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Abstract

Cranes’ operations are extremely risky and hazardous tasks, as demonstrated in various surveys in
the field of incidents’ causes and effects. The most frequent cause of unsafe crane operation task
execution is human error. Accordingly, innovation which enables cranes’ safe operations, prevents
“blind lifts” and helps crane operator to avoid potential error is urgent. Project SPRINCE has proposed
computer-aided Visual Guidance System as a real time solution aimed to prevent crane accidents,
caused by obstructed view. This paper analyses the economic feasibility of Visual Guidance System
application in various scenarios in aim to connect human, technology and organization issues through
cost-benefit framework. There are two proposed investment scenarios analysed: A) Producing and
selling of crane cabins with real-time computer-aided Visual Guidance System and B) Usage (purchase)
of crane cabins with real-time computer-aided Visual Guidance System. The economic appraisal has
proved that the total economic benefit in both scenarios in the complete utilization period is several
times higher than the buying price, while the internal rate of return is few times higher than the
aggregate rate of interest paid. Also, the amount of time which takes to recover the cost of an investment
is less than four years. Moreover, both scenarios belong to the category of innovation projects with very
low risk.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Cranes represent the most dangerous of
all equipment that is used at industrial and
construction sites (Neitzel et al., 2001;
Beavers et al., 2006; Poh et al., 2018). In the
intermodal transport and chemical process,
danger of crane-related accidents can have
serious consequences such as explosions,
fires, the spread of toxic substances with
domino effects (Fabiano & Curro, 2012;
Milazzo et al., 2016). The main cause of
crane-related accidents is human error
(Spasojevi¢-Brki¢ et al., 2015.; Milazzo et al,
2016). Considering power and size of
available cranes, possibility of life losing
accidents and material damage is huge.
Workers can be injured, or machines and
devices can be upset by a mishandled,
tripped or dropped load (Spasojevi¢-Brkic et
al., 2015a). Not only those who are directly
involved, but also the pedestrians are in the
risk of being killed or injured (Shin, 2015).
The material cost of cranes accidents is very
high (Chu & Thi, 2018). The increase of
technical quality of cranes leaded to reduced
crane accidents caused by °jib instability’,
‘hoisting equipment instability’, and ‘crane
instability’. In spite of that, human error still
represents the unsolved problem which still
leads to serious accidents (Uth & Weiste,
2004; Fang et al., 2018). Hence, special
attention should be given to the crane-
operator’s workplace, with the aim to come
closer to Industry 4.0 concept, make it
“smarter” and help operator to avoid
accidents and prevent losses of life, material
damage, occupational injuries, illnesses, and
other undesired events.

Previous research have reflected the need
that cranes designers have to take more care
and pay more attention to design future
cranes in manner that they fulfil requests for

safer operation, better maintenance and
solved human factors issues (Marhavilas et
al., 2011; Pinto et al., 2011; Skogdalen &
Vinnem, 2011; EU OSH Strategy, 2014-
2020).

Current accident theories indicate that it is
possible to reduce human errors through
innovations that will help operator not to
make mistake instead of focusing on
correction of operator’s behavior. For that
reason, the crane navigation system
represents very challenging and significant
phenomenon that has a huge potential to
improve safety. Number of typical crane
controls to be manipulated is low and mostly
related to quick and accurate spread with or
without load and it gives a false feeling of
simplicity to crane operator. In reality,
operators need to have a great sense of
cranes dynamics that includes stopping the
moving mass before it achieves “stabbing in
the blind” scenario. That is the situation
where operators need help. Also, in recent
years, it is proposed that exploiting the
potential of “smart” technologies has
potential to improve the industrial and
occupational safety (Ansaldi et al., 2018).

Those facts indicate that there is a real
need for the innovation that contains smart
crane navigation system — visual guidance
system (VGS). VGS represents solution that
is challenging, important and has a great
perspective to increase safety. The proposed
VGS stereoscopically screens the work space
on site and gives to operator both data and
alert in aim to easily prevent collision, as
described in detail in Ancione et al. (2017). It
is real-time system which uses a colour web-
cameras with purpose to get the relative
coordinates of hook, cabin and obstractions,
calculates distance between them and creates
visual and audio signals to guide operator to
take corrective actions when needed
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(Ancione et al., 2017). Using of VGS enables
operators’ to execute their jobs in safer, more
comfortable and much less stressful manner.

