the
independent variables that can reach the best value for the
response. The algorithm was based on the multiple response
optimization introduced by Derringer and Suich in 1980 [35].
The methodology translated each response function into a
desirability function and maximized the geometric mean of
the desirability of each response by using single objective
optimization technique. First step is establishing a numerical
model between factors and responses. Then all independent
variables were sorted simultaneously and independently to
optimize the objective responses. This optimal solution aims
to accomplish the requirements for each of the responses
keeping a balance among them 271,

The geometric mean of individual desirability is shown in
eq. (5) B33,

1 z Y,
D= (@ xdl xd xxd on = l_[d?"] ¥
i=1

where d;. is a desirability of each response, 7; is the weight
or importance of each response, and n is the number of
responses included in the optimization. Weight (r;) varies
from 1 (least important) to 5 (most important). d; is the
individual desirability function of a response, which ranges
from O (undesired response) to 1 (fully desired response).
Thus, the individual desirability function can convert the
value of a response into a value between 0 and 1. The final
value of D is a value between 0 and 1. For perfect
accomplishment of the target values, the value of D is unity

Due to the nature of eq (5) if any of the responses is
outside its desirability range, the overall function becomes
zero.

The individual desirability function form of each
response for minimization, maximization and in range cases
is shown in in egs. (6), (7) and (8), respectively.

1 Y, <L (6)
U -yt
d= bif L<Y,<U
L o 22U
( 0 Y, <L @)
d= Yi—LWti
m LY, <U
1 Y, =2U
0 Y, <L (8)
d={ 1 L<Y;<U
0 Y, =U

where U is an upper limit, L is a lower limit for a response,
and wi; is the weight or shape of the function. Using different
weights, the shape of the individual desirability for each
target can be changed. The w#; value varies between 0.1 and
10. Values greater than 1 give more importance to the goal,

Table 7.

Optimization of the individual responses for a self-compacting UHPC
mixture with high 28 days compressive strength (Criteria I) and with
minimum cement content (Criteria II).
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Responses Lower Upper Criteria I Criteria I1
and Goal Importance Goal Importanc
variables e
O m(mm) 240 260 In range 5 In range 5
R28(MPa) 150 165 Maximum 5 Maximum 5
C(kg/m®) 600 650 - Minimum 5
Source: The Authors.
Table 8.
Optimum mixtures for Criteria I and Criteria IL
Mix A B C Desirabilit
y
Criteria | Coded 1.19 -0.149 1.7889 0.928
Real 654.81 0.164 0.0256
Criteria II Coded -0.149 -0.149 1.7889 0.675
Real 621.27 0.164 0.0256
Source: The Authors.
Table 9.
Experimental measurement responses versus predicted by model.
Mix Om (mm) ARD% R28 (MPa) ARD%
Experimental Model Experimental Model
Criteria I 246.50 25028 1.51% 160.28 163.28 1.60%
Criteria II 253.00 250.35 1.05% 158.32 15832 1.24%

Source: The Authors.

having the weight values lower than 1 prompt the opposite
effect. A weight of 1 implies that d; varies in a linear way. In
this work, the multi-objective optimization process was
performed in two consecutive steps, in which responses and
factors were defined as a specific target by assigning a
specific level of importance. Table 7 shows the goals of both
optimization criteria for each response. Criteria I has been
presented for selecting the optimum factor values to obtain a
self-compacting mixture according to EFNARC criteria 3%
with the maximum 28-days compressive strength. In this
study, the slump flow was defined as ‘in range’ goal, while
28-days compressive strength was defined as ‘maximum’
goal. Once the optimization process is finished, one optimal
solution, accomplishing the specified constraints was
obtained. Criteria II adds to Criteria I the desire for minimum
content of cement, maintaining a 28-days compressive
strength over 150 MPa. In this work, the three responses:
compressive strength, slump flow and cement content are
considered equally important. Both optimized mixtures are
shown in Table 8.

4.2. Experimental validation

The efficiency of the mathematical-selected dosages was
evaluated by carrying out the experiment under optimal
conditions and by comparing obtained predicted values with
the two mixtures presented in Table 8. Table 9 shows the
absolute relative deviation between model and experimental
values, ARD (%), which is used as a measure of
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predictability a toll for validation. The results confirmed that
the experimental values are close to the values predicted by
the multi-objective optimization.

It is important to note that the mixture designed under
Criteria II and tested experimentally, resulted in a reduction
of cement content of approximately 22%, and of silica fume
by over 50%, compared to the typical dose of RPC proposed
by Richard and Cheyrezy [1]. These partial substitutions for
less expensive materials such as recycled glass, EASF and
limestone powders, leads to a reduction in the final cost of
the mixture of approximately 20%, while maintaining the
compressive strength above 150 MPa.

