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AGENDA

1.Welcome

2. Agenda Review

3. June Teleconference Review and Minutes


Minutes:       B.7 presentation: 
June minutes approved as distributed.
4. Statistics as of August 9, 2011

ROBO Industry Statistics Based Upon LTMS Data Sets
April Period   =10/1 to 3/31
October Period =4/1 to 9/30
pooled s is by reference material ( example: oil)
                                                 Degrees of      Pooled
  Parameter   Period        N-size  Average Yi      Freedom           s
  ƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒƒ
                                                                       
  MRV          2008OCT          10     -0.3595            7      0.2769
  MRV          2009APR          12     -0.5696            9      0.2229
  MRV          2009OCT          25     -0.6238           22      0.1855
  MRV          2010APR          61     -0.2386           58      0.3941
  MRV          2010OCT         115     -0.2630          111      0.5113
  MRV          2011APR         121      0.2876          118      0.7092
  MRV          2011OCT          67     -0.6718           63      0.2596

April 2011 data contains one ‘outlier’ high result which under current rules would not be included, but remains in the data set as it was not excluded under the rules in place then.  The current precision looks good and we feel it is a result of the recent revision of our rules and testing practices.

5. 435-2 Update


	LAB
	APP
	435
CMIR
	435
MRV
	435
ln (MRV)
	435-2
CMIR
	435-2
MRV
	435-2
ln (MRV)
	

	AM
	AM3
	
	
	
	80546
	65400
	11.0882775
	Screener

	AM
	AM4
	
	
	
	80547
	50700
	10.8336812
	Screener

	G
	G5
	
	
	
	80548
	88900
	11.3952674
	Screener

	A
	A2
	74468
	52900
	10.8761586
	81693
	61000
	11.0186291
	Calibration Failed Mild

	A
	A3
	74459
	62700
	11.0461167
	81694
	54600
	10.9077892
	run in reverse order

	AM
	AM3
	82397
	66400
	11.1034523
	81679
	52700
	10.8723707
	

	AM
	AM4
	73666
	88600
	11.3918871
	81677
	61300
	11.0235351
	

	AM
	AM5
	73667
	71300
	11.1746516
	81678
	57000
	10.9508065
	

	AO
	AO1
	70128
	63899
	11.065059
	81658
	52692
	10.8722189
	

	B
	B1
	74244
	67300
	11.1169155
	81671
	99000
	11.5028751
	

	B
	B2
	75036
	109000
	11.5991032
	81674
	64300
	11.0713149
	

	D
	D2
	72584
	111415
	11.6210172
	81664
	83757
	11.335675
	

	G
	G1
	75045
	64000
	11.0666384
	81649
	66700
	11.1079602
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	Average
	11.2427601
	Red Values
	
	11.0801477
	Red & Blue Values

	
	
	
	exp (cSt)
	76325
	
	
	64870
	

	
	
	
	sR
	0.23276736
	
	
	0.22177051
	


	435 Target Mean (ln)
	11.4895

	435 target Mean (MRV, cSt)
	97685

	435 Target sR
	
	0.2932

	
	
	
	
	

	435-1 Target Mean (ln)
	11.0413

	435-1 target Mean (MRV, cSt)
	62420

	435-1 Target sR
	
	0.20295


Do we have enough data?  Consensus: include the 12 data points and wait until we reach 15 total before final resolution.
Options for setting the lower limit.


Using red and blue (12 data points each oil)


A.  -1.66 std dev = 44,892

B.  using mean delta (ln(76325)-ln(64870)) subtract from 60,000 limit and get 

50,995

  (which corresponds to -1.085 st dev)

Compared to limit on 35-1 of 44,570.

3The minimum value for reference oil 435-1 is based on -1.66 standard deviations from the target mean (to match the range previously approved for oil 435 min), so is not actually a 95% confidence range. A 95% confidence range would use 1.96 standard deviations from target mean.

Discussion:  
             Divided opinions on two options for setting lower limit.  Also concern that 435-2 does not appear to be that different than 435-1 in terms of ROBO MRV results.  We would like to stay aligned with the Sequence IIIG program where 435-2 may be a better test oil than 435-1.  We coordinate with the Sequence IIIG group and are interested in seeing their MRV data when available.

6. New Test Stand Calibration

March:

Discussion: We understand there is a difference between a new lab or a new rig in a lab, and a rig that has been in operation for a while and finds itself requiring 2 tests because of some change or now 2 unsuccessful attempts at certification.  Tom will begin more rigorous enforcement of the practice of demonstrating the new rig can successfully run the 3 TMC oils.  A new rig will need to run the 3 oils, not blind.  The results will be posted in the TMC database and reviewed by the Surveillance Panel (or a subgroup of the Panel if we so choose), before an OK is given to proceed with Certification.  This was what was done for the original ROBO round robin and seems to have lead to repeatable testing on those rigs.

April:

Other Discussion Item:  At the March meeting we discussed the need to demonstrate the ability to acceptably run the three different ASTM TMC reference oils on a new rig before it could be certified.  However, it was pointed out, that we did not reach a consensus on how to go about generating these three runs.  We need to resolve this and a written ballot may be in order. 

Consensus:  all three oils need to be run successfully (within TMC statistical limits) for a rig to be accepted.  For the rules, we propose at least one oil (not blind) needs to be run and reported, followed by the 2 oil blind certification.  These need to be coordinated with the TMC as one of the 2 blind oils must be from the 435 series and all three oils must be included.  For a lab new to ROBO, running all three oils (not blind) is recommended, followed by the 2 oil blind certification.
Action:  Joe Franklin will draft the wording to add this practice to the rules, circulate to a small group for editing and discussion (Alan, Tom, and anyone else who would like to be involved at this stage), and then we will take a written vote. 
7. Reference/Calibration oil availability

[image: image1.emf]
[image: image2.emf]
[image: image3.emf]
Issue:  The TMC supplies oils for the purpose of monitoring tests of importance to the industry.  The TMC does not supply oils to those outside the TMC monitoring system for tests that are monitored.  Our method implies that these oils are available to all.  That may not be the case.  
Decision:  Remove the last sentence of 9.2.  Tom will draft an information letter for us to vote on.  Other editing of the method (perhaps the removal of Table 1 and a reference to current TMC oils and limits) will be considered, but not voted on right now.
NOTE (10/5):  In reviewing a draft of these minutes, it was not clear to all whether we intended to remove the last sentence of 9.2 or to delete the entire paragraph 9.2.  Also a question was raised whether the information letter needed a vote of if it should just be issued.  As there is some confusion, we will resolve this at our next meeting.
8.  Schedule next meeting:  Thursday October 6, 2011 at 10:00 AM Eastern Time.
NOTE (10/5):  Meeting postponed.  Will attempt to reschedule later in the month of October (10/18 target).
9. Adjourn  11:15 AM EDT