2. POSSIBLE SCENARIOS

Investors usually have a fairly large
number of dispositional alternatives (Puska
et al., 2018). So, the economic feasibility of
VGS installed will be examined in the
following two scenarios:

A) Production and sale of crane cabin
with VGS and

B) Usage (purchase) of crane cabin with
VGS.

Economic and financial feasibility in the
scenario A assumes defining the standard
parameters of the appraisal from cabin
producer and overall economy view
(Dondur, 2002). The scenario B aims at
assessment of feasibility of investing into
innovative crane cabins usage. Comparison
of initial investment costs and discounted
additional effects/savings in the crane
exploitation over its lifecycle is done through
analyses of net economic Dbenefits,
identification and quantification of relevant
costs and effects (Rosenfeld & Shapira,
1998; Neitzel et al., 2001; Dondur, 2002;
Beavers et al., 2006; Vianello et al., 2019).

2.1. Scenario A

The investment in construction works
amounts 800.000 EUR while investment in
mechanical equipment amounts 480.150
EUR, which amounts in total 1.280.150
EUR. Crane cabin production costs are as
given in Table 1.Total material and parts cost
6.470 EUR. If there is a labor force of 20
employees and production volume of 200

Table 1. Crane cabin production costs

Crane cabin production costs EUR
Air conditioning device 1.445
Steel 600
Glass 575
Painting material 150
Electrical/Control equipment 2.600
VGS 1.100

cabins per year, cost of labor per cabin
amounts 750 EUR. Maintenance costs are
calculated as percent of total value of
investment, while amortization is calculated
by proportions method in the exploitation
period (20 years). In the planned exploitation
period equipment is fully depreciated, while
production site has value of 160.000 EUR.
The planned maximum production capacity
of 200 cabins would be reached in the third
year.

In the first two years of exploitation, the
capacity would be used with 75% and 83%
of the maximum capacity. The stock of
ready-made cabins is planned on a monthly
basis (17 at full capacity). The receivables,
as part of the working capital, are planned on
a monthly basis. The projected selling price
is the main price on the international market
for similar products and amounts to 10.000
euros per sold cabin. The average annual
sales revenue at constant prices is 1.833.333
euros. Table 3 provides an overview of the
aggregate values of the basic positions of the
projected profit and loss. Aggregate income
statement items are given in Table 2.

Table 2. Aggregate income statement

Aggregate income statement

. EUR
items

Total income 36.063.333
Total expenditures 31.076.998
Profit before tax 4.986.335
Net profit 4.487.701
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The average annual net profit of the
factory is 224.385 euros. Project profitability
indicators are given in Table 3.

The net present value of this project
amounts 1.312.721 euros and it is evident that
it much higher than the initial project costs in
several ways. The discounted net flow at a
rate of return in alternative investment of 10%
amounts to 13.127.210 euros, which is more
than the initial investment costs.

By reducing the discount rate, the net
present value increases dramatically. The net
present value can be calculated at a lower
discount rate, taking into account the relevant
interest rate on the domestic financial market.
With a discount rate which amounts 5%, net
present value is twice higher than the initial
investment.  Following the criteria for
assessing the justification of this project is
acceptable. There is an internal rate of return
which amounts 24.4% and it is several times
higher value than the relevant interest rate
(capital price), according to Curry & Weiss
(2000). The project for the construction of a
factory for the production of cabins with
previously defined technology and the volume
of production is economically justified by this
criterion. The time horizon for the investment
return amounts 4.1 years. Return of
investment period is common and expected
period for similar projects in metalworking
industry. Sensitivity analysis through the
determination of switching critical values
identifies project sizes (components) that need
to be addressed. Sensitive project components
are usually defined as those sizes whose small
changes contribute to a significant shift in the
results of the analysis model. However, the

Table 3. Project profitability indicators

Profitability indicators Value Unit
Net present value 1.312.721 EUR
Internal rate of return 24.,43% %

