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Performance Evaluation of Exhaust Aftertreatment Devices used for Emissions
Control on Diesdl Engines Employed in Underground Coal Mines

Danid K. Carder

ABSTRACT

This study was initiated to assist the WV Diesd Equipment Commission in its
promulgation of initial rules, requirements, and standards governing the operation of
diesal-powered equipment in underground coal mines. Four different engines and
various exhaust aftertreatment devices that represent current levels of in-use technology
were selected for performance evaluation. Both eddy-current and water-brake
dynamometers were used to load the engines according to an 1SO 8-Mode test cycle.
Experimental emissions data, sampled from a full-flow dilution tunnel, suggests that
particulate traps can reduce the mass emission rates of particulate matter (DPM) by
nearly 90%, while reductions in fuel sulfur content (0.04% compared to 0.37% by mass)
can reduce DPM mass emissions by as much as 22%. The study concluded that the
singular usage of catalytic converters is not recommended for the confined spaces of a
mining environment, due to their tendency to enhance particulate matter sulfate

production and possibly increase overall exhaust toxicity.



ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Asthe final chapter to a very lengthy master’s career draws to a close for me, | feel
compelled to give thanks to all of those who have made this journey end. In addition and
for therecord, it looks asif | will indeed graduate before Macy.

First and foremost, | would like to thank God. Without Him none of this would be
possible. So many times He is forgotten, thankfully He does not forget us.

Next, | would like to express my appreciation of the West Virginia State Legislature
and the West Virginia Diesel Commission for funding the research activities that
provided the basis for this thesis. Not only have their efforts and funding provided a
research opportunity for me, but, more importantly, they have answered necessary
guestions and posed new ones regarding the implementation of diesel engines in
underground mining environments.

I next need to mention the people that have done more for me than anyone else ever
could — my family. 1 know your continued support was aways there, even when |
doubted myself. Dad, if there was ever an engineer who missed his calling, | am certain
itisyou. You have provided me with so much insight into the physics of everyday life —
| am eternally grateful for the spark that ignited an inquisitive mind. Mom, thanks for
teaching me patience and providing spirituality — two of the most necessary intangibles of
life. Hillarey, you truly are the light of my life. Thank you for al that you are, and al
that you've done. Macy, thanks for being daddy’'s girl. God has truly blessed me.
Dennis & Gwynne — the row is hoed. I've accomplished the mission; it's just that the
“G's’ were in the wrong sequence. Diz & Susan — thanks for being there. Thanks to
Beck, Dan, and little Shelby. Finally, thanks to Ashley and Erin —now hurry up and give
Macy some playmates.

Thank you, Dr. Mridul Gautam. You've been an excellent advisor, but more
importantly, you and your family have been good friends. Thanks for taking the time to
educate this Appalachian American. More importantly, thanks for grading that final, and
still believing that there are some honest students | eft.



Next, | need to offer my sincere gratitude for the extraordinary efforts and
assistance of the crew - Bret Rankin, Sriram Popuri, Ryan Barnett. Who said that slavery
was abolished? No one could ever ask for a better group of engineers, or, more
importantly, a better bunch of friends. Mr. Cliff Judy, thanks for everything, especially
for finally realizing the importance of a good pair of rubber boots. Thanks to my
contemporaries — Don Ferguson, Rob Smith, Tim Chasey, Tony McKenzie, Brian Kelly,
Mark Stablein, Eric Miller, Degpak Gupta, Murali Durbha, Avula Sreenath, Wes Riddle,
and Ben Shade. When you finally break McKenzi€'s record, you accumulate a lot of
friends. Thanks are also in order to Sandeep Mehta, whose help in the laboratory and
data reduction assistance is greatly appreciated.

Thanks are also in order for the support provided by Rohmac, Inc., and, in
particular, Mr. Buck Lovern — man those wings were delicious. Goodman industries
must also be mentioned. | would also like to thank Richard Atkinson for his helpful
guidance, and the remainder of my committee — Drs. Greg Thompson and Scott Wayne.
As aside note, thanks Greg — | know “you just shift, alt.-tab, F1, backspace-return.”

Last, but certainly not least, | would like to thank Dr. Donald Lyons for giving me
the opportunity to attend graduate school at West Virginia University. In addition |
would like to thank the United States Department of Energy for funding the construction
and providing continuing operation of the Engine and Emissions Research Laboratory
(EERL) at West Virginia University. Through their continued support, this research was
made possible.



TABLE OF CONTENTS
A B ST R A T ettt et et e et e e e nnnnnnnnnnnsnnnnnnsnsnnnnnsnnmnnsmnmnnnnnnnnnnnnn [
ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS. ...ttt sesnnnnsssnnsnnnnnnnnnnns 1
LIST OF TABLES ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaaaans VIl
LIST OF FIGURES ... .¢coeeee s IX
NOMENGCLATURE ... .o e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e aaaaaaans X
CHAPTER L1 —=INTRODUCTION ..o, 1
T.1 INTRODUGCTION . ettt eeeeeee e et e e et e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e ee e e e e e eme e e e e e e e e e enn e eeeenneeeeenneeeennnnns 1
A O 1 (0 11 AV = 2
CHAPTER 2—REVIEW OF LITERATURE. ... 3
2.1 INTRODUCTION ...ttt e ettt et 3
2.2 ENGINE DESIGN ENHANCEMENT ...ueieeeeeeeeeeee e e e eeeeeeeeeeaaaeeeeeeeeeeeenaaaaseeeeeeemmenaaaaeeeeeeee 6
2.3 EXHAUST AFTERTREATMENT DEVICES ...coo it 7
2.3.1 PartiCulate Traps.......cccerveruerierierieeieeeeee ettt enes 7
2.3.2 OXidation CatalYSS.......ccceiieiieiieiie e eee s sneenre s 9
2.4 ADVANCED FUEL FORMULATIONS/ADDITIVES. ..ot et 11
CHAPTER 3—-EXPERIMENTAL EQUIPMENT AND PROCEDURES................ 13
3.1 EQUIPMENT AND PROCEDURES......cuttiiiiiiiiiitieeiee e e e s eeireee e e e s s s e s ssavssaseees s s s s s snsaneeeas 13
3.2 TEST ENGINES AND EXHAUST AFTERTREATMENT DEVICES....ccoiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 13
321 MWWIM D=OL86 ..o 14
3.2.2 LIStEr PEUEN LPU-2.....coooeeeeeeeeeeeeeee et e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeaaaanes 14
323 TSUZU C240... oo e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 14
3.2.4 Caterpillar 3306.........cccveiueiieireee e nnaen 14
3.3 ENGINE INSTRUMENTATION . eeeuueeeeeeeeeeeeeeaeeeeeeeeeeeeeaaaaeeeeeseeemmnnaaasseeeeeeessnnaaaaeeeeeeees 16
3.3, MWWV DOLGr6.....coeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereneeees 16
3.3.2 LIiSter PEEr LPU=2.....oooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e 17
333 TSUZU G240ttt e e ettt et e eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeereeeeereeeeerereeeeereeeeees 17
3.3.4 Caterpillar 3306........ccceieriirieriieieeee et 17
3.4 OPERATING CONDITIONS. ...ccttteeeeeeeee e 18
3.5 DY NAMOMETERS ... et eeeeeeeeeeeee e e e e e e e e eee e aaaeeeeeeeeeeeenaaaeeeeeeeeeemanaaeeeeeeeeennnnaaaaeeeeeeees 18
3.5.1 Water-brake DYNamOMELEr'S ..........ccceeverieieeiesieeieeseesre e see e sae e e e 18
3.5.2 Eddy-Current DYNAMOMELE'S ........ccoererereeeeieneesie s sne e 19
3.5.3 EIECtriC DYNAMOMELEN'S.......cciieeciecie ettt sttt nne e 19
3.6 TEST DYNAMOMETERS SPECIFICATIONS ... eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaaaeeeeeeeeeeenaaaaeeeaesee 20
3.6.1 Go-Power D-100 (Lister Petter, LPU-2) .......ccccoeveeiecieieee e 20
3.6.2 Mustang Dynamometers EC300 (MWM D916-6 and Isuzu C240) ................ 20
3.6.3 Mustang Dynamometers K-400 (Caterpillar 3306)........cccccceeeevierieeieesiennns 21

3.7 DYNAMOMETER CONTROLS ..ot eeeeeeeeeeaeaeeeeeeeeeeeaaaaeeeeeeeeemanaaaaeeeeeeeennnnaaaaaeeeeeeees 21



Vi

3.7.1 Water-Brake CONtrolS.......coieieierieieeesiesie et 21
3.7.2 Eddy-Current CONIOlS..........oierirerieeeieniesie st 22
3.8 TEST FUELS ...ttt sttt sttt bttt et et nnas 22
3.9 WEST VIRGINIA UNIVERSITY ENGINE AND EMISSIONS RESEARCH LABORATORY ... 25
3.9.1 Full-Flow Exhaust Dilution TUNNE ..o 25
3.9.2 Critical FIOW VENTUI ..ot 26
3.9.3 Secondary Dilution Tunnel and Particulate Sampling System...................... 27
3.9.4 Gaseous Emission Sampling SyStem ..o 28
3.9.5 EXNAUSt GaS ANAIYZEIS.......ccceieeirieie e sieerie et ste et e et seesreenne e 30
3.9.5.1 Hydrocarbon (HC) ANAlYZEN ... 30
3.9.5.2 Carbon Monoxide (CO)/Carbon Dioxide (CO,) Anayzers..................... 30
3.9.5.3 Oxidesof Nitrogen (NOx) ANAlYZEN.........cccerireeiieeeeese e 31
3.9.6 Bag SAMPIING ...cveiieceieiece e 31
3.9.7 Instrumentation Control and Data ACQUISITION...........ccererenirerieeeeeereee 32
3.9.8 Fuel and Air FIOW MELEIING .....cccveeieiieieceeeese ettt 32
3.10 QUALITY CONTROL AND QUALITY ASSURANCE PROCEDURES.........ccceveerueeeneanne 34
3.10.1 EMISSIONS TESHNG.....cciuieeeieieireeieseesteetesee st e see s e sreesseeeesseesseesesseesreenesneens 34
3.10.1.1 Sampling Lines and Probes...........cccceveieierenene e 35
3.10.1.2 PUMPS and BIOWESS........c.ooceeiecieseieie ettt 35
3.10.1.3 Exhaust Transfer TUDE ........ccoeeiiiereee e 35
3.10.1.4 Exhaust Analyzer Calibration and Calibration Gases............ccccceeueee... 36
3.10.1.4.1 Hydrocarbon ANAYZES ..o 36
3.10.1.4.2 Oxides of Nitrogen (NOy) ANalyzZer.........cccevveveieeieiieseece s 37
3.10.1.4.3 Carbon Monoxide (CO)/Carbon Dioxide (COy) Analyzers............ 37
3.10.1.5 Bag Sampling (Dilute Exhaust and Background) .............cccoeeevveiiennns 37
3.10.1.6 Particulate SAmMPliNG .......cccoererererieieeee e 38
3.10.2 TUNNEl TNJECLIONS.......oiuieiiiceceee ettt e esreenneeneens 39
3.10.3 Experimental UNCErtaiNty ........cccooereriririnieeeeesie s 40
CHAPTER 4 —RESULTS AND DISCUSSION .....ccciiiieninienisieeeeeeee e 45
4.1 INTRODUGCTION ...ctitttteeteeesteeesteeeasesesuseeaanseaaasseeaassesaasseesanseesasseesaseessnseessnseessnseesans 45
4.2 CONSIDERATIONS INVOLVING THE MEASUREMENT OF DIESEL PARTICULATE
N 1 = PO 46
4.3 MWM DOL6-6 RESULTS ..c.uciuiiiieieieriesiesiesiesiesseseeeesaessessestessessessessessesnsenssssessesees 47
4.4 LISTER PETTER LPU-2 RESULTS.. ..ottt ettt 48
4.5 1SUZU C240 RESULTS .veiviriieieeieiesieseesiestesie s ssesseseessessestestessessessessesssensensessessesses 54
4.6 CATERPILLAR 3306 RESULTS.....ciiitiiteiiieestiesteesiesseeesieeseessseessesssesssessseesnsesssenans 58
CHAPTER 5—CONCLUSIONSAND RECOMMENDATIONS........ccoocvnererennn. 67
5.1 OVERVIEW ...ttt et sttt ettt ae e et s s e s mbe e sae e e abeeeae e e abe e saeeeabeesaeeenbeesaeaenneennns 67
5.2 CONCLUSIONS ...c.utiuiiuieietestestestessessesseeseessessestessessessesseensessessessessessessesseensensensessesses 67
5.3 RECOMMENDATIONS ....cutiiitiiateesueeeteesteaeseessessseesaessseassessasesssesssessseessesssssssesssns 70
5.3.1 FUIUrE@ RESBAICN ...t 70
5.3.2 Refinement of TeSt ProCEAUIES..........coveiiiiieniee e 72

