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ÖZET 

This study estimates Armington elasticity of Turkey’s import demand for cotton by using Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) 
method. The estimated long-run elasticity of demand shows that policies on cotton prices might have important economic impacts on 
domestic production and trade in Turkey. According to the results and based on 2014/15 season figures, a subsidy which decreases the 
ratio of  domestic prices to import prices of cottons by 1 per cent would cost an additional 240 thousand US dollars for the budget and 
lead some 24 million US dollars decline in the value of imported cotton. On the other hand, an import tax which increases import prices 
at the same level would have the same effect on imports, while raising an amount of 12 million US dollars tariff revenue. 
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ÖZET 

Bu çalışmada, Türkiye’nin pamuk ithalatı talebinin Armington esnekliği Sınır Testi Yaklaşımı (ARDL) kullanılarak tahmin 
edilmiştir. Uzun dönem talep esnekliği pamuk fiyatlarına yönelik politikaların Türkiye’nin üretim ve ticareti üzerinde önemli ekonomik 
etkileri olacağını göstermektedir. Çalışma bulguları, yerli/ithal fiyat oranını yüzde 1 oranında düşüren bir destek politikasının bütçeye 
yaklaşık 240 bin ABD dolarlık ek bir maliyete neden olurken, aynı zamanda Türkiye’nin pamuk ithalatını neredeyse 24 milyon ABD 
doları azaltacağını göstermektedir. Bununla beraber, yerli/ithal pamuk fiyat oranında aynı seviyede düşüşe sebep olacak bir gümrük 
vergisinin ithalatı aynı miktarda azaltacağı, diğer yandan 12 milyon ABD dolarlık vergi geliri sağlayacağı beklenmektedir. 

Anahtar Kelimeler: Armington esnekliği, pamuk, ithalat talebi, tarımsal ticaret, ARDL yöntemi. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
Corresponding Author: Ömer Tarık GENÇOSMANOĞLU, gencosmanoglut@ekonomi.gov.tr. 
 
 
 

1. INTRODUCTION 

The concept of price elasticity of demand is important for 
formulating trade policies, particularly the agricultural 
products. Cotton, for example, requires Turkey’s special 
consideration since it is one of the major players in the world 
cotton industry as producer, consumer and importer. It is 
also primary input for the production of textiles and clothing 
constituting still a central industry in Turkish economy and 
trade. The economy’s dependence on cotton and the fact 
that cotton imports have turned out to be a growing 
necessity to meet the increased domestic demand urged 
Turkish government to set priorities for larger output and 
higher yields (1). However, import demand elasticity of 
cotton for Turkey has not been studied widely in the 
literature. There are very few individual studies using 
alternative methods showed different results. 

The purpose of this paper is to estimate Armington elasticity 
of Turkey’s import demand for cotton. For this aim, we firstly 
investigate co-integration relationship between relevant 
variables by using the Bound Testing approach introduced 
by Pesaran at al. (2). Then, Autoregressive Distributed 
Lag (ARDL) approach is employed in order to determine the 
short and long-run static relationships between the 
ratio of imports to domestic demand for cotton and their 
relative prices. 

The paper is organized as follows. The first section provides 
the methodology and the data for the estimation. The 
following section presents regression results regarding the 
import elasticities of cotton for Turkey. In the next section, 
we briefly discuss the policy implications for Turkey’s cotton 
trade and production. The last section concludes. 
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2. METHODOLOGY AND DATA 

The assumption developed by Armington (3) suggests that 
internationally traded products are differentiated by place of 
origin and kind. For instance, Turkish cotton and Brazilian 
cotton would be two different products as imperfect 
substitutes, rather than perfect substitutes in the market (4). 
This approach is mostly used in applied models of 
international trade and represents the elasticity of 
substitution between products of different countries (5). 
Therefore, the Armington elasticity is assumed as an 
economic parameter defining the quantitative and 
sometimes qualitative outcomes that policy makers apply 
(6). It has also become a standard component of partial and 
general equilibrium models since they could generate more 
realistic reactions to trade policy changes than in the case of 
homogeneous products (7 and 8). 

Based on Armington approach, Gallaway et al. (9) specify a 

demand function of a composite good  in a specific 

industry in terms of domestic  and foreign  goods: 

 

In this equation,  and  are the quantity of the imported 
goods and production of domestic goods respectively. The 

parameter of  shows the proportion of the quantity 
demanded for foreign good to the domestic good in total 

consumption, while  is the constant elasticity of 
substitution between the domestic and imported cotton. 
Then, the first order condition for the consumer’s 
maximization problem based on this demand function would 
ensure the optimum combination of quantity demanded for 
domestic and imported goods: 

 

This equation, which shows simply the relationship between 
the rates of substitution and the relative prices of domestic 
and imported goods, allows estimating the Armington 
elasticities for disaggregated industries. Finally, we just take 
natural logarithms of both sides of the equation in order to 
make econometric estimation: 

 

where ,  and . 