5. Conclusions

In this work, a reactive powder concrete using by-
products as cementitious supplementary materials, such
electric arc slag furnace, and recycled glass powder, in
addition to limestone powder was obtained through a multi-
objective simultaneous optimization. In this model, the
factorial design and the response surface method (RSM) were
incorporated. Five responses, spread flow, the compressive
strength at 1,7 and 28 days, and cement content, were studied,
while using three of them (compressive strength, slump flow
and cement content) in the optimization mixture design
method. Based on the results of this experimental
investigation, the following conclusions were drawn:

1. Anoptimal mixture was designed to reach 150 MPa at 28-
days compressive strength with only 621 kg/m* of HE
cement and 100 kg/m? of silica fume. This provides an
RPC, which incorporates by-products in its dosage such
as electric arc slag furnace and recycled glass flour.

The proposed numerical models provide an accurate
examination of RPC properties over the selected range of
cement content, water to binder ratio and superplasticizer
content. The high values for coefficients of multiple
determinations (R?) combined with lack-of-fit test results
demonstrated the accuracy of the second-order model to
predict the behaviour of RPC in relation to compressive
strength at 1, 7 and 28 days, as well as spread flow value.
ANOVA tests also confirmed the inclusion of all model’s
parameters which are statistically significant, due to their
low P-value.

Regarding rheological properties, water-to-binder ratio
has a positive effect, nevertheless it has negative effect on
strength of all ages of concrete. The superplasticizer
content has a positive effect on the slump flow. However,
polycarboxylate content has a negative effect on the
early-strength but a positive effect on the 28-day
compressive strength.

The study of results predicted by the model compared to
those obtained in the experiments leads to the conclusion
that the statistical model can be used to predict properties
for new mixtures with good accuracy.

Acknowledgments

Special thanks to Cementos Argos SA. for donating most

50

of the materials used in the research. The supply of recycled
glass from Cristaleria Peldar SA and EASF form GERDAU
SA for this research is highly appreciated. The writers would
also like to acknowledge the support and suggestions of the
Escuela Colombiana de Ingenieria Julio Garavito and the
Polytechnic University of Madrid (UPM).

References

(1]
[2]

Richard, P. and Cheyrezy, M., Composition of reactive powder
concretes. Cem. Concr. Res., 25(7), pp. 1501-1511, 1995.

Song, J. and Liu, S., Properties of reactive powder concrete and its
application in highway bridge, Adv. Mater. Sci. Eng., 2016, 2016.
DOLI: 10.1155/2016/5460241

Abbas, S., Nehdi, M.L. and Saleem, M.A., Ultra-High performance
concrete: mechanical performance, durability, sustainability and
implementation challenges, Int. J. Concr. Struct. Mater., 10(3), pp.
271-295,2016. DOI: 10.1007/540069-016-0157-4

Jammes, F., Cespedes, X. and Resplendino, J., Design of Offshore
wind turbines, RILEM-fib-AFGC Int. Symp. Ultra-High Perform.
Fibre-Reinforced Concr. UHPFRC 2013(1), pp. 443-452,2013.
Tagnit-Hamou, A., Soliman, N.A. and Omran, A., Green Ultra-high-

[3]

(4]

[3]

performance glass concrete, First International Interactive
Symposium on UHPC, 3(1), pp. 1-10, 2016. DOL
10.21838/uhpc.2016.35

[6] De Larrard, F. and Sedran, T., Mixture-proportioning of high-
performance concrete, Cem. Concr. Res., 32(11), pp. 1699-1704,
2002. DOI:10.1016/S0008-8846(02)00861-X

Meng, W., Samaranayake, V.A. and Khayat, K.H., Factorial design
and optimization of UHPC with lightweight sand, ACI Mater.
J.(February), 2018. DOI: 10.14359/51700995

Abdulkareem, O.M., Ben Fraj, A., Bouasker, M. and Khelidj, A.,
Effect of chemical and thermal activation on the microstructural and
mechanical properties of more sustainable UHPC, Constr. Build.
Mater., 169, pp- 567-577, 2018. DOL:
10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2018.02.214

Ghanem, H. and Obeid, Y., The Effect of steel fibers on the
rheological and mechanical properties of self compacting concrete,
Eur. Sci. J., 11(21), pp. 85-98, 2015.