LITERATURE CITED ... 75



APPENDIX A —EXHAUST MASSEMISSIONSDATA (G/BHP-HR).......ccccccun...

APPENDIX B —EXHAUST MASSEMISSIONSDATA (G/HR)

vii



viii

LIST OF TABLES

Table1l Test ENgiNe SPECITICAIONS. .......cceiuiriiriiieieieiesie sttt 15
Table 2 Engines and Associated Exhaust Aftertreatment DeViCes. .........cccevveveeciecieennnns 16
Table3 The SO 8-M0ode TESE CYCIE. ... 18
Table4 Fuel Analysis Resultsfor Low Sulfur FUel...........cccceeiiiiiicie e 23
Table5 Fuel Analysis Resultsfor High Sulfur Fuel. ..., 24
Table6 ErrorsInvolved in Reporting of NOy, CO, CO,, and THC........ccvecviiviiee, 42
Table 7 Overall DPM Reductions for the MWM D916-6 (g/hr). .....coovvviiinininiies 48
Table8 Overal DPM Reductions for the Lister Petter LPU-2 (g/hr).......cccoveeevveieennns 52
Table9 Overall DPM Reductions for the Lister Petter LPU-2 (g/hr). ..o 52
Table 10 Overall DPM Reductions for the Isuzu C240 (g/hr). .....coocvevveceiiesece e 57
Table11 Overal DPM Reductions for the Isuzu C240 (g/hr). .....ccoooeveiinenineneeeeeees 57
Table 12 Overall DPM Reductions for the Caterpillar 3306 — DST | and DST 1 (g/hr). 63
Table 13 Overal DPM Reductions for the Caterpillar 3306 - DST I11 (g/hr). ................ 63

Table 14 Overall DPM Reductions for the Caterpillar 3306 — Clean Air System (g/hr). 64
Table 15 Observed Exhaust Temperatures (°F) After the DST Flame Arrestor During
the Final 8-Mode TeSt - DST 1. ..oooiiiiieeeeeee e 64



LIST OF FIGURES

Figure 1 Schematic of the West Virginia University Engine and Emissions Research

Laboratory Emissions AnalySiS SYSteM........ccceeeeieeveieese e 29
Figure2 MWM D916-6 Installed on an Eddy Current Dynamometer Test Bed............. 42
Figure 3 Lister Petter LPU-2 with Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System mounted on a
Water-Brake Dynamometer TeSt Bed. ........coeveieieienenese e 43
Figure 4 Isuzu C240 Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System Installed on an Eddy-Current
Dynamometer TeSt BE.........ooiiiieeeeee s 43
Figure5 Caterpillar 3306 with DST Dry Scrubber System Installed on an Eddy-Current
Dynamometer TeSt BE.........coiiiiieeeeeee s 44
Figure 6 Caterpillar 3306 with Clean Air Systems Catalyzed DPM Trap Installed on an
Eddy-Current Dynamometer TeSt Bed..........ccoveeriieiieiieneneereseeesesee e 44
Figure 7 Comparison of Particulate Mass Emissions Rates Associated With the Low-
Versus High-Sulfur Tests Performed on an MWM D916-6. .........ccccoveeeneenen. 47
Figure 8 Comparison of Particulate Mass Emissions Rates Associated With the Various
Aftertreatment Devices Evaluated on a Lister Petter LPU-2. .........cccoceiieennee, 51
Figure9 Side View of the Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System. ........cccceeevveveieecnnnen. 53
Figure 10 Upstream Face of the Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System DPM Trap Prior to
(S0 Tc 1= 1] 0] o 1RSSR 53
Figure 11 Upstream Face of the Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System DPM Trap
Immediately Following Regeneration.............cccecveveieeveesiesceeseece e 54
Figure 12 Comparison of Particulate Mass Emissions Rates Associated With the Various
Aftertreatment Devices Evaluated on an Isuzu C240. ..........ccccoeveveeerenennnn. 56
Figure 13 Comparison of Particulate Mass Emissions Rates Associated With the Various
Aftertreatment Devices Evaluated on an MWM D916-6...........ccoovverenieneene 61
Figure 14 Comparison of Particulate Mass Emissions Rates Associated With the Final
DST Configuration Evaluated on a Caterpillar 3306.............ccccoeveveieecieceenens 62

Figure 15 Exhaust Temperatures Measured at the Entrance to the Filter Canister of the
DST System During the Final DST Evaluation Test on a Caterpillar 3306. .. 62

Figure 16 DST Filter Canister with Signs of Coolant Leakage. ...........cccvvvvrenineeenne. 65
Figure 17 Evidence of Leak at Manifold Section of the DST Heat Exchanger................ 65
Figure 18 Manifold Section of the DST Heat Exchanger System Prior to Repair........... 66

Figure 19 Evidence of DPM Leakage at the Manifold Section of the DST Heat
Exchanger System Prior t0 REPAIT. .......ccviireriiieeese e 66



NOMENCLATURE

ADC
CARB
CFR
CRv
(OAVAS)
CO
CO,
EERL
EPA
HC (THC)
HFID
IARC
NDIR
MSHA
NIOSH
NIST
NO
NOy
NO,
PM/DPM
SAE
SO,
WvVU

Analog-to-Digital Conversion (codes)
California Air Resources Board

Code of Federal Regulations

Critical Flow Venturi

Constant-V olume Sampling

Carbon Monoxide

Carbon Dioxide

Engine and Emissions Research Laboratory
Environmental Protection Agency

Total Hydrocarbons

Heated Flame lonization Detector
International Agency for Research on Cancer
Non-Dispersive Infrared Detector

Mine Safety and Health Administration
National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
National Institute for Standards and Technology
Nitric Oxide

Oxides of Nitrogen

Nitrogen Dioxide

Diesdl Particulate Matter

Society of Automotive Engineers

Sulfur Dioxide

West Virginia University



CHAPTER 1-INTRODUCTION

1.1 Introduction

Historically, the vast majority of regulatory diesel emissions legislation has focused
on pollution contributions associated with engines operating in the on-highway sector.
However, trends suggest that future legislation will be ever more scrutinizing of the
performance of diesel engines used in the off-road arena. Federal regulation agencies are
working to improve awareness and the information database associated with the use of
diesel engines operating in the confined environments of coal mines. More specifically,
the Mine Safety and Health Administration (MSHA) is presently involved with the
monumental task of assessing regulatory limits for the emissions levels that are produced
by diesel-powered equipment operating in underground mines - with the paramount issue
being the initiation of a federal restriction regarding diesel particulate matter production
levels. To date, federal regulations have merely governed the amounts of gaseous
emissions permissible in underground mines, with the responsibility of DPM regulation
falling upon state bodies. However, due to the growing awareness of the probable
carcinogenic nature of diesel particulate matter, measures are being taken to effect
national standards.

In addition to face haulage, diesel equipment plays an equally important role in
other vital functions, such as material haulage, personnel transportation, and support
operations. Other underground coal mine equipment that may be powered by diesel
engines include shuttle cars, compressors, hydraulic pumps, generators, scoops and roof
bolters. The versatility, maneuverability, and mobility of diesel power equipment make it
an efficient aternative to electrically powered equipment. In addition, the use of diesel-
powered equipment eliminates some of the electrical safety hazards that are associated
with their electrically-powered counterparts, such as electrical shock and electrical spark-
generated mine fires (particularly a risk in the degp methane environments common to
WYV coal mines).



1.2 Objectives

The global objective of this study was to evaluate mass emission rates of exhaust
emissions from diesel engines typically involved with mining operations. The West
Virginia Diesel Equipment Commission procured four test engines and various
aftertreatment devices so that an experimental assessment of “available” exhaust
curtailment technology could be performed. The experimental data generated by this
study will be utilized by the WV Diesel Equipment Commission to promulgate initial
rules, requirements, and standards governing the operation of diesel equipment in
underground coa mines.

Since gaseous emissions are currently regulated and most of the current emphasis
on the control of diesel emissionsin underground mines focuses on particulate matter, the
results of this study will focus on the findings associated with the particulate reduction
performance of the aftertreatment devices tested. Nonetheless, complete emissions
records of both gaseous phase and particul ate matter are included in the appendices. This
report presents the details on the test equipment, procedures, results, and conclusions and

recommendations. A list of specific activitiesincluded in this study are:

MWM D916-6 engine using high sulfur diesel fuel (0.36% S).

MWM D916-6 engine using low sulfur diesel fuel (0.05% S).

Lister-Petter LPU-2 engine (baseline).

Lister-Petter LPU-2 engine with a catalyzed trap with a catalytic converter - trap

failed.

Lister-Petter LPU-2 engine with a catalyzed trap with a catalytic converter - retested

with new trap.

6. Lister-Petter LPU-2 engine with a catalytic converter.

7. Isuzu C240 engine with a catalyzed trap followed by a catalytic converter.

8. Isuzu C240 engine with a catalytic converter.

9. Isuzu C240 engine with a catalytic converter followed by a catalyzed trap.

10. Caterpillar 3306 engine (baseline).

11. Caterpillar 3306 engine with catalyzed trap.

12. Caterpillar 3306 engine with adry scrubber system.

13. Caterpillar 3306 engine with dry scrubber system - retest with the repaired heat
exchanger.

14. Preliminary development and testing of high temperature trap for use with catalytic

converter/trap combination and for other engines.