Investment return period 4.1 Year

(undiscounted)

certainty associated with these sizes may be
smaller or larger. Not all sensitive variables
are simultaneously variable with great
uncertainty. For a component of a project to
assess risk, in addition to being sensitive, it
must also be highly uncertain. The volume of
initial investment is a sensitive component of
the project in that relatively small changes in
the value of those assets significantly shift the
net present value or the internal rate of return,
but since the investment funds are already
provided and the project plan defines their
volume, it does not make much sense to
calculate the probability that these funds are,
to that extent, realized. The value of these
funds may possibly be affected by the time at
which the investment began, and therefore it
is more reasonable to account for the
probability of delay in the beginning of the
project. Theoretically, of course, every
variable is a random variable, and it makes
sense for each variable to account for the
probability of an event. Project analysis is
about practical models and the tendency to
shorten the risk analysis procedure as much as
possible while preserving the elementary
computational consistency. The sensitivity
and uncertainty of a project component are
two basic characteristics to characterize that
component as a critical component of a
project and to measure event certainty for that
component, that is, to calculate the probability
of an event. Therefore, in order to move on to
project risk assessment, it is necessary to
define the critical components of the project.
Each critical component of a project must be
computed with an event probability, as these
probabilities also determine the probability of
the output of the project analysis model.
Sensitivity analysis gives results as shown in
Table 4.

Sensitivity analysis arrives to conclusion
that this is a project with acceptable risk
ranges.
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Table 4. Sensitivity analysis of Scenario A
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Input Change/Critical Parameters of economic justification
volume
Change (in %) NPV (EUR) IRR (%) Payback (year)
0% 1.312.721 24,43% 4,1
Production volume -10% 903.951 20,19% 5
10% 1.721.491 28,56% 3,5
Critical production volume (pcs) 136 0 10% /
Change (in %) NPV (EUR) IRR (%) Payback (year)
0% 1.312.721 24,43% 4,1
Price of the cabin -10% -47.164 9,40% 9,1
10% 2.672.605 37,49% 2,6
Critical cab price (Euro / Cab) 9.035 0 10% /
Change (in %) NPV (EUR) IRR (%) Payback (year)
0% 1.312.721 24,43% 4,1
Volume of investment -10% 1.430.007 27,28% 3,8
10% 1.196.343 22,10% 4,5
CriticaI. volume of investment 2720.000 0 10% /
investments (€)
2.2. Scenario B costs. The formula for calculation of

The usage of the innovative cabins which
contain VGS has positive effects, for crane’s
owner and also to economy as whole. For the
crane’s possessor or holder, direct positive
effect manifests through the increasing of the
crane productivity. Cabins with integrated
VGS allow faster and more efficient
performing of work operations. It means that
time saving due to faster task execution gives
possibility to use crane to execute other jobs
out of any extra cost. Reduction of crane
usage annual costs due to new crane’s cabin
installation, which enables reduction of
working operations time (4f), represents an
advantage for the crane possessor or holder.
Since the costs of crane exploitation depend
on crane’s working time, positive effect for
crane owner, for the calculation purposes,
represents the sum of a product of usage
costs and weight of the average time saved
(XCE, * p).

Crane’s exploitation annual costs could be
disassembled to depreciation
(recapitalization) costs, maintenance,
overhaul and repair costs and insurance

exploitation annual costs is:

>CE=PC - PMT,+ MC,+ RC,+ IC, (1)

At equation (1), PC represents crane’s
purchase value, PMT,’ is capital recovery
factor for a certain lifetime of crane
exploitation (n), and 1 stands for the interest
rate. Crane depreciation is regarded as the
debt amortization e.g. future value of equal
annual repayment of the amount invested in
the procurement of the crane.

Average time saving weight is determined
as relative ratio of the sum of the difference
between the operations time performed with
anovel cabins with VGS and operations time
which is not including visual crane control
management system integrated in the crane
cabin:

i(r,‘I - T,‘z)

b)

j

P, (2)

T!

J
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At equation (2), p, stands for weight of
average reduction of operation time with
innovative cab implemented, 7,/ represents
operations time without novel cab and 7
represents amount of time when novel cab is
installed.

The next benefit of novel solution is
expressed by reducing labor expenditures.
Assuming that the number of employees and
the cost of working hour are still identical,
reducing operation time gives employee time
to do some extra work useful for the crane
possessor/holder. Therefore, decrease of
operational time (p,), enabled by
implementation of proposed innovation,
depicts the weight for calculating annual
saving in costs of labor (LSC)) as a product of
the number of employees, labor hour costs
and number of crane’s working hours:
LSC=r h, - wy, " p, 3)

At equation (3) LSC, stands for savings of
labor expenses in a year (¢), r is a number of
crane operators, h_t stands for the number of
crane’s effective working hours in a year (¢),
w, represents average working hour cost and
p, stands for a weight of the average
reduction of working hours per year ().