Li, W., Huang, Z., Zu, T., Shi, C., Duan, W.H. and Shah, S.P.,
Influence of Nanolimestone on the hydration, mechanical strength,
and autogenous shrinkage of ultrahigh-performance concrete, J.
Mater. Civ. Eng., 28(1), pp. 19, 2016. DOL
10.1061/(ASCE)MT.1943-5533.0001327

Huang, Z. and Cao, F., Effects of nano-materials on the performance

of UHPC, ##H53:4% B3R, 26(9), pp. 136-141, 2012.

Camacho, E., Lopez, J.A. and Serna, P., Definition of three levels of
performance for UHPFRC-VHPFRC with available materials, in:
Proceedings of Hipermat 2012, 3™ International Symposium on
UHPC and Nanotechnology for Construction Materials, Kassel Uni.,
Kassel, Germany, 2012, pp. 249-256.

Camacho-Torregosa, E., Dosage optimization and bolted connections
for UHPFRC ties, PhD Thesis, Polytechnic University of Valencia,
Spain, 2013.

Van Tuan, N., Ye, G., Van Breugel, K., Fraaij, A.L.A. and Danh, B.,
The study of using rice husk ash to produce ultra high performance
concrete, Constr. Build. Mater., 25(4), pp. 2030-2035, 2011. DOL
10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2010.11.046

Van Tuan, N., Ye, G. and Van Breugel, K., Mitigation of early age
shrinkage of ultra high performance concrete by using rice husk ash,
in: Proceedings of Hipermat 2012, 3™ International Symposium on
UHPC and Nanotechnology for Construction Materials., Kassel Uni.,
2012, pp. 341-348.

Soliman, N.A. and Tagnit-Hamou, A., Partial substitution of silica
fume with fine glass powder in UHPC: filling the micro gap. Constr.
Build. Mater., 139, pp. 374-383, 2017. DOI:
10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.02.084

Soliman, N.A. and Tagnit-Hamou, A., Using glass sand as an
alternative for quartz sand in UHPC, Constr. Build. Mater., 145, pp.
243-252,2017. DOL: 10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2017.03.187

(7]

(8]

(9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[1e]

[17]



Abellan-Garcia et al / Revista DYNA, 87(213), pp. 42-51, April - June, 2020

[18] Yu, R., Tang, P., Spiesz, P. and Brouwers, H.J.H., A study of multiple
effects of nano-silica and hybrid fibres on the properties of Ultra-High
Performance Fibre Reinforced Concrete (UHPFRC) incorporating
waste bottom ash (WBA), Constr. Build. Mater. J., 60(June), pp. 98-
110, 2014. DOI: 10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.02.059

Yu, R., Spiesz, P. and Brouwers, H.J.H., Mix design and properties
assessment of Ultra-High Performance Fibre Reinforced Concrete
(UHPFRC), Cem. Concr. Res., 56, pp. 29-39, 2014. DOL:
10.1016/j.cemconres.2013.11.002

Funk, J.E. and Dinger, D., Predictive process control of crowded
particulate suspensions: applied to ceramic manufacturing, Springer
Science, New York, USA, 1994.

Roth, T., Working with the quality. Tools package, 2016. [Online].
Available at: http://www.r-qualitytools.org.

Abellan, J., Torres, N., Nufiez, A. y Fernandez, J., Influencia del
exponente de Fuller, la relacion agua conglomerante y el contenido en
policarboxilato en concretos de muy altas prestaciones, en: IV
Congreso Internacional de Ingenieria Civil, La Habana (Cuba), 2018.
ASTM, ‘Standard test method for flow of hydraulic cement mortar,’
American Society for Testing and Materials C1437. Conshohocken,
PA, USA, 2016, pp. 1-2.

ASTM, ‘Standard Test method for compressive strength of hydraulic
cement mortars (Using 2-in. or [S0-mm] cube specimens),” American
Society for Testing and Materials C109/C109M - 11b. West
Conshohocken, PA, USA, 2010, pp. 1-9.

Lenth, R.V., Response-surface methods in R, using rsm, J. Stat.
Softw., 32(7), pp. 1-17, 2012.

Raviselvan, R.J., Ramanathan, K., Perumal, P. and Thansekhar, M.R.,
Response surface methodology for optimum hardness of TiN on steel
substrate, Int. J. Chem. Mol. Nucl. Mater. Metall. Eng., 9(12), pp.
1331-1337, 2015.