PR

o



CHAPTER 2-REVIEW OF LITERATURE

2.1 Introduction

The utilization of permissible diesel-powered equipment poses less potentia for
dust or methane ignitions than do comparable electrically-powered equipment. By
replacing electrically-powered units with diesel-powered units, the risk of injury to coa
miners, such as electrocution due to electric cables and open trolley wires, is reduced.
Current trolley wire systems consistently expose miners to bare 300-volt DC conductors,
while batteries and battery overcharging present several hazards to coal miners.
Additionally, electric sparks are significant sources of ignition in dust- and methane-filled
environments. An additional advantage of diesel-powered equipment is the potential for
safe and rapid evacuation of personnel in the event of a power failure. Considering
higher productivity, which can be obtained by using diesel equipment, on a per-ton basis,
there is less human exposure to the known health and safety hazards associated with
underground coal mining [31]. As the amount of exposure necessary to mine a given
quantity of coal is reduced, subsequent frequency of accidents will also diminish. Thus,
the use of diesel-powered equipment with appropriate exhaust emissions controls in
mining operations may improve the overall safety.

Because of its relationship with health problems, the exhaust from diesel engines
operated in the closed confines of underground mines has been a subject of concern.
MSHA has recently proposed a rule that would establish new health standards for
underground coal mines that use diesel engine powered equipment. Their proposal
requires installation of high-efficiency filters on diesel-powered inby equipment
(equipment that is used at the mine face). Within 30 months, heavy-duty outby
equipment (equipment that is not used at the mine face) will aso have to be equipped
with such high-efficiency filters. Whole diesel exhaust is considered to be a probable
human carcinogen and the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health
(NIOSH) considers it a potential occupational carcinogen [13,25]. Cohen and Higgins
suggested a small to moderate excess relative risk of lung cancer in workers who were

exposed to emissions from older, mechanically-injected diesel engines. This finding is



particularly relevant to mining applications because the majority of engines in use are
older designs with mechanical injection, similar to those discussed by Cohen and Higgins
[7]. It is understood that, to date, no epidemiological study has presented quantitative
evidence of the past exposures of the study subjects and, hence, the use of this data to
estimate the magnitude of cancer risk is limited. Heavy-duty diesel vehicle exhaust
particulate is of concern because long-term exposure to particulate matter has been
associated with excess lung cancer rates in laboratory animals [15,19,24]. Several other
toxicological and epidemiologica studies have also investigated the relationship between
diesel emissions and the development of cancer and other diseases [5,7,35]. These
studies have shown that long-term exposures to very high concentrations of diesel
emissions produce lung tumors in rats and that soot (carbonaceous core DPM), not the
adsorbed chemicals, is the likely cause of tumors in this species. The intent of this
discussion is not to debate the relevance of the current rat model for risk assessments.
Rather, to show that these recent findings confirm WV U’ s earlier findings that diesel soot
particles can express in vitro genotoxic activity without extraction, as simple dispersions
in surrogate pulmonary surfactant [40,41].

Diesel engines, in general, emit solid particulates in the range of 0.1 um (100 nm)
diameters at concentrations above 1x10° particles/cm® depending on the engine type and
operation. While Cohen and Higgins focused on older engines, other reports indicate that
fine diesel soot below one micron in size is produced in high number counts by modern
engines running low sulfur fuel, high-pressure injection and late injection timing
(strategies designed to reduce the regulated emission inventory) [7]. It should be noted
that most of the engines studied were turbocharged. Details of those studies have been
given in apaper by Pataky et al. and a Health Effects Institute report [2,28]. Associations
between suspended particulate matter and lung function parameters, respiratory
symptoms, and mortality have been reported by Monn et al., Braun et al., Pope and
Dockery, and Dockery et al. [4,8,25,30]. The respiratory health effects have been found
to be associated with particulate matter with diameters less than 10 um. These particles
constitute the respirable range, that is, particles that penetrate the alveolated regions of
the lung. In addition to the particle size, the number of inhaled particles could be of great

relevance. A change of the median particle diameter from 1 um to 0.1 um increases the



number of particles by more than a factor of a thousand for a constant total particulate
mass [25]. This causes problems in the macrophage clearing mechanism. Kreyling has
suggested that macrophage clearing is more efficient for a smaller number of larger
particles than for a very high number of fine particles [18]. Recent studies have
suggested that the very smallest particles, smaller than 0.1 um in diameter, are toxic by
virtue of their size and cause stress of lung cell lining, leading to irritation and
inflammation in some areas [10]. Size related toxicity, rather than chemical composition
alone, might be of greater concern because chemical composition has been shown to be
highly variable [16]. Diesdl particulate impact on human health has been highlighted in
recent reports [7,27]. The International Agency for Research on Cancer (IARC)
conducted an extensive evauation that concluded that there is sufficient evidence for the
carcinogenicity in experimental animals of whole diesel engine exhaust. 1ARC reported
that there is inadequate evidence for the carcinogenicity in experimental animals of gas
phase diesel engine exhaust (particulate-filtered), but there is sufficient evidence for the
carcinogenicity in experimental animals of extracts of diesel engine exhaust particles.
Moreover, IARC reported that there is limited evidence for the carcinogenicity in humans
of diesdl engine exhaust. IARC's conclusions were reached based heavily on the
evidence provided by severa human epidemiological studies of railroad workers, bus
company workers, and “dockers’ [43].

Data suggesting the health risks associated with the use of diesel-powered
equipment has lead to increased investigation efforts. It is proposed that the reduction of
the engine emissions produced by off-road engines can be accomplished by integrating
three focus areas in order to develop an effective emission reduction strategy: engine
design enhancement, exhaust aftertreatment devices, and advanced fuel
formulation/additives. Due to economic and practical constraints, the mining community
cannot directly implement all of these methods. However, a review of current research

practices isincluded for completeness.



2.2 Engine Design Enhancement

The maority of diesal engines that are currently being utilized in underground
mining applications are of the mechanically injected variety. Due to low unit demands
and economic concerns, electronic control strategies have, for the most part, not been
implemented into the underground mining environment. As the average level of
electronic control increases in the diesel engine industry, governed mostly by the cost
effectiveness of offering such advanced operation strategies, adaptation of such units to
the mining arenawill logically follow.

Abdul-Khalek et al., Bagley et al., and several supporting references suggest that
advanced diesel engines yield a high number count of ultra-fine particles and that these
particles may pose a significant human health risk [1, 2]. A recent joint European study
evaluated the exhaust emissions from diesel engines employed in the large tunnel
construction projects in Austria, Germany and Switzerland [37]. The exclusive
motivation was to minimize the effect of nanometer particles on occupational health. The
study evaluated several particulate trap systems, catalytic converters, and fuel types with
the objective of reducing emissions of nanometer particles. The report indicates that only
particulate traps can curtail the total solid particulate count, in the fine particulate range
below 50 nm, by more than two orders of magnitude. The VERT study neither addressed
the regeneration of traps nor assessed the genotoxic potential of the DPM emitted from
engines equipped with the after-treatment devices.

Current diesel engine designs typicaly emit 90% less particulate matter by mass
than comparable designs of 15-20 years ago. Optimization of piston bowls, enhanced
injection pressures, and spray patterns, as well as improved boosting practices, have
significantly curtailed the production of large-scale agglomerates and overall opacity.
However, Mayer reports that, although a 1996 US-certified engine produced half the
oxides of nitrogen emissions and exhibited better fuel economy and improved power as
compared to an earlier design from the same family, no improvement was made on the
emissions of ultra-fine nano-particles. In fact, Mayer found that new low-emission

engines emit more ultra-fine particles at all load points [21].



2.3 Exhaust Aftertreatment Devices

Various aftertreatment systems are currently being evaluated throughout the world.
An important concern with any control device/system is whether the potential health
hazard is reduced or whether more harmful contaminants are produced. One must be
very careful not to overlook detrimental by-products while assessing the gleaming
positive attributes.

Some commercia systems integrate various components, and the design specifics
of al (chemica treatments, component materials, etc.) are quite proprietary in nature.
However, the basic components of any system can typically be represented by catalytic
(oxidation) converters and particulate traps. Therefore, this section will be divided to

discuss these technol ogies separately.

2.3.1 Particulate Traps

The concern about diesel particulate matter (DPM) has resulted in the development
and application of a number of new on-board control systems that limit the quantities of
DPM produced by the engine, collect the DPM, or convert it to a potentially less harmful
form. Both ceramic and paper filters have been designed for use in underground mines,
with limitations inherent in each. Paper filters must be replaced often, which has a
significant impact on its acceptability. Two entirely different temperature-related
problems occur with ceramic filters. One is the result of the regulated limits on
equipment surface temperatures (302°F) that exist for U.S. underground coal mines. The
other problem arises as PM builds up in a ceramic filter in the diesel’s exhaust system.
The engine backpressure increases to such a high level the level that the DPM must be
removed (a process called regeneration) or else the engine may be damaged. Combusting
these particles to less harmful gases during normal operations (on-board regeneration) is
essentia if the filter's use is to be continued for more than a few shifts without a special
regeneration process.

Catalyzed traps have also been employed to not only trap the soot but also achieve
regeneration at lower exhaust temperatures under normal engine operating conditions.

These traps drastically reduce the DPM emissions, but the utilization of precious metal



washcoats to achieve regeneration often results in excessively high mass emissions rates
of sulfates.

Mayer presented data at the culmination of an 18-month study that concluded that
“drastic curtailment of pulmonary intruding particulates is not feasible by further
development of the engine combustion, nor by reformulation of fuels, nor by deployment
of oxidation catalytic converters’ [21]. However, the use of particulate traps did have a
significant effect on the reduction of DPM levels - reducing the fine particulate range
below 50 nm by more than two orders of magnitude. Mayer also indicates that current
gravimetric analysis standards of particulate matter production deliver “no toxically
relevant information,” and that number count seems to be a much more significant
criterion. Moreover, traps exhibited reductions in the polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon
(PAH) sum, which are at least partially carcinogenic, likely by adsorption onto the trap
surface area and subsequent conversion reactions during regeneration periods [21].

Mayer et al., in alater study, investigated the particle size distribution of particulate
sample measurements taken downstream of different particulate trap systems [22]. The
study culminated by comparing the size distribution of the two extremes of common trap
designs. Surface-impaction filters, exemplified by those of the ceramic monolith
(Cordierite wall-flow type) design, produce similar gravimetric particulate trapping
efficiencies as the deep-bed filters of the knitted fiber (high temperature glass) variety.
However, evaluation on the basis of particle count indicates that the efficiency of the
surface filter drops below 70%, whereas those of the deep-bed filter increases. Spectral
analysis of distinct solid particulates resulted in conclusions regarding the size-sensitive
nature of the filtration efficiencies of the two types of traps. Deep-bed filters have avery
uniform filtration rate down to primary particulates of 20 nm. In contrast, surface filters
are only acceptable for particulates greater than 100 nm. The tests performed during this
study were made exclusively on new traps, and the researchers held that observations
might differ for filters that had aged and had subsequently been exposed to regeneration
cycles[22].