Installation of the novel solution of crane
cabin enables reduction of incidence of
occupational disorders and injuries of both
crane operators and other workers on the site.
This benefit can be quantified by reducing of
number of days that operator spends during
recovery period, and another employee is
replacing him during this period. Formally,
those expenses reduction is expressed by
multiplying number of employees, number
of lost hours due to absence of employee,
hourly labor cost and average weight of time
reduction on site caused by crane work:

LSDC,= r -Dh,-w,, - p, 4)

At equation (4), LSDC, reflects annual
savings in labor costs when the crane
operator is not working, r represents a
number of crane operators which work in
cabin (if they are working in shifts), D#h, is
amount of lost working hours due to
operator’s paid sick days, w;, stands for a
cost of the operator’s working hour and p,

represents the weight of average crane
operation time reduction per year (¢).
Through enabling clear view of the site,
the novel cabin usage decreases the number
of failures, decelerates wearing and tearing
of moving parts and consequently decreases
the cost of repair, preservation and
maintenance of the crane. Calculation of
those benefits is expressed by multiplication
of the monetary value of the crane and
difference in the crane annual maintenance,
preservation and repair service costs:

MRC} MRC?
- (5)
PC PC

In equation (5) MRSC, stands

reduction of costs aimed to be spent for
maintenance, preservation and repairs
activities on annual level, PC represents a
monetary expression on the crane value,
MRC,! stands for annual costs aimed to be

MRSC, = PC - l

for

spent on repairs and maintenance in case of
the cabin which has not installed VGS and
MRC? represents annual costs for

maintenance, preservation and repairs in
case of the novel cabin with environment
detection potential.

Assumed lifespan of the crane is extended
by proposed innovation implementation
usage which results in more efficient
transportation process. Proposed innovation
through VGS installation also enables the
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exploitation lifespan  extension and
consequently lower costs of depreciation
(recapitalization). It can be mathematically
defined as the difference between
recapitalized annual write-offs and the
crane’s lifetime (n) when there is no installed
novel cab with VGS and recapitalized annual

reductions with the extended crane
exploitation lifespan (n + m):
ELSC=PC -PMT,— PC-PMT,, , (6)

At equation (6), ELSC, stands for
depreciation write-offs savings on annual
level , PC is crane’s purchase price, PMT,!
represents capital recovery factor with the
estimated period of exploitation without
VGS (n) with appropriate interest rate (i),
whereas PMT,[, ,, is a capital recovery factor
with the extended lifetime duration (n + m)
due to proposed innovation usage with
appropriate interest rate (i).

Crane cabin which has VGS installed will
be evaluated through economic appraisal
using cost-benefit framework to calculate
achieved benefits while preserving savings.
Net present value (NPV) of an investment in
the novel innovative crane cabin upgraded
by VGS can be defined as the difference
between the sum of initial investment costs
and the sum of discounted savings over the
entire crane’s lifespan and calculated using
the following mathematical expression:

NPV = (1 + 1])+’§L:’(CE,+LSC,+LSDC,.+MRSC,+ELSC,) 7
; (l+z)’

At equation (7), NPV stands for net
present value of savings on costs of the crane
usage achieved by upgrade with novel
environment detection system over the crane
usage time horizon (n + m) whereas (i)
represents discount rate. Accordingly, NPV
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has to be positive for economical
justification of the project.

Internal rate of return of the venture is the
value of discounted rate value which equates
the difference between the initial costs for
the acquisition of the cabin with VGS and the
present value of the total savings on the costs
with zero. Only if this rate exceeds the
average weighted interest rate, the solution is
economically justified.

Cost benefit ratio of the justifying of the
novel crane cabin usage presents the relative
ratio of total present value of the crane
utilization saving and the costs of purchase,
montage and acquiring of skills of the crane
operator to the work in that cabin. The
purchase of the crane cabin is economically
justified only if, according to specified
criteria, the value of this relative ratio is
greater than one.

The estimated data is shown in Table 5
and, by using equations from (1) to (6), the
values referred to the costs of acquisition and
savings during the utilization period of novel
cabins are calculated.