In this simple expression,  is constant while  is the 
Armington elasticity of substitution between domestic and 
imported goods. Equation 3 implies that the 
ratio of imports to domestic goods (Q) is a function of the 
ratio of domestic prices to import prices (P). 

The study is based on annually time series data over a time 
period from 1981 to 2014. The reason for using lower 
frequency data is that they could truly reflect long-run 
responses to trade-price changes (9). The other reason is 
the problem of obtaining high frequency data (monthly or 
quarterly) on cotton production because of the picking 
season which generally is spread over a period of about 

three months. Furthermore, a year in the series implies the 
crop season which starts in August and ends in July of the 
following year. Accordingly, the data on imports for 1981 
represents the quantity of imports from the rest of the world 
in the cotton season of August 1981 through July 1982. 
Harmonized Commodity Description and Coding 
System (HS) 6-digit level of aggregated data is used in 
order to generate the trade data series. 

This study uses different sources in order to obtain the data 
series required for the estimation. Turkish Statistical Institute 
provides the real quantity (i.e. measured in metric tons) of 
imported and exported cotton. The source of the yearly 
domestic cotton production in terms of metric tons is from 
Izmir Commodity Exchange. However, the quantity of 
exports is subtracted from the quantity of production to 
obtain the data series on domestic supply which will be used 
for the estimation.  

Domestic cotton prices are crop year averages which are 
calculated from the monthly closing prices in Turkish Lira 
released by Izmir Commodity Exchange and then they are 
converted into US dollars by using exchange rates from the 
relevant periods determined by the Central Bank of the 
Republic of Turkey. Lastly, “A Index” is used for the prices of 
imported cotton. It is an average of the cheapest five 
quotations from a selection of the principal upland cottons 
traded internationally and that’s why “A Index” is a proxy for 
the world price of cotton. Foreign prices are crop year 
averages and in US dollars terms. 

In our empirical modeling, the first step is to explore 
stationarity properties of the variables. For this purpose, 
most commonly used unit root tests in the literature, namely 
Augmented Dickey–Fuller (ADF), Phillips–Perron (PP) and 
Ng-Perron tests, are employed. Subsequently, the Bound 
Testing procedure developed by Peseran et al. (2) is applied 
in order to analyze the long-run co-integration relationship 
between the variables. This approach has several 
advantages over the conventional co-integration models 
such as Engle-Granger and Johansen tests. First of all, it 
can be employed irrespective of whether the variables are 
I(0) or I(1). Secondly, it has robust properties in small 
sample sizes than other conventional co-integration 
approaches (2 and 10). If it is found co-integration 
relationship between the variables, then the final step is to 
estimate short and long-run Armington elasticities of 
Turkey’s import demand for cotton by employing an ARDL 
model. 

3. RESULTS 

Firstly, stationarity properties of the variables are examined 
by applying the ADF (11), PP (12) and Ng-Perron (13) 
tests2. The unit root test results of the variables obtained 
from ADF and Ng-Perron tests did not reveal consistency 
with PP test. The ADF and Ng-Perron test results indicate 
that the variables are I(1) whereas PP test shows that they 
are I(0). In small samples, Ng-Perron test has more power 
against any other alternative tests including ADF and PP. 
Therefore, we can accept the Ng-Perron (13) test results 
assuming all the variables are I(1). 

                                                 
2 Unit root test results are available from the authors upon request. 
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3.1. Bound Testing Approach for Co-Integration 
Analysis 

Having checked the stationarity properties of the variables, 
we investigated the co-integration relationship between 
them by following the Bound Testing procedure developed 
by Pesaran et al. (2). For the Bound Test analysis, we 
started by forming the Unrestricted Error Correction Model 
(UECM). Following the determination of the lag number of 
the UECM model, we could test for the presence of co-
integration relationship. The calculated F-statistics from the 
UECM model have been compared with the lower and 
upper bound critical levels in Pesaran et al. (2). Table 1 
reports the Bound Test results. 

Table 1. Bound Test Results 

Critical Value at 5 per cent 
Significance Level 

K F-statistics Lower-Bound Upper-Bound 

1 12.82 4.94 5.73 

Note: k is number of independent variable and critical 
values are obtained from Table C1 (iii) in Pesaran et. al. (2). 

The F-statistics (12.82) in Table 1 are higher than the upper 
bound critical value of 5.73 at 5 per cent significance level. As 
a result, the null hypothesis of “no co-integration” is rejected, 
implying a significant long run co-integration relationship 
between the ratio of imports to domestic demand for cotton 
and the ratio of domestic prices to import prices. 