In a study investigating the effect of a ceramic particulate trap on the DPM and
vapor phase emissions of a Cummins LTA10 heavy-duty diese engine, researchers

reported that ceramic particulate traps significantly reduced the levels of total particulate



matter, soluble organic fractions, and solid carbon matter (TPM-[SOF+S0,%]). This is
particularly important because the polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbon and nitro-PAH
components of diesel exhaust are known carcinogens. However, results did indicate an
increase in particles in the 0.0075-0.056 um range (+~30%) while particles in the 0.056-
1.0 um range were significantly reduced (over 90%) [11].

The use of a paper-like plested media filter has some problems that need to be
resolved before these filters can be accepted in mines. The exhaust temperature for these
systems must be controlled to prevent the filter media from igniting. This has been
accomplished by using a wet scrubber system. These wet scrubbers require significant
maintenance, a foolproof system to insure proper water level, and a considerable space
within the equipment. Wet scrubbers have been known to run out of water during
operation. In the past, the wet scrubbers have added excess moisture to the exhaust,
while lowering its temperature. In addition, wet exhaust can lead to unexpected and/or
premature failure of the pleated paper filters.

A dry exhaust system that cools the exhaust to an acceptable level for the pleated-
media would seem to resolve several of the shortcomings of the wet scrubber systems.
West Virginia University (WVU) has investigated two designs of the dry scrubber
systems for two different engines. The first system, the DST Management System for an
MWM-D916-6 engine, was studied under a grant from the Generic Technology Center
for Respirable Dust (U.S. Bureau of Mines). The test plan was drawn up in consultation
with the industry, miners and MSHA. Both transient and steady-state testing with a high
sulfur diesel no. 2 (0.37% S - the specified fuel at the time of the study) yielded DPM
emission reductions in excess of 95%. The management system is an emissions control
system that may or may not utilize an oxidation catalyst. It employs dry cooling of the
exhaust gases and a disposable paper filter to reduce both gaseous and particulate
emissions. Another dry scrubber system designed for the Caterpillar 3306 was evaluated
under the current WV Diesel Study.

2.3.2 Oxidation Catalysts

Oxidation catalytic converters have been utilized with diesel engines far more
regularly than any other form of exhaust aftertreatment device. Catalytic converters are



known to reduce the soluble organic fraction by 20% to 45%. However, the undesirable
aspect of the catalytic converters is the promotion of reactions that lead to sulfate
formation at temperatures above 350°C. In addition, the VERT report indicates that
catalytic converters may have an effect of converting up to 40% of the NO to NO, and
increase the NOy toxicity. The VERT report suggested that the negative effects of
catalytic converters outweigh the potential advantages [37]. This is similarly supported
by other researchers. Walsh reports that the tendency of the precious metal catalyst to
convert SO, to particulate sulfates requires the use of low sulfur fuel: otherwise, this
increase in sulfate emissions would more than counterbalance the decrease in SOF [42].
Results from the present study support Walsh’s report [42].

Oxidation catalysts were reported to have no effect on the reduction of combustion
particulates (soot), and, moreover, produced additional DPM material by way of sulfate
particulates. In addition, the unfavorable oxidation reactions associated with NO and SO,
produced diesel exhaust with higher levels of toxicity [21].

Researchers at Southwest Research Institute investigated the feasibility, developed,
and assessed the performance of a catalytic converter on a 1994 heavy-duty diesel engine.
Results indicated that careful formulation of the catalyst can lead to good VOG reduction
without excessive sulfate emissions. Fuel sulfur levels were obviously directly related to
overall sulfate production levels. Moreover, low temperature aging using high sulfur fuel
(0.3% by mass) lead to catalyst deactivation (poisoning) and increased particulate levels.
This deactivation appeared to be somewhat reversible by exposing the catalyst to an
exhaust stream resulting from an engine operating on low sulfur (0.04%) fuel.
Conclusions were aso established regarding the effect of washcoat materials. Catalytic
systems with silica-based washcoats and palladium noble metals exhibited superior
sulfate control, whereas those containing alumina based washcoats and platinum noble
metals exhibited high VOF, HC, and CO reduction but only at the expense of high sulfate

emissions [17].
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2.4 Advanced Fued Formulations/Additives

Diesel fuel specification is also of relevance in the development of methodologies
for particulate matter control. Diesel no. 2, that meets the requirements of the Code of
Federal Regulations (CFR) 30, Part 7, does have a lower sulfur content compared to the
fuel from afew years ago, but it is still not low enough to prevent the high rates of sulfate
emissions. If the fuel sulfur content could be lowered to afew ppm, the aromatic content
of the fuel be reduced to below 10 ppm and the cetane number increased well beyond 50,
then the catalyzed traps or combinations of catalytic converters and traps could readily
yield extremely high DPM reductions. These reductions would be realized even during
high speed/high load conditions and also during regeneration modes that may or may not
need an external energy source. In addition, the reduction of fuel sulfur directly reduces
the production of sulfur dioxide during the combustion process, and, perhaps more
importantly, limits the formation of sulfates in the atmosphere, which are known
contributorsto acid rain.

Fischer-Tropsch (F-T) diesel fuel is one of the two types of fuels that were
discussed during this study. F-T liquid fuels produced from synthesis gas (a mixture of
carbon monoxide and hydrogen) are straight chain aliphatic hydrocarbons containing
virtually no aromatic compounds or sulfur species. F-T diesels are currently being
processed from methane (coal bed methane could be a potential source) and/or coal. The
cetane number could be higher than 70, thus making it an excellent compression ignition
fuel. F-T liquid fuels offer such significantly different chemistry that, when compared to
typical petroleum based diesel fuels, a new DPM versus NOy variable emerges. F-T
diesel, with virtually zero sulfur content, would be an excellent candidate for engines
equipped with exhaust treatment devices, such as catalyzed traps. Regeneration of the
traps to temperatures beyond 350°C would not lead to high sulfate emission levels and by
the virtue of the low aromatic content and the high cetane number; NOy emissions could
be simultaneously reduced. It is understood that NO, remains the hardest of all regulated
emissions to alter by fuel reformulation. Shell Oil operates a gas-based middle distillate
synthesis plant that supplies F-T liquid fuel as a blending stock to California. The
California Air Resources Board (CARB) has mandated a maximum fuel aromatics
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content of 10% (poly-aromatics <1.4%) and a minimum cetane number of 48. Blends of
diesedl no. 2 and F-T diesal (synthesized from natural gas) meet the tough emissions
standards imposed by CARB.

Mayer suggests that current data indicates that fuel reformulation and the
subsequent diminished sulfur content, decreased aromatic components, and increased
Cetane index can effect a total DPM reduction from 5 — 15%. Results from the VERT
study indicated that zero sulfur and bound nitrogen fuel produced a 10% reduction of
DPM emissions but did not effect any improvement in diminishing nano-particulate
emissions. The VERT study concluded that reformulated fuel could not singularly offer
significant reductions in particulate matter emission levels. However, the addition of iron
and cerium based fuel additives did enhance particulate trap technology [21]. The
additives (other than copper-based additives) serve to curtaill raw emissions and do not
form secondary (ash) emissions or dioxins and furanes when used in conjunction with
trap technology. The use of fuel additives has provided a relatively predictable means of
catalyzing particulate trap regeneration processes. Regeneration of a bare ceramic trap
requires temperatures in excess of 550°C, while implementation of fuel additives reduces
this temperature requirement to below 450°C, without the associated sulfate production
or poisoning problems inherent to catalyzed systems[9].

Baranescu reported that for an increase of 0.1% (wt.) in fuel sulfur, brake specific
particulates increased by about 0.025 g/bhp-hr, due to the addition of soluble sulfates and
bound water [3]. Moreover, combustion systems, engine type, cycle loading, and
particulate makeup had only a weak contribution to the brake specific sulfate variation.
Conversion rates of fuel sulfur to sulfates on particulates were in the range of one to three
percent.

Van Beckhoven reported that IDI engine vehicles on average responded minimally
(3%) to a change in sulfur content of 0.30% to 0.05% by mass. On the other hand, IDI
engines responded to such fuel sulfur variations by emitting 15% less particulates under
the European 13-mode tests and 30% less under the US transient test conditions [36].
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CHAPTER 3-EXPERIMENTAL EQUIPMENT AND PROCEDURES

3.1 Equipment and Procedures

This section discusses the experimental equipment and procedures that were used to
evaluate the performance of the various engine-exhaust aftertreatment system
combinations. All testing for this study was performed at the Engine and Emissions
Research Laboratory (EERL) at WVU. This facility has been in full-time operation since
1993 and operates according to the procedures set forth by the CFR 40, Part 86, Subpart
N. The design of the facility also permits compliance with the standards set forth by CFR
30, Part 7, and ISO/CD 8178-1. During this study, the requirements prescribed by the
CFR 40, Part 86, Subpart N, for the measurements of dilute diesel exhaust emissions,
were followed as closely as possible, while the engine operations (test modes) were taken
from ISO/DIS 8178-4 standards. All engines and exhaust aftertreatment devices tested
under this study were provided by the private sector and were tested as received, with no
confirmations made as to their mechanical status. For this reason no claims will be made
regarding the representative nature of such devices to other units provided by the
respective companies. A detailed description of the engines, aftertreatment devices, test

cycles, test fuels, laboratory equipment, and methods of operation follows.

3.2 Test Enginesand Exhaust Aftertreatment Devices

The West Virginia Diesel Equipment Commission provided four different engines
that serve to representatively span the power density spectrum currently utilized for coal
mining operations. The Commission likewise secured various aftertreatment devices that
exemplify currently available exhaust emissions curtailment technology. Table 1 lists
basic technical specifications of the engines, while Table 2 includes a summary of the
exhaust aftertreatment systems tested, by engine make.

Due to space limitations and program scheduling at the EERL, the dynamometer
test beds for each engine-exhaust aftertreatment device had to be designed in a modular

fashion. Extensive modifications had to be made to the engine mounting assemblies and
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dynamometer skids. Details of the design and fabrication of the various assemblies are

not included in this thesis.

3.2.1 MWM D-916-6

A naturally aspirated, pre-chamber, in-line six-cylinder MWM D-916 engine was
used for the portion of the study that compared and contrasted the exhaust emissions
produced by high (0.25%) sulfur and low (0.05%) sulfur fuel. Fuel analysis revealed that
the actual sulfur content was 0.37% and 0.04% for the high and low-sulfur fuels,

respectively. The experimental setup is shown in Figure 2.