The net present value of the acquisition
effect and the use of new cabins is described
empirically using equation (7). The first step
to calculate NPV is based on the best
estimates of the values of variable models. At
the discount rate of 10%, net present value is
34.934,95 euros. The cabin's purchase price
is several times lower than the total
economic benefit of the cabin usage in the
total utilization period. That means that the
project of installing the new generation
cabin, as determined by this decisive factor,
is justified. Internal rate of return is several
times higher than the corresponding average
weighted interest rate and its value amounts
37.39%. This implies that profitability of this
investment is high. Annual savings that are
completed in the exploitation of the crane
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with cabin upgraded with VGS amount 6.746
euros. It means that the payback period is
expected in a bit less than three years.
Sensitivity and risk assessment is used to test
the robustness of the established results.
Sensitivity analysis gives the results shown
in Table 6.

In the chosen variables in the span + 10%,
the sensitivity analysis gives the relative
stability of the results on changes. There is
no significantly effect on the value of the
criteria for assessing the economic
justification of the procurement project and
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on usage of a novel cabins by the obtained
results. The obtained critical cost of the crane
(the value of the crane where the net profit of
the savings is zero) amounts 69.960 euros. If
the price of the cabin increases up to 56.346
eur, the project for procuring the cabin still
will be economically justified. The variation
of the value of the input economic
parameters will not have a great affect to the
period of return of funds invested in the
purchase and installation of the new cranes
cabin. The payback period is expected to
vary between 2 and 3 years.

Table 5. Economic cost-benefit appraisal inputs

Variables Values
Costs
- Crane cabin production costs, including material costs, labor costs, energy 10.645 EUR
costs - Io
- Cabin assembly and testing costs, crane operator training for novel solution
usage and disassembly of the already existing cabin and its replacement with 670 EUR
novel cabin (I;)
Benefits
- Savings in transportation time /transportation cycle time reduction / (p) 10 % (8-12%)
- Crane purchase price 268.000 EUR
p p (20,000-500,000)

- Annual savings on labor costs (LSC) . 1440 EUR
- Annual savings caused by reduced rate of occurence of professional diseases

o 400 EUR
and injuries of crane operators (LSC,)
- Reduction of the crane maintenance, preservation and repair costs (LSDC,) 1.655 EUR
- Savings caused by the extended exploitation lifespan - from 15 to 18 years 751 EUR

(ELSC))

Table 6. Sensitivity analysis of Scenario B

Input Change/Savings/Cost

Parameters of economic justification

Change (in %)

The cost of the crane 0%

-10%

10%

Critical cost of crane 69.960
Change (in %)

Price of the cabin 0%

-10%

10%

The critical value of the cab 56.346
Change (in %)

Savings in working hours 0%

The cost of the crane -10%

The cost of the crane 10%

NPV (EUR) IRR (%) Payback (year)
34.860 37,33 2,75
31.205 34,63 3,21
38.664 40,14 2,01

0 10% /

NPV (EUR) IRR (%) Payback (year)
34.860 37,33 2,75
36.571 41,58 2,50
33.298 33,94 3,10

0 10% /

NPV (EUR) IRR (%) Payback (year)
34.860 37,33 2,75
34.631 37,16 2,81
35.239 37,61 2,51
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3. CONCLUSION

The techno-economic analysis was carried
out in this study in two different scenarios. In
the first scenario A, the justification for the
development, production and sale of crane
cabins with VGS was economically assessed.
For the projected capacity of 200 cabins per
year, 20 years exploitation period and the
selling price of 10.000 euros per cabin, the
results show that the production of this type of
cabins is economically justified with a net
present value of 1.312.721 euros, an internal
rate of return of 24.5% and the period of
payback is four years. The results of the risk
analysis in this scenario show a relatively
significant reactivity of the values of the
parameters of economic justification to reduce
or increase the volume of cabin production.
When production is reduced by 10%, the net
present value is reduced by 31% and the IRR
by 18%. In this case, the pay-back period will
be extended for one year. The critical
production volume is 136 cabins per year,
which means that the scope of production can
be reduced by 64 cabins, and that the whole
project of building and exploitation of the
factory is at the margin of economic
justification. Changing the price of the cab has
more dramatic effects on the performance of
the project. Reducing the price of the cab by
10% leads the whole project of building and
exploitation of the factory in loss, and the
period of return on investment is extended to
over 9 years. On the other hand, the increase
in the cabin price by 10% increases the net
present value by 103% and the internal rate of
return by 54%. All together, with this increase
in the selling price, the repayment period of
the invested is reduced to 2 years and 7
months. The cabin price limit, on which the
effects cover costs, is 9.035 euros per cabin. If
a production volume of 200 cabins is
maintained annually, this is the price below

which a potential investor should not go
down.

