Chris Engel

October 4 ESCIT Meeting Notes
1.   Attendance/Sign In
1. Chris Engel                     Lubrizol

2. Dan Worcester                SwRI

3. Larry Smith                     Infineum

4. Mike McMillan              Infineum

5. Dan Pridemore                Afton

6. Ron Romano                   Ford
7. Bob Olree                        GM

8. Matt Snider                      GM

9. Jim Linden                       GM

10. Jerry Wong                      Oronite

11. Bernie Kinkler                 Rohmax

12. Chris Castanien                Lubrizol

13. Lew Williams                   Lubrizol

14. Glen Mazzamaro              RT Vanderbilt

15. Scott Ellis                         SwRI

16. Brad Cosgrove                 Chrysler

17. Moucine Kanouni             Ciba

18. Rick Bosch                       PDI

19. Jim Linden                       GM R&D

20. Ted Selby                          Savant

2.   Hannah Murray Chairman’s Review
· Our mission / our purpose

· Automakers need emissions protection.

· Where we have been to where we are going.
· Focused narrowed to three tests.  Need to go to one.
· Looking to make additional  progress by Q1 2008

3.  Vanderbilt TEOST MHT Studies- Glenn Mazzamaro
· Volatility studies using the TEOST MHT.
· 10 different oils tested-  different viscosity and other formulation differences.

· Prosperous retention verses PEI (as calculated in TEOST MHT-4).
· 3 different commercial GF-4 oils tested.

· TEOST MHT very repeatable, good precision.

· Existing test doesn’t require any test development.

· Late in game but Glenn would propose that if anyone is interested we consider this test.

· Vanderbilt is not planning on any additional work that is planned although they would be glad to run more oils if someone wanted to send those samples.

· Olree congratulations on a good piece of work.

Scott Ellis Southwest Research Institute
· New Malibu engine 2002

· 2 full 240 hour tests on the Lubrizol field oils 

· Two Lubrizol oils were separated by about 8’at T50 versus the 0 P versus .1 P oils showing a 30’ separation. 
· One oil averaging about 83% and the other LZ oil averaging around 90%
· SWRI did separate the two LZ formulations and correct ranking

· Trying to improve signal to noise ration in the light off curves. Alternate methodologies for LOC’s
· Hydrocarbon and CO results very repeatable roughly 1 degree on T50

· 1’ catalyst, ramped light off curve etc…

· 1’ catalyst gets much better separation…
Ted Selby- PEI Studies
· Extended PEI does not improve correlation above and beyond the PEI 165.
· All data currently being reported is on data from samples received from the PEI study.

· Volatiles are volatilizing out so you get some reversals with longer time.

· JAMA oils show very high R2 values when compared to PEI 165-16.

· McMillan- We are all struggling with the difference between your test and the field test and the total amount of P coming off over time in PEI.

Jerry Wong- Oronite

· Would like to discuss an “impartial” comparison between PEI and IIIG.
· Jerry want to address GM’s desire to see a “leveled off curve”.

· Doug Deckman make up oil in IIIG can explain the increase in the P.
· Bob Olree there is no violation of mass balance this is an artifact of using the equation.

· PEI does correlate to all know field and dyno tests.

· No data on some of the LZ oils.

· Jama Oil don’t match anything.

· Mazzaromo wants to add the TEOST MHT as a third line on Jerry’s table.
Post Presentation Notes

· Can we take more time for test development?  FE Consortium. Ron Romano we already extended it.

· Jim Linden- Southwest is it a realistic option for GF-5? No is the consensus.
· Linden wants all TEOST test run at the same lab.

· 10 oils: 434,  435, 438, 2 Afton, 2 Lubrizol, Three JAMA oils, Additional Oronite Oil.

· Do we run triplicate of each ?

· Vanderbilt is willing to run MHT-4 testing at their expense.  

· Vanderbilt would run 10 oils, some in duplicate. 

· Savant would send the oils to Vanderbilt. 

· Savant would also run some MHT-4 runs for comparison. 

· Next meeting will be by phone toward the end of the week of 11/5.

· Motion by Linden and seconded by McMillan to issue an exit ballot after the next phone call on what test we will recommend to ILSAC/OIL. 

· We will have a meeting to discuss the exit ballot after the ballots are returned likely in early 2008. 

· The exit ballot would be intended to limit the choices. 

· The choices would be PEI 165-16 hours, Seq IIIG at 20 hours or EOT, and MHT-4. 
· The SwRI test is very promising but would take too long to turn into a standardized test to be useful in GF-5. 

· Next face to face meeting is early 2008 to resolve the exit ballot.  