3.2.2 Lister Petter LPU-2

A naturally aspirated, pre-chamber, in-line two-cylinder Lister Petter LPU-2 engine
was tested with various combinations of a DCL/Rohmac exhaust aftertreatment system.
Figure 3 illustrates the engine-aftertreatment system and the eddy-current test bed that
was utilized for evaluation. The combinations of the oxidation catalyst, catalyzed soot
filter, and high-temperature paper filter that were used during the experiments are
outlined in Table 2.

3.2.3 Isuzu C240

An Isuzu C240, pre-chamber, in-line four-cylinder engine was also tested with
various combinations of a DCL/Rohmac exhaust aftertreatment system. An illustration
of the engine-aftertreatment system and the eddy-current dynamometer test bed is
included as Figure 4. Table 2 outlines the specific aftertreatment device combinations
tested during this study.

3.2.4 Caterpillar 3306

A Caterpillar 3306, in-line, direct-injection six-cylinder engine was tested with both
a Dry Systems Technologies and a Clean-Air Systems aftertreatment device. The 3306-
DST systemiisillustrated in Figure 5, while the 3306-Clean Air System setup is presented
in Figure 6. Since space constraints prevented the Clean Air trap from being mounted
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directly to the engine exhaust manifold, an elbow adapter pipe was fabricated, and then
the entire assembly was double insulated. The resultant setup provided substantial
clearance with negligible temperature differences between the exhaust manifold exit and
trap entrance. Two 8-Mode tests had to be performed on the DST system due to
manufacturing flaws, which necessitated repair by the supplier, Goodman Equipment
Corporation. While details of all of the problems that were encountered with the CAT
3306-DST systems are spared, a brief documentation of the repair procedures and
supporting illustrations are included in the Chapter 4. The engine specifications for the
3306 are given in Table 1, while the exhaust aftertreatment configuration is presented in
Table 2.

Table1l Test Engine Specifications.

Engine MWM Lister Petter Isuzu Caterpillar
g D-916-6 LPU-2 C240 3306
I njection Indirect Indirect Indirect Direct

Cylinders 6 —inline 2—inline 4 —inline 6 —inline
Borex Stroke

(inches) 413x4.72 | 338x315 | 339x4.02 | 475x6.0

Displacement 379CID 56.5CID 144 CID 638 CID
(6.234 L) (0.93L) (2.369 L) (10.46 L)
Compression Ratio 22:1 22:1 20:1 21:1
Peak Torque (ft-bs. | 211 | 335 | 98 | 375 |
@ 1500rpm J| @ 2150 rpm J| @1960 rpm | @ 1320 rpm
Rated Power (Hp.) 82 20.7 47.4 123
@ 2100rpm J| @ 3100 rpm J| @ 3000 rpm §f @ 2200 rpm
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Table2 Enginesand Associated Exhaust Aftertreatment Devices.

Engine Tested Exhaust Aftertreatment Device

Rohmac/DCL Catalyzed Trap Followed by Oxidation Catalyst
Lister Petter Rohmac/DCL Oxidation Catalyst
LPU-2 Rohmac/DCL Catalyzed Trap Followed by Oxidation Catalyst
and Pallflex High Temperature Glass Fiber Filter

Rohmac/DCL Catalyzed Trap Followed by Oxidation Catalyst
Isuzu C240 Rohmac/DCL Oxidation Catalyst
Rohmac/DCL Oxidation Catalyst Followed by Catalyzed Trap

Caterpillar 3306 Clean Air Systems Catalyzed Trap
Dry System Technology Dry Scrubber System

3.3 Enginelnstrumentation

Due to the time constraints imposed by the WV Diesd Study, test bed
instrumentation was designed in a modular fashion so as to reduce down- time during the
changeover periods between various test engines. Exhaust pressure measurements were
made using Vaidyne Model P305 pressure transducers. These transducers were
calibrated before each emissions test. Exhaust temperature measurements were made
using Omega K-type thermocouples, which were calibrated on a regular basis as per
manufacturer specifications. These measurements were taken in order to assure
compliance with all manufacturer specifications on exhaust backpressure limitations.
Obviously, measured backpressures associated with DPM traps are largely dependent
upon the amount of particulate loading at the time of testing. If, during a test, the
backpressure figures increased to a level near the manufacturer's threshold, a
regeneration procedure, outlined in the Chapter 4, was performed. Similarly, if the DST
system reached manufacturer’s limits, a clean-up procedure was performed, by injected

water into the upstream manifold of the DST heat exchanger assembly.
3.3.1 MWM D916-6

The MWM D916-6 was fitted with a pressure tap at the exit of the exhaust manifold
in order to obtain total exhaust pressure measurements. However, since no aftertreatment

devices were tested with this engine, pressure and temperature data were not included.
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3.3.2 Lister Petter LPU-2

The Lister Petter LPU-2 engine was fitted with exhaust pressure and temperature
taps at the entrance and exit of the Rohmac/DCL aftertreatment system. The pressure
differential across the trap and/or oxidation catalyst was obtained by a comparison of the
respective aftertreatment configuration data with the baseline backpressure
measurements. It should be noted that, due to the over-design of the exhaust-transfer
tube, bare-engine total exhaust backpressure was minimal. Lister Petter requires that the
maximum exhaust backpressure for the LPU-2 be less than 35 inches of water. Only
once did the backpressure exceed this value, and that was during the initial regeneration
cycle (40 inches). After this test, a Rohmac representative inspected the system and
performed a pressurized cleaning of the trap and the catalyst substrate.

3.3.3 Isuzu C240

As with the LPU-2, the Isuzu C240 engine was fitted with exhaust pressure and
temperature taps on the entrance and exit of the Rohmac/DCL aftertreatment. Again, the
pressure differential across the trap and/or oxidation catalyst can be obtained by
comparison of the respective aftertreatment configuration data with the baseline
backpressure measurements.  Isuzu specified that the maximum engine exhaust
backpressure could not exceed 40 inches of water. Vaues observed while testing never
exceeded 30 inches of water.

3.3.4 Caterpillar 3306

The Caterpillar 3306 was fitted with exhaust pressure and temperature taps on an
insulated elbow at the exit of the exhaust manifold. In addition, for the DST tests a
thermocouple was aso placed at the exit of the paper filter canister. Caterpillar
recommends that exhaust system backpressure should be maintained below 34 inches of

water, and this backpressure limit was never exceeded.
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3.4 Operating Conditions

All test engines were operated at eight different steady-state modes. The engine
speed and load factors of the 8-Mode test cycle are shown in Table 3. The operating
speeds and |loads are taken from the ISO/DIS 8178-4 Section 6.3.1.1 standards, “Test
Cycles Type C - Off-Road Vehicles and Industrial Equipment,” and closely resemble the
operating set-points prescribed by CFR 30, Part 7. When overall emission reduction or
weighted-averages were reported, the associated weighting factors given in Table 3 were
used.

Table3 ThelSO 8-Mode Test Cycle.
(Percent Load) Factor
Rated 100
Rated 75
Rated 50
Rated 10
Intermediate
Intermediate 75

Inter mediate 50
Idle 0

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

3.5 Dynamometers

In order to simulate real-world loading operations on an engine in a laboratory
environment, a dynamometer, or power absorber, is used. Engine testing is generaly
performed with one of three basic types of dynamometers. In order to familiarize the

reader with the basic principles of operation, the following discussion has been included.

3.5.1 Water-brake Dynamometers

Water-brake, or fluid, dynamometers are generaly divided into two categories:

viscous shearing types and agitator types. Viscous shearing fluid dynamometers absorb
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engine loads by shearing a fluid between a rotor and a stator (housing). The amount of
load is controlled by varying the flow rate of water into the housing. An agitator fluid
dynamometer |oads an engine by changing the direction of water flow from rotor vanes to
stator (housing) vanes, i.e. an inward flow to an outward flow. The associated change in
momentum results in a reaction force on the stator housing. In addition, a viscous
shearing force is superimposed as the rotor cuts through the fluid moving from rotor
pockets to stator pockets. Load adjustment for the agitator-type fluid dynamometers is
accomplished by varying the inlet water flow rate or the restriction of the casing outlet.

3.5.2 Eddy-Current Dynamometers

Air-cooled eddy current dynamometers operate by establishing a magnetic field by
energizing a set of stationary coils with DC power. Iron rotors, which are attached to the
output shaft of the test engine, rotate in the magnetic field and generate eddy currents in
the rotors, which produce a counter force to the direction of rotational motion. The
power absorbed by the dynamometer is then dependent upon the amount of DC power
applied to the dynamometer and the speed at which it is rotating. The absorbed energy is
converted into heat in the two externally located rotors, which are designed with
curvilinear cooling fins for fast heat dissipation. The windage |osses associated with this

cooling are compensated for during data reduction.

3.5.3 Electric Dynamometer s

Electric dynamometers operate much like electric motors. In fact, to start the test
engine, the dynamometer is operated as an electric motor, while the fuel (for
compression-ignition engines) or ignition (for spark-ignition engines) sources for the test
engine are disabled. In such a motoring configuration, the parasitic, or frictional, losses
of the engine can be measured and simulations of coast-down may be performed. Once
the fuel or ignition source for the engine is activated, the dynamometer may be used to
load the engine by operating in the same manner as a generator. Torque is developed due
to the magnetic coupling between the armature and stator. The engine output is then
determined from a side-arm load cell that is attached between the stator housing and the
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dynamometer-mounting frame. The load applied to the engine is varied by strengthening
the field voltage or reducing the load resistance.

3.6 Test Dynamometer s Specifications

The testing performed for this study utilized both water-brake and eddy-current
dynamometers. The WV Diesel Equipment Commission did not request coast-down test

cycles. Therefore, no electric dynamometers were used during this study.

3.6.1 Go-Power D-100 (Lister Petter, LPU-2)

At the onset of this study, an operational test bed that could accurately test smaller
engines, such as the Lister Petter LPU-2, was not available. Many studies have tested
comparable engines with large eddy-current dynamometer test beds and reported the
results. However, since most of these large eddy-current dynamometers had operating
windage losses that were larger than the Lister Petter LPU-2 power set-points for the ISO
8-Mode test cycle, data accuracy could have been suspect. To reduce such inherent
errors, a Go-Power D-100 water brake dynamometer head was acquired. After mounting
the Go-Power D-100 and Lister Petter LPU-2 on a custom-built test bed, preliminary tests
indicated that the existing manual dynamometer controls for speed and torque were
inadequate. These controls were replaced with automated components from another
water brake dynamometer setup, and, after system optimization, the engine/dynamometer
combination was re-evaluated. Results indicated that the automated control system
provided adequate control of test set-points. Details regarding the development of the
Go-Power D-100 dynamometer test bed are not included in this thesis.

The Go-Power D-100 water-brake dynamometer has a continuous operating range
of 14,000 rpm and a maximum operation speed of 16,500 rpm. The dynamometer is
capable of absorbing 100 hp (75 kW). It can handle full continuous loading (65 ft-1b; 90
N-m) at speeds ranging from 4000 rpm through 8000 rpm.