3.2. ARDL Model 

Once we have found the existence of co-integration 
relationship between the variables, their short and long-run 
relationships can be investigated by employing an ARDL 
model. The ARDL model specification for our study is 
presented in Equation 4. 
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In order to find the optimal lag length in Equation 4, maximum 
lag number is taken 4 and ARDL (1,2) model is selected 

using the Schwarz Information Criterion. The estimated short 
and long-run coefficients by employing ARDL (1,2) model are 
presented in Table 2. According to diagnostic checks, there 
are no serial correlation, heteroscedasticity and 
misspecification problems in the error terms. 

The long-run coefficient (3.773) obtained from ARDL (1,2) 
model concludes that the ratio of domestic prices to import 
prices (P) variable is statistically significant. In other words, 
the estimated coefficient of the long-run relationship reveals 
that relative prices (i.e. the ratio of domestic prices to import 
prices) have a significant impact on Turkey’s import demand 
for cotton. The long-run coefficient estimates suggest that 1 
per cent increase in P will lead ceteris paribus to 3.773 per 
cent increase in the ratio of imports to domestic cottons (Q). 

The error correction term which is ECT(-1) is the one period 
lagged value of the error terms obtained from the 
equilibrium relationship. It also shows the eliminated rate of 
the short run disequilibrium in the long run (2). This 
equilibrium correction coefficient is estimated as -0.14 and 
has the correct sign implying the quick adjustment to the 
long-run equilibrium after a shock. Nearly 14 per cent of the 
disequilibrium from the previous year’s shock is anticipated 
to eliminate in the current year. 

4. POLICY IMPACTS ON TRADE AND PRODUCTION 

The above findings indicate that any policy affecting the 
ratio of domestic prices to import prices would have 
significant impacts on Turkey’s cotton trade and production. 
The policies could be either in the form of direct subsidy of 
premium payment to farmers or introduction of an ad 
valorem tax for imported cotton into Turkey. Both policies 
would lead domestic producers to increase the land 
allocated for cotton production and hence a substantial 
decline in Turkey’s cotton imports. An additional subsidy can 
lower the price of domestic cotton, while an ad valorem tax 
can increase the price of imported cotton. According to the 
season 2014-2015 figures, Table 3 shows ceteris paribus 
the impacts of these policies on trade and production as a 
result of 1 per cent decline in the ratio of domestic prices to 
import prices which also causes a 3.773 per cent decrease 
in the ratio of imports to domestic cotton.     

 

Table 2. ARDL (1,2) Model Short and Long-run Parameter Estimations 

Estimated Long-run Coefficients Using ARDL(1,2) Model 

Variables Coefficient t-statistics 

P                          3.773 4.775* 

C -0.401 -0.436 

Error Correction Representation for the ARDL(1,2) Model 

Variables Coefficient t-statistics 

DQ 5.055 8.776* 

DQ(-1) 2.049 3.596* 

C 0.000 0.000 

ECT(1) -0.139 -3.326* 

Diagnostic Checks 

Lagrange multiplier test of residual serial correlation  1.066 (0.359) 

Based on a test of skewness and kurtosis of residuals 
 0.569 (0.752)       

Based on the regression of squared residuals on squared fitted values 
 1.721 (0.199) 

Ramsey's RESET test using the square of the fitted values  0.166 (0.686) 

Note: * and ** denote significance at the 1 per cent and 5 per cent level respectively. 
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Table 3. Policy Effects on Cotton Trade and Production in Turkey 

Variables Season 2014/2015  Premium Payment Import Tariff 

  After the Policy Change After the Policy Change 

Domestic Prices (US dollars)  1,624.65 1,609.05 -15.60 1,624.65 0.00 

Import Prices (US dollars) 1,560.43 1,560.43 0.00 1,575.56 15.13 

Domestic/Import Prices Ratio 1.0412 1.0312 -1.000% 1.0312 -1.000% 

Domestic Production (tons) 794,705 809,933 15,228 809,933 15,228 

Imports (tons) 800,067 784,839 -15,228 784,839 -15,228 

Domestic/Imports Ratio 1.0067 0.9690 -3.773% 0.9690 -3.773% 

Imports (US dollars) 1,248,451,245 1,224,688,943 -23,762,301 1,224,688,943 -23,762,301 

Tariff Revenue (US dollars) 0.00 0.00 0.00 11,876,865 11,876,865 

Domestic Support (US dollars) 183.33 198.94 15.60 183.33 0.00 

Total Support (US dollars) 145,696,052 161,126,320 237,622 145,696,052 0.00 

Source: Authors' calculations based on the data obtained from Turkish Statistical Institute, Izmir Commodity Exchange, National Cotton 
Council of America and the Central Bank of the Republic of Turkey. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