Ghafari, E., Costa, H., Nuno, E. and Santos, B., RSM-based model to
predict the performance of self-compacting UHPC reinforced with
hybrid steel micro-fibers, Constr. Build. Mater., 66(September), pp.
375-383,2014. DOL: 10.1016/j.conbuildmat.2014.05.064

Abellan, J., Fernandez, J.A., Torres, N. and Nuifiez, A.M., Statistical
Optimization of ultra-high-performance glass concrete, ACI Mater. J.,
117(M), pp. 243-254, 2020. DOI: 10.14359/51720292

Branchu, S., Forbes, R.T., York, P. and Nyqvist, H.N., A central
composite design to investigate the thermal stabilization of lysozyme,
Pharmaceutical Research, 16(5), pp. 702-708, 1999. DOI:
10.1023/a:1018876625126

R Core Team, R: A Language and Environment for Statistical
Computing. Vienna, Austria, 2018.

Montgomery, D.C., Design and analysis of experiments. John Wiley
& Sons, Inc, New Jersey, USA, 2005.

The European Project Group, ‘The European Guidelines for Self-
Compacting Concrete,” Eur. Guidel. Self Compact. Concrete, (May),
2005, 63 P.

Puertas, F., Santos, H., Palacios, M. and Martinez-Ramirez, S.,
Polycarboxylate superplasticiser admixtures: effect on hydration,
microstructure and rheological behaviour in cement pastes, Adv.
Cem. Res., 17(2), pp. 77-89, 2005. DOI: 10.1680/adcr.17.2.77.65044
Kubens, S., Interaction of cement and admixtures and its influence on
rheological properties, [online]. 49(0), Géttingen, 2010. Available at:
https://cuvillier.de/de/shop/publications/752

Derringer, G. and Suich, R., Simultaneous Optimization of several
response variables. J. Qual. Technol., 21(4), pp. 214-219, 1980. DOI:
10.1080/00224065.1980.11980968

[19]

(20]

(21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

[29]

[30]
[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[33]

J. Abellan-Garcia, is a PhD. candidate of the Department of Civil
Engineering at the Polytechnic University of Madrid (UPM), Madrid, Spain.
He received a BSc. Eng. in Civil Engineering in 2006 from the Polytechnic
University of Valencia (UPV), a MSc. in Railway Infrastructures, in 2010
from the Polytechnic University of Catalonia (UPC), Spain. He is also
professor of civil engineering at Escuela Colombiana de Ingenieria Julio
Garavito, Bogota, Colombia. His research interests include mathematical
optimization of eco-friendly ultra-high-performance concrete and seismic
behavior of high strain hardening cementitious composites.

ORCID: 0000-0002-0353-322X

A. Nuiiez-Lopez, is a Civil Engineer at Cementos Argos SA, Medellin,
Colombia. He received his BSc. in civil engineering from the Universidad
del Quindio, Colombia; his MSc. from the Polytechnic University of
Valencia, Spain; and his PhD. in civil engineering from the Polytechnic
University of Valencia, Spain.

ORCID: 0000-0001-5811-4818

Nancy Torres-Castellanos, is a Professor of civil engineering at Escuela
Colombiana de Ingenieria Julio Garavito, Bogota, Colombia. She received
her BSc. in civil engineering in the Universidad Francisco de Paula,
Santander, Colombia; her MSc. in structural engineering from the
Universidad Nacional de Colombia, and her PhD. in engineering science and
technology of materials from the Universidad Nacional de Colombia.
ORCID: 0000-0003-3293-5444

Jaime Fernandez-Goémez, is Professor in the Department of Civil
Engineering: Construction at the Polytechnic University of Madrid (UPM),
Madrid, Spain. He received his BSc. in civil engineering and PhD. in civil
engineering from the Polytechnic University of Madrid (UPM), Madrid,
Spain. His research interests include structural analysis, construction
engineering, and civil engineering materials.

ORCID: 0000-0001-9894-4357

SEDE MEDELLIN
FACULTAD DE MINAS

Area Curricular de Ingenieria Civil

Oferta de Posgrados

Doctorado en Ingenieria - Ingenieria Civil
Maestria en Ingenieria — Estructuras
Maestria en Ingenieria — Geotecnia

Maestria en Ingenieria - Infraestructura y

Sistemas de Transporte
Especializacion en Estructuras
Especializacién en Ingenieria Geotecnia
Especializacion en Vias y Transportes

Mayor informacion:

E-mail: asisacic med@unal.edu.co
Teléfono: (57-4) 4255172




	1.  Introduction


<<

  /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 false

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 1200

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages false

  /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 false

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 1200

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages false

  /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 false

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages false

  /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 <>

    /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.)

    /ESP <>

  >>

  /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 [4000 4000]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