3.6.2 Mustang Dynamometer s EC300 (MWM D916-6 and |suzu C240)

Mustang Dynamometers EC300 eddy current dynamometers were used to control
the load applied to the MWM D916-6 and Isuzu C240 engines. The unit is rated for a
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maximum horsepower of 1100 hp (825kW), under cold conditions, and has a continuous
rating of 250 hp (188kW). It can handle a continuous load of 390 ft-Ibs (540 N-m) and a
maximum load of 2170 ft-Ibs (3005 N-m), under cold conditions.

For the MWM D916-6 engine tests, an existing test bed was used to produce
results. The MWM engine test cell was outfitted with a Dyne Systems Co. DTC-1
throttle controller and a Dyne System Co. Dyn-Loc IV dynamometer controller. For the
Isuzu test cell, a custom test bed was constructed and the cell was fitted with a manual

fuel control linkage and aDyn-Loc IV dynamometer controller.

3.6.3 Mustang Dynamometer s K-400 (Cater pillar 3306)

The Caterpillar 3306 engine was mounted on a customized test bed equipped with a
K-400 Mustang dynamometer. The dynamometer was rated at 400 hp (300 kW). Engine
fueling rate was controlled pneumatically via the Caterpillar air actuator, and a Dyne-Loc
IV dynamometer controller was used to control speed and load set points. Engine load
measurements were made with an Interface SSM-500 load cell, mounted in a side-arm
arrangement to the dynamometer housing. Engine speed was measured with an Accu-
Coder Model 220C PU rotary encoder.

3.7 Dynamometer Controls
3.7.1 Water-Brake Controls

For the water-brake test rig, a Mason Eilan Camflex 11 dynamometer controller was
used to vary the load applied by the dynamometer. The system consists of a control unit
and an electro-pneumatic water control valve. It is capable of using either torque or
speed as the controlling parameter. In the “torque mode,” atorque set point is compared
to output from the load cell, which is mounted to the dynamometer case. In the “speed
mode,” an engine speed set point is compared to output from an angular speed encoder,
which is mounted on the dynamometer shaft. In either mode of operation, the controller
then varies the output voltage to the water control valve, in order to achieve the

controlling parameter set point.
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3.7.2 Eddy-Current Controls

For the eddy-current test rigs, Dyne-Loc IV dynamometer controllers were used to
vary the load applied by the dynamometer. The Dyne-Loc 1V is capable of using either
torque or speed as the controlling parameter. In the “torque mode,” a torque set point is
compared to output from a side-arm load cell, which is mounted to the dynamometer
frame. In the “speed mode,” an engine speed set point is compared to output from an
angular speed encoder, which is mounted on the dynamometer shaft. In either mode of
operation, the controller then varies the output current to the dynamometers in order to
achieve the controlling parameter set point. The control unit is capable of maintaining
speed and load set pointsto within + 2 rpm and * 2 ft-bs. (2.8 N-m), respectively.

For the portion of the testing where the MWM test rig was used, a Dyne Systems
DTC-1 throttle controller was used to control the engine fueling-rate. The DTC-1
consists of a control unit, which is interfaced with the Dyn-Loc IV dynamometer
controller, and a throttle actuator, which is mounted on the engine and attached to its fuel
control linkage. By comparing an operator-defined set point with test rig output, the
desired fueling rate, and hence engine speed, is obtained. The DTC-1 can be operated

with either torque or speed as the controlling parameter.

3.8 Test Fuds

The testing performed for this study utilized both high- and low-sulfur diesel fuel
number 2. The high sulfur fuel was purchased from Ashland Oil, and the low sulfur fuel
was obtained from BP Qil. Analysts, Inc. tested representative samples of both fuel
types. Test results, presented in Table 4 and Table 5, indicate that the actual sulfur mass
content was 0.37% and 0.04% for the high- and low-sulfur fuels, respectively.
According to federal regulations, high sulfur diesel can have a maximum of 0.5 % sulfur
content by weight, whereas low sulfur can have a maximum of 0.05 %. A comparative
study between these two fuels was performed using the MWM D916-6 in order to
determine the effects of sulfur content on baseline engine exhaust emissions. For the
remainder of the study, the low sulfur fuel was used, in accordance with the requirements
of CFR 30, Part 7.
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Table4 Fud Analysis Resultsfor Low Sulfur Fuel.

Distillation, °F
Initial Boiling Point
Recovered 5%

-10%
-20%
-30%
-40%
-50%
-60%
-70%
-80%
-90%
-95%
End Point — FBP
Recovery, % volume
Residue, % volume
L oss, % volume

Fuel Propertiesfor Low Sulfur Diesal Fuel No. 2

Mool

Viscosity @40°C, cSt

Sulfur Content, % Weight

Hydrocarbon Types
Aromatics, % volume
Olefins, % volume
Saturates, % volume

APl Gravity @60°F

Cetane I ndex (Calculated)

Cetane Number
(Measur ed)

Flash Point, °F
Analysis Conducted by:

540 640
19 4.1
0.05
35
40
40
125

AnalystsIncorporated

P.O. Box 23200 Oakland, CA 94623
800-424-0099 (Voice)
510-536-5994 (Facsimile)
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Table5 Fuel Analysis Resultsfor High Sulfur Fuel.

Fuel Propertiesfor High Sulfur Diesel Fuel No. 2

Distillation, °F
Initial Boiling Point
Recovered 5%
-10%
-20%
-30%
-40%
-50%
-60%
-70%
-80%
-90% 540 640
-95%
End Point — FBP
Recovery, % volume
Residue, % volume .
Loss, % volume .
Viscosity @40°C, cSt 19 4.1
Sulfur Content, % Weight 0.5
Hydrocarbon Types
Aromatics, % volume . 35
Olefins, % volume
Saturates, % volume
API Gravity @60°F
Cetane Index (Calculated) 40
Cetane Number 40
(Measured)
Flash Point, °F 125

Analysis Conducted by:
Analysts Incor porated
P.O. Box 23200 Oakland, CA 94623
800-424-0099 (Voice)
510-536-5994 (Facsimile)
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3.9 West Virginia University Engine and Emissions Research Laboratory

This section discusses the experimental equipment and procedures that were used to
evaluate the performance of the various engines exhaust aftertreatment systems. All
engine testing was performed at the WVU-EERL in Morgantown, WV. The total exhaust
dilution tunnel, gaseous and particulate matter sampling equipment, and testing and

calibration procedures are presented herein.

3.9.1 Full-Flow Exhaust Dilution Tunnd

The obvious reason for performing exhaust emissions testing is to determine the
effects of engine exhaust on the environment. In order to do this, it is necessary to
simulate the dilution process of tailpipe emissions in a laboratory. Not only does this
dilution process account for in-use exhaust-air interactions, but it also serves to quench
post-cylinder combustion reactions and to lower the exhaust gas dew point in order to
inhibit condensation.  Exhaust line quenching is necessary in order to prevent
inconsistent emissions measurements. The elimination of condensation is paramount,
since water droplets can absorb certain gaseous components (for example, NO,). In
addition, the presence of water in sampling lines would affect certain instruments, such as
the non-dispersive infrared analyzers, and particul ate matter measurements.

Two main dilution strategies are available for the researcher: full-flow dilution
tunnels and mini-dilution tunnels. A full-flow tunnel collects the entire exhaust stream
from the engine and mixes it with fresh ambient air, whereas a mini-, or partial, dilution
tunnel samples a portion of an exhaust stream and dilutes this sample quantity.
According to the CFR, only full-flow tunnels are recognized as a certifiable means of
sampling engine exhaust emissions. The WV U-EERL utilizes a full flow dilution tunnel,
designed and operated according to the specifications outlined in the CFR 40, Part 86,
Subpart N.

The WVU full-flow system is based upon the critical flow venturi — constant
volume sampler (CFV-CVS) concept in which a blower is used to draw diluted engine
exhaust through critical flow venturis via a stainless steel 18 in. (0.46m) diameter dilution
tunnel that is approximately 40 feet in length. The laboratory uses a 75 Hp (56.2 kW)

25



blower in tandem with a single 400 scfm (11.32 m*min.) and three 1000 scfm (28.3
m>/min.) venturis in order to provide total tunnel flow rates ranging from 400-2400 scfm
(11.32-68 m*/min.), 3400 scfm (96.3 m*/min.) is unavailable due to blower limitations.
schematic of the test facility is shown in Error! Reference source not found.. At the
entrance to the tunnel, the entire engine exhaust was injected into an annulus of dilution
air upstream of amixing orifice plate. The orifice plate is eight inches in diameter and is
located three feet from the beginning of the mixing region. The two streams are merged
in the mixing region, and, at a distance of 15 ft. (4.6 m) downstream of the orifice plate,
sample probes were placed to collect dilute gaseous exhaust samples. These probes are
attached to the exhaust gas analyzer bench via electrically heated lines. At the end of the
sampling region, diluted exhaust is drawn into a 4 in. (0.10 m) stainless steel secondary
dilution tunnel by the particulate sampling system. Additional dilution air can be injected
into this secondary tunnel in order to increase the dilution ratio (this can be used to ensure
a soot collection filter face temperatures of less than 125°F (51.7°C). This sample system
flow is then routed through the remainder of the particulate sampling system and

exhausted into the analyzer bench exhaust manifold.

3.9.2 Critical Flow Venturi

In compliance with the CFR 40, Part 86, Subpart N, a constant volume sampler
(CVS) was used to regulate the flow of diluted exhaust through the dilution tunnel. A
constant mass flow rate is maintained in the dilution tunnel once the venturi section
reaches sonic conditions (state of choked flow), as per the theory of critical flow nozzles
[34].

Under choked conditions, the flow rate of a gas through a critical flow venturi is a
function of the diameter of the venturi throat and the upstream temperature and pressure.
A Viatran absolute pressure transducer, Model No. 1042 AC3AAA20, recorded upstream
pressure and upstream temperature was logged via a Tayco 3-wire resistive temperature
device, Model No. 68-3839. The mass flow rate was then calculated as follows:
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JT
Equation 1
where,
Q = flow rate in standard cubic feet per minute at standard conditions of 20°C,
101.3 KPa (68°F, 29.92 in. Hg).
Ky = calibration coefficient.
P = absolute pressure at venturi inlet, in KPa, (in. Hg).
T = absolute temperature at venturi inlet, °K, (°R).

The venturis were calibrated with the use of a subsonic flow venturi traceable to
standards set forth by the National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST). The
CFV-CVS system utilizes a system of three critical venturisinstalled in-line with a 75 Hp
(55.9 kW) centrifugal blower [33]. Three of the venturis have a design flow rate of 1000
scfm (28.3 m¥min.), and the third has a design flow rate of 400 scfm (11.32 m¥min.). A
maximum tunnel flow rate of 2400 scfm (67.92 m*/min.) can be achieved by using this

system, due to blower operation limitations.