Scenario B examines the economic
justification for the use (purchase) of the
cabin with VGS. Purchase of the previously
described cabin crane is considered in this
scenario as an investment of a potential user.
Costs and effects in this scenario are
calculated on the basis of the best estimate,
and the second time based on the measured
technical parameters.

The scenario B shows that the economic
benefits of exploiting cabin with VGS in the
entire exploitation period are several times
higher than the purchase price of the
innovative cabin. Following this decisive
factor, procuring and installation process of
"smart cranes" is justified through techno-
economic analysis. The internal rate of return
is several times higher than the average
weighted interest rate and involves high
profitability of this investment. The annual
savings achieved through the use of such a cab
are realized in the pay-back period which is
less than three years. In addition, the proposed
project has very low risk. Societal impact of
this project should not be neglected, too.

If both examined scenarios, A and B, are
viewed from a perspective of an average
Serbian entrepreneur, it is necessary to
continue this research by directing this
towards a more economically viable, e.g.
lower investment amount  direction.
Accordingly, the next research step would be
the economic justification for installing VGS
in an already existing crane cabin.
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EKOHOMCKA OIMTPABAAHOCT KABMHA KPAHOBA
OINPEMJBEHUX PAYYHAPCKHUM CUCTEMOM BU3YEJHOI'
HABOBEBA Y PEAJTHOM BPEMEHY

Huxoaa donayp, Becna Cnacojesuh bpkuh, Anexkcanaap bpkuh, Mapruna bpkuh

H3Boa

bpojua ncrpaxuBama y o61acTu Hecpeha y KojuMa yuecTBYjy OU3aIUIE YKa3yjy Ha YHCHUIIC
Jla je paa pyKoBaoIla/KpaHUCTE TT0CA0 BUCOKOT PH3WKa M Ja je y3pok Hecpeha u He3roma Hajuenrhe
Jpyncku (aktop. lllogHO TOME, MHOBamMje Ha TOJBY yHampehema WHAYCTpPHjCke 0e30eTHOCTH
npoiieca y KojuMa y4ecTBYjy JIU3ANIHUIE, Y CMUCITY TIOMOIM KPaHUCTH Jia HE HANPaBH TPEIIKY HpU
pykoBamy, cy mpeko morpebHe. Ilpojekar “SPRINCE” 3a pe3ynrar mMa WHOBAaTHBHO peEIICH:E
cUcTeMa 32 BH3YEIHO HaBoheme y peallHOM BpEeMEHY, y IWJbY pelllaBama MpodjeMa CMarmbeHe
BUIIUBUBOCTH W3 KpaHCKUX KabwnHa. OBaj paj aHaIM3upa €KOHOMCKY OIPaBIaHOCT CHCTEMa 3a
BHU3YETHO HaBOheHmE M HA Ta] HAYMH TOBE3Yje JbYICKE, OpraHMu3alioHe U TeXHUUIKe (pakTope Kpo3
MPUCTYI TPOIIKOBA M KOPUCTH. AHAJIM3UpaHa Cy J[Ba MPEIUIOKEeHa ClieHapHja: A) MPOU3BOAKA U
mpojaja KpaHCKUX KaOMHa ca CHCTEMOM 3a BU3yelTHO HaBoheme 1 b) ymoTpebda (KymoBuHa) KpaHCKe
KaOMHE ca CUCTEMOM 3a BH3YeITHO HaBoljeme. TexHo-eKOHOMCKA aHallu3a ImoKasyje Jia Cy eKOHOMCKE
KOpHCcTH y 00a CIleHapHja TOKOM Tieproaa Kopuirhema Buine mmyTa Behe on HabaBHE IieHE, TOK je
WHTEpHA CTONa MPHUHOCA BUINE MyTa Beha o] MpoceyHo MoHjeprcaHe KamarHe crore. [lepuon
nmoBpahaja ylIo)keHHX cpelncTaBa je Mamd Of YeTHpu roamnHe. Takohe, o6a mpojekra mpuriamajy
KaTETOPHjH TpojekaTa HUCKOT PU3HKA.

Kwyune peuu: xpaHcka KaOWHA, CHCTEM 3a BH3YCJIIHO HaBOlEHmE, E€KOHOMCKA OIPaBIaHOCT,
0Oe30emHOCT
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