A 1 per cent of increase in the ratio of domestic prices to 
import prices is associated with an additional 15.60 US 
dollars3 per metric ton of cotton to domestic farmers or an 
amount of 0.974 per cent duty on imports. The subsidy 
policy would reduce domestic prices from 1,624.65 US 
dollars to 1,609.65 US dollars per ton whereas the import 
tax would raise domestic prices from 1,560.43 US dollars to 
1,575.56 US dollars per ton. Both measures would reduce 
the quantity of cotton imported into Turkey by some 15 
thousand metric tons. Since it is assumed that Turkey’s total 
consumption does not change under the Armington 
assumptions, the domestically produced output could also 
be expanded by the same amount. The increase in 
production support would cause additional costs of 
approximately 240 thousand US dollars for the government 
budget, whereas reducing the cotton imports by some 24 
million US dollars. An import tariff raising the import prices is 
expected to have the same effect on the cotton imports, but 
in this case an amount of some 12 million US dollars tariff 
revenue could be raised for Turkey. 

5. CONCLUSION 

This study applies Autoregressive Distributed Lag (ARDL) 
method to Armington approach in order to estimate Turkey’s 
import demand elasticity for cotton. The regression results 
indicate that substitution between the domestic and 
imported cotton is very elastic. A change in favour of 
domestic prices that would follow from rising Turkish 
subsidies or applying an import tariff on cotton would have a 
significant positive impact on the domestically produced 
cotton whereas reducing its imports substantially. A direct 
payment policy that would lower the ratio of imports to 
domestic cottons by 1 per cent costing approximately 240 
thousand US dollars could lead to approximately 24 million 
US dollars decline in the value of imported cotton in the 
long-run. On the other hand, an import tax decreasing that 
ratio at the same level could have similar effect on imports, 
while raising an amount of some 12 million US dollars tariff 
revenue. Therefore, the policy makers in Turkey ought to be 
aware that policies on cotton prices might have important 
economic influences for traders and farmers in Turkey.  

3 The government announced that the premiums of 183.33 US dollars per ton (exchange rate is assumed 3 TL/US dollar) for the season 
2014/15. 

4 It is calculated as ad valorem equivalent of 15.13 US dollars per ton of cotton. Cotton is exempt from import duty in Turkey. 
 
REFERENCES 

1. The Official Gazette, 2012, “Girdi Tedarik Stratejisi (GİTES) ve Eylem Planı 2013-2015”, September 3, 2015, <http://www.resmigazete.gov.tr /eskiler/ 2012/ 
12/20121225-28-1.pdf>. 

2. Pesaran, M. H., Shin, Y. and Smith, R. J., 2001, “Bounds testing approaches to the analysis of level relationships”, Journal of Applied Econometrics, Vol.16 
(3), pp. 289-326. 

3. Armington, P. S. (1969, March). “A theory of demand for products distinguished by place of production”, Staff Papers, Vol.16 (1), pp. 159-178. 

4. Babula, R, 1987, “An Armington Model of U.S. Cotton Exports”, Journal of Agricultural Economics Research, Vol.39 (4), pp. 12-22. 

5. Piermartini, R. and Teh, R., 2005, “Demystifying Modelling Methods for Trade Policy”, WTO Discussion Papers, No.10. 

6. McDaniel, C. A. and Balistreri, E. J., 2003, “A Review of Armington Trade Substitution Elasticities”, Integration and Trade Journal, Vol.7 (18), pp. 161-173. 

7. Kreinin, M. E. and Plummer, M. G., 2012, “Theory and Economic Modeling of Preferential Trading Arrangements”, M. E. Kreinin and M. G. Plummer (Eds.), 
The Oxford Handbook of International Commercial Policy, Oxford University Press, pp. 123-156. 

8. Amjadi, A., 2011, WITS-World Integrated Trade Solution: User's Manual, World Bank and UNCTAD. 

9. Gallaway, M. P., McDaniel, C. A. and Rivera, S. A., 2003, “Short-run and long-run industry-level estimates of U.S. Armington elasticities”, North American 
Journal of Economics and Finance, Vol.14, pp. 49-68. 

10. Ertugrul, H. M. and Mangir, F., 2015, “The tourism-led growth hypothesis: empirical evidence from Turkey”, Current Issues in Tourism, Vol.18 (7), pp. 633-646. 

11. Dickey, D. and Fuller, W., 1979, “Distribution of the Estimators for Autoregressive Time Series with a Unit Root”, Journal of the American Statistical 
Association, Vol.74 (366), pp. 427-431. 

12. Phillips, P. C. and Perron, P., 1988, “Testing for a Unit Root in Time Series Regression”, Biometrika, Vol.75 (2), pp. 335-346. 

13. Ng, S. and Perron, P., 2001, “LAG Length Selection and the Construction of Unit”, Econometrica, Vol.69 (6), pp. 1519-1554. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