3.9.3 Secondary Dilution Tunnel and Particulate Sampling System

The WVU EERL uses a proportional sampling, double dilution method for
particulate matter collection and analysis. In such a system, a diluted exhaust sample is
drawn from the sampling region of the full-flow dilution tunnel into a secondary dilution
tunnel. The flow rate into this secondary tunnel is varied throughout an emissions test in
order to draw a proportional sample from both dilution tunnels. In the secondary dilution
tunnel, additional dilution air may be added in order to obtain high dilution ratios and
filter face temperatures below 125°F (51.7°C). The sample flow is then drawn across
DPM collection filters, which enables the determination of the amount of DPM collected
during a test cycle via gravimetric analysis. DPM consists of elemental carbon, soluble
organic fractions, sulfates, and bound water. The DPM sample flow is then exhausted
into acommon sampling-stream exhaust manifold.

Specificaly, the WVU sampling system draws a diluted exhaust sample through a
0.5in. (1.3 cm) diameter transfer tube, 7 in. (17.8 cm) in length, located in the sampling
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zone of the primary dilution tunnel. The inlet faces upstream and is connected to the
stainless steel secondary dilution tunnel, which is 3.0 in. (7.62 cm) in diameter and 30 in.
(76.2 cm) long. The secondary tunnel provides sufficient residence time for the exhaust
sample to be mixed with the dilution air, resulting in a sample with a temperature less
than 125°F (51.7°C). The sample stream is drawn across a stainless steel filter holder,
which attaches to the end of the secondary dilution tunnel. The filter holder houses two
(a primary and a secondary) Palflex 70 mm fluorocarbon-coated glass fiber filters,
Model T60A20, upon which the DPM is collected. Two Sierra 740-L-1 mass flow
controllers and two Gast 1023-101Q-583X rotary vane pumps control total secondary
tunnel flow and secondary dilution airflow. An additional check on flow rates is
provided by corrected measurements from a roots positive displacement flow meter. The
total secondary flow ranges from 0-6 scfm (0-170 |pm), while the secondary dilution
airflow ranges from 0-3 scfm (0-85 Ipm). The mass flow controllers are routinely
recalibrated by Sierra, and are additionally checked using a Meriam Instruments laminar
flow element (LFE) Model No. 50MW20 rated at 0-23 scfm (0-6.52 m*/min.). Further
details of the WVU PM Sampling System are disclosed el sewhere [33].

3.9.4 Gaseous Emission Sampling System

The WVU EERL’s gaseous emissions sampling system consists of heated sample
probes, heated transfer lines, and a gas analysis bench. Three heated stainless steel
sample probes were installed 10 diameters downstream of the mixing zone origin in the
primary dilution tunnel in order to ensure fully developed turbulent duct flow. The probe
tips were inserted six inches into the diluted exhaust flow stream and were directed
toward the tunnel inlet (upstream). These probes are connected to the gaseous emission-
sampling bench via electrically heated lines. The hydrocarbon probe and line were
maintained at a wall temperature of 375°F £10°F (191°C + 6°C) by Fuji Model No. 223-
1806 temperature controllers, in order to prevent the higher-molecular weight
hydrocarbons from condensing out in the sampling stream. The NO, and CO/CO;
probes and lines were maintained at 235°F+10°F (113°C + 6°C) by the temperature
controllers in order to prevent water condensation and subsequent analyzer measurement

errors.
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The gas analysis system consisted of four maor components. CO, anayzer, CO
analyzer, NOy anayzer, and HC analyzer. The gas analysis bench housed Rosemount
and Beckman analyzers and the sample flow conditioning system. Low CO and CO;
emissions were analyzed using Rosemount 868 and 880 Series Non-Dispersive Infrared
(NDIR) analyzers. NOy measurements were performed by a Rosemount Model 955
heated chemiluminescent analyzer. A Beckman Model 958 NOy efficiency tester was
included in the bay in order to ensure that the Model 955 operated at above 90%
converter efficiencies, as per CFR 40, Part 86, Subpart N. A stand-alone Rosemount
Model 402 heated flame ionization detector (HFID) was used to measure exhaust

hydrocarbons.

3.9.5 Exhaust Gas Analyzers

In order to make this document complete, a brief description of the analyzers and
their theory of operation will be given in this section. A more thorough presentation of

the analyzer theory is presented in the Rosemount operation manuals.

3.9.5.1 Hydrocarbon (HC) Analyzer

The hydrocarbon analyzer was a Rosemount Model 402 HFID. Exhaust
hydrocarbon levels are measured by counting elemental carbon atoms. A regulated flow
of sample gas flows through a flame that is produced by regulated flows of air and pre-
mixed hydrogen/helium fuel gas (FID fuel). The flame causes ions to be produced,
which are in turn collected by polarized electrodes. The ion absorption produces a
current flow through the associated electronic measuring circuitry that is proportional to
the rate at which carbon atoms enter the burner [13, 32]. The Model 402 is capable of
measuring hydrocarbon concentrations up to 250,000 parts per million and produces a

full-scale linear output.

3.9.5.2 Carbon Monoxide (CO)/Carbon Dioxide (CO,) Analyzers

The CO and CO, analyzers were Rosemount Model 868 and 880 Non-Dispersive
Infrared (NDIR) analyzers. The NDIR operates upon the principle of selective
absorption. Loosely stated, the infrared energy of a particular band of wavelengths,
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specific to a certain gas, will be absorbed by that gas, whereas infrared energy of other
bands will be transmitted. The NDIR then determines gas concentration by the amount
of transmitted (or absorbed) energy. The transmission (or absorption) is directly
proportional to the concentration of the measured component gas. The NDIR’s do not
produce a linear output; therefore it was necessary to generate calibration curves for each
of the analyzers. There are two CO analyzers on the gas analysis bench, a high CO
analyzer and alow CO analyzer. The high CO anayzer has ranges of 0-2% and 0-10%
while the low CO anayzer has ranges of 0-1000 ppm and 0-5000 ppm. The low CO
analyzer was the only CO analyzer used in this research. The CO, analyzer has ranges of
0-5% and 0-20%.

3.9.5.3 Oxidesof Nitrogen (NOy) Analyzer

The NO/NO, anayzer used was a Rosemount Model 955 Chemiluminescent
Anayzer. The analyzer can determine the concentration of either NO or NO + NO,
which together is caled NOy. For the determination of NO, the sample NO is
guantitatively converted into NO, by gas-phase oxidation with molecular ozone. When
this reaction takes place, approximately 10% of the NO, molecules are elevated to an
electronically excited state, followed by immediate reversion to the non-excited state.
This conversion process produces a photon emission. A photon detector (multiplier tube)
is then used to produce an instrument response that is proportiona to the NO present in
the original sample. The operation for NO is identical to that of NO except that the gas
sample stream is first passed through a converter, which converts the NO, into NO. In
this case, the instrument response is proportional to the NO present in the original sample
plus the NO produced by the dissociation of NO,,

3.9.6 Bag Sampling

Diluted exhaust gas and background dilution air samples were collected in 80-liter
Tedlar bags during each emissions test. After each test, the bags were analyzed and then
evacuated, so as to be available for subsequent testing. The background dilution air bag
was analyzed and the concentration levels were used to account for the dilution air

contribution to emissions levels that were recorded during a given test. The dilute bag
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sample, when compared to the integrated sample, served as a quality control/quality

assurance check.

3.9.7 Instrumentation Control and Data Acquisition

The software used in the study was previously developed and installed in the EERL
data acquisition and dynamometer control system [6]. The program utilized an RTI-815F
data acquisition board and rack-mounted signal conditioning boards, comprised of
Analog Devices 3B series conditioning modules.

The data acquisition programs acquired the raw data (in the form of ADC codes)

and a reduction program converted the raw data into proper engineering units[29].

3.9.8 Fud and Air Flow Metering

Producing accurate dilution ratios for a full-flow dilution tunnel involves recording
total tunnel volume flow rates and engine exhaust mass flow rates. Tunnel flow rates are
measured using the CFV-CVS system. However, due to backpressure limitations,
extreme temperatures, high particulate concentrations, and the general associated
complexity, engine exhaust flow rates are not directly measured. Instead, an indirect
approach is used to calculate engine exhaust flow rates, where a summation of engine
fuel consumption rates and engine airflow rates are used.

A Max Flow Media 710 Series Fuel Measurement System performs the fuel flow
rate measurements. During testing, a transfer pump directs fuel from the storage tank,
through a filter, and into a vapor eliminator, which is maintained at 30 psi (206.8 kPa).
Before entering a Model 214 piston-displacement flow meter, excess fudl is routed via a
pressure regulator through an internal heat exchanger and then back to the storage tank.
This internal heat exchanger uses the by-pass supply fuel to cool the engine return fuel.
The metered fuel supply then passes into a level-controlled tank. In thistank, it is mixed
with unused engine return fuel, which has been cooled in the internal heat exchanger.
The tank volume is maintained at a constant level, so the amount of metered fuel
recorded during a given test period will necessarily be the quantity of fuel that is used by
the engine. The exit to this mixing tank is connected to a secondary fuel pump. In most

cases when the system is supplying a high-pressure injection system, this additional
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pump is used to further increase pressure, so as to minimize the requirements of the
engine' s original equipment fuel pump. Before the fuel exits the measurement system, it
passes through a bubble detector, which controls a solenoid valve that connects the to-
engine and from-engine fuel lines. Removal of air and fuel vapors prevents poor engine
performance and flow meter inaccuracies. After the purge solenoid, the fuel passes
through an external heat exchanger, where the temperature is controlled via a Fuji Model
No. 223-1806 temperature controller.

Meriam Laminar Flow Elements (LFE’s) measure intake airflow rates. The LFE
consists of a matrix of tiny capillaries that is used to produce alaminar flow stream from
the normally turbulent flow found in the intake line. As the intake air flows through the
triangular-shaped capillaries, friction creates a pressure drop. Meriam supplies a
calibration equation and coefficients for each LFE. These are obtained through
calibrations involving a flow meter that is traceable to NIST. Using the absolute pressure
and temperature of the inlet flow, as well as the differential pressure across the LFE; the

volume flow rate of air is obtained from Equation 2,

\t./aJ:{Bx(AP)+C><(AP)2}><u—S‘d

flow

Equation 2

where B and C are the coefficients supplied by Meriam, and pgang @and Lo are standard
and actua flow kinematic viscosities. The viscosity variations are calculated using
correction factors expressed in Equation 3 and Equation 4,

. 529.67 181.87
CorrectionFactor = - X
459.67+T (in°F) ug

Equation 3
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where,

14.58+
[ 1.8

459.67+T (in °F)]1'5

HO=

459.67+T(in °F)
18

110.4+

Equation 4

Specificaly, A Meriam Model 50MC2-6 LFE, 6 in. 1.D.-1000 cfm (15.2 cm-28.3
m*min.), was used for the MWM D916-6 and Caterpillar 3306 tests, while a Model
50MC2-4 LFE, 4 in. |.D.-400 cfm (10.2 cm-11.32 m*/min.) was used for the Lister Petter
LPU-2 and Isuzu C240 tests. Differential pressures across the LFE was measured using
an MKS 223 B, while upstream absolute pressures are measured with a Setra Model
C280E transducer. LFE inlet temperatures are recorded from Resistive Temperature
Device (RTD) measurements. All pressure transducers were calibrated before each

emissions test.

3.10 Quality Control and Quality Assurance Procedures

The WVU-EERL is committed to a Quality Control/Quality Assurance (QC/QA)
program that assures data generation and measurement of the highest quality. The
procedures adopted are discussed herein.

3.10.1 Emissions Testing

The laboratories are capable of measuring regulated and non-regulated vehicle
emissions such as carbon monoxide (CO), oxides of nitrogen (NOx), total hydrocarbons
(THC), total particulate matter (TPM), and carbon dioxide (CO,). Reliable sampling is
assured through system design, periodic system inspection, and instrument calibration.

In order to obtain accurate and repeatable data the procedures presented by CFR 40,
Parts 86 to 99, Subpart N were adopted and followed as closely as possible.



3.10.1.1 Sampling Linesand Probes

The sampling streams use separate sampling probes and lines with their own pumps
(heated in the case of NOx, THC, and also CO/CO, to avoid condensation of moisture in
the lines). This design feature ensures reliable operation of the THC and NOx analyzers.

Verification of the operating condition of the emissions measurement equipment is
performed before commencement of emissions testing. Prior to performing a test
schedule, the condition of al dilution tunnel sample probes are verified. In addition,
inspections are made to ensure the integrity of the sampling systems. Before testing, the
sampling lines are leak checked (by pressurization) and back-flushed with instrument-
grade zero air in order to purge the lines of residual particulate matter. Heated sampling
lines and their associated control systems (PID temperature controllers and associated
thermocouples) are checked to ensure continuity between the controller, heater elements,
and thermocouples. The temperature settings also are verified - THC sampling probes
and lines are maintained at 375°F (190.6°C), while NOx lines and probes are maintained
at 250°F (121.1°C). Periodically, sample line temperatures traces are recorded in order to

verify that all components are functioning properly.

3.10.1.2 Pumpsand Blowers

Periodically, the calibration and operation of the secondary dilution air and the
secondary tunnel PM sample flow mass flow controllers are verified using a Roots-type
positive displacement meter and a laminar flow element. The above-mentioned flows are
also recorded during testing and are compared to corrected data collected from a Roots-

type positive displacement meter.

3.10.1.3 Exhaust Transfer Tube

The exhaust transfer tube, which routes exhaust from the engine exhaust system
to the inlet of the primary dilution tunnel, is checked for leaks after assembly. Joints in
the tube are sealed using a high-temperature aluminum tape and periodically checked to
ensure integrity. The exhaust transfer tube is insulated according to CFR 40, Part 86,
Subpart N with no more than 12 ft. (3.66 m) of uninsulated tube and no more than 20% of
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the overall tube length consisting of flexible tubing. Such practices are afforded in an

attempt to minimize errors in measurement due to thermophoretic effects.

3.10.1.4 Exhaust Analyzer Calibration and Calibration Gases

Cdlibration procedures utilized by the WVU EERL were in accordance with the
requirements of CFR 40, Part 86, Subpart N and Part 8a. The gases used to calibrate the
exhaust analyzers were certified by the supplier to have an accuracy of 1%, traceable to
NIST. No gas cylinder was used if the pressure drops below 200 psig, and the use of NO
calibration gas cylinders was discontinued when the pressure reached 400 psig.

Zero reference states for the analyzers were provided by zero gas that did not
exceed the following impurity concentrations: 1 ppm equivalent carbon response, 1 ppm
carbon monoxide, 400 ppm carbon dioxide, and 0.1 ppm nitric oxide. Gases with
concentrations that were approximately 20% to 30% higher than the measured exhaust
constituent levels, when available, provided span reference. All exhaust gas analyzers
were calibrated using ranges of operation that were in accordance with the engine being
tested. These calibrations were performed before each series of tests and after any
instrument maintenance was been performed. For the 10-point calibration curve, a
Horiba SGD-710C gas divider was used. The divider accurately produced varying
concentration of component gas in 10% increments by mixing the span gas with a
balance zero reference gas. The instrument readings were allowed to stabilize at each
measurement point and a computer averaged (100 points) reading of the instrument
response was recorded. These data points and corresponding gas concentrations were
fitted to a second-degree (third degree in the case of NDIRs) polynomial and constituted
that particular analyzer's calibration data file. This calibration file superseded any
previous calibration file for that analyzer in order to prevent the use of incorrect
calibration files. The downloaded data disk for each test contained the calibration files

for each analyzer.

3.10.1.4.1 Hydrocarbon Analyzer

The THC analyzer was subjected to the ‘FID burner peaking process to get the
highest flame ionization detector (FID) response. This process involved measuring and
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recording the response of the instrument to 100% span gas and zero air with various
settings of FID burner fuel and air. Upon completion of the FID burner peaking process,
the fuel and air settings of the FID were placed at the setting that produced the highest
instrument response, and the analyzer was calibrated.

An HC hang-up check was also performed on the heated FID. If the differencesin
the responses were more than two percent, the sampling probe was back flushed (direct
injection of zero air into the analyzer and through the ‘overflow’ sampling probe) and
steps were taken to rectify the problem.

3.10.1.4.2 Oxides of Nitrogen (NOy) Analyzer

Periodically, a NOx efficiency test was performed on the NOx analyzer. This test
was performed to ensure that the analyzer converter (which converts NO, to NO) was
performing satisfactorily. A conversion efficiency of less than 90% was considered a
failure and maintenance was performed to rectify the situation. Filters in the NOx

sampling were replaced after each day of testing.

3.10.1.4.3 Carbon Monoxide (CO)/Carbon Dioxide (CO,) Analyzers

Since moisture can affect the operation of the NDIR analyzers used for carbon
monoxide and carbon dioxide, awater interference check was performed. In addition, the
sample flow was passed through a refrigerator dryer in order to condense sample stream
water vaport before it reached the NDIR.

3.10.1.5 Bag Sampling (Dilute Exhaust and Background)

Two Tedlar bags (2.82 ft.®> — 80 |) were used during each test to collect dilute
exhaust and background samples for quantitative analysis. This bag analysis of dilute
exhaust served as a check for the continuous gas measurements. The background sample
was used to correct the dilute exhaust reading.

Prior to each test, the bags were evacuated and the pressures in the bags were noted.
Leaks in the bag sample system were indicated when the vacuum reading was less than
26 in. (6 cm) of Hg. Replacement and zero air purge procedures were performed if bag

readings appeared erroneous.
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3.10.1.6 Particulate Sampling

The mass flow controllers that were used to measure and adjust the flow rates of
both secondary dilution air and dilute exhaust sample were calibrated using corrected
readings from a Roots-type positive displacement meter as well as a laminar flow
element. No conditioning was performed on the primary dilution air, but ambient
particul ate matter contributions are accounted.

PM collection filters were conditioned prior to, and following each test. An
environmental chamber was used to condition the filters at 50% relative humidity (RH)
and 70°F (21.1°C) for at least one hour, but not more than 80 hours. Reference filters
were conditioned along with test filters in order to account for the effects of humidity on
the filter media. If the average weight of the reference filters changed between + 5% or
more of the nominal filter loading, then al sample filters in the process of stabilization
(conditioning) were discarded and the emissions tests were repeated. If the average
weight of the reference filters changed by more than -1% but less than -5% of the
nominal filter loading, then the emissions test was repeated. If the difference in reference
filter weights changed by more than 1% but less than 5% of the nominal filter loading,
then the emissions test was repeated. If the weight of the reference filters changed by
less than + 1%, then the measured sample weight was used. Dilution air contribution to
collected PM mass was quantified by sampling across a filter through the secondary
tunnel with the main dilution tunnel blowers operating. This method helped to account
for entrained particles that might have been collected during an actual test and to account
for the contribution of the dilution air to the test DPM filters (the WV U lab does not filter
or condition primary dilution air). During the test, the filter face temperature was
continuously monitored and recorded using a thermocouple. If the temperature rose
above 125°F (51.7°C) at any time during a test, that test was voided. All particulate
filters, reference, background, and sample, were stored in glass petri dishes (to minimize
loss of particulate matter via static charge) while conditioning in the environmental
chamber. These dishes were covered, but not sealed, to prevent dust from accumulating
on the filters, while allowing humidity exchange. The total particulate matter (TPM) was
determined via pre- and post-weighing, using a CAHN 32 microbalance, which had a
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sensitivity of 0.1 ug. The remote weighing unit of the balance was placed on a vibration
isolator, and was calibrated using weights traceable to NIST.

As mentioned earlier, the CFR 30 considers diesel particulate matter to consist of
elemental carbon, soluble organic fractions, sulfates, and bound water. Wall and
Hoekman, suggested that at 50% RH, 1.3 grams of water are present for every gram of
sulfuric acid [39]. In addition, a linear relationship between bound water and sulfuric
acid was reported to exist up to 60% RH. The amount of bound water increases rapidly
beyond 60% RH. The CFR 30 recommends humidity control in the environmental
chamber to ensure accurate gravimetric analysis of DPM. However, when the research
objective is to determine the filtration efficiency of exhaust aftertreatment DPM control
devices, sulfate formation can often skew findings and conclusions. WV U recognized
the inherent inaccuracies in the DPM measurement guidelines set forth in CFR 40, but

chose to report al test findings in accordance with these accepted government standards.

3.10.2 Tunnd Injections

Tunnel injections were used as an additional quality assurance procedure to check
the operation of the whole emissions measurement system including the dilution tunnel,
sample lines, and analyzers. These procedures involved the release of a known amount
of gasinto the dilution tunnel and a comparison of amount injected to amount recovered.

Propane injections were performed regularly in order to ensure that the CFV-CVS
system was operating within federal guidelines. The procedure served primarily as a
check on the total dilute exhaust flow rate through the primary dilution tunnel, but it also
helped identify HC hang-up in the tunnel, as well as problems in the HC sampling
system. Using a calibrated critical orifice and controlled pressure, a known quantity of
99.5% propane was injected into the tunnel. The heated FID was used to measure the
continuous concentration of propane in the diluted exhaust sample, as well as the dilute
and background bag samples. Quantities reported by the continuous and integrated bag
samples (minus background) were compared to the known amount of propane injected, in
order to determine whether the THC sampling system and main dilution tunnel were
operating correctly. A difference greater than £2% between the measured and actual

injected mass of propane indicated an error in diluted-exhaust mass flow rate
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measurements. Testing was validated only when two successive propane injection tests

reported less than a+2% difference.

3.10.3 Experimental Uncertainty

The determination of the uncertainty was approached by considering a quantity N,

where N is function of known variables:

N=f (u,,u,,Us,....u,)

Equation 5
The absolute error is given by:
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"ou

n

+Auzx .
2

1

Ea:AN%Aul;—f

of +.+‘Au

Equation 6

However, when the AU’'s are not considered as absolute limits, but instead as +3c

limits; the method of computing the errors is according to the root-sum sgquare formula.

2 2 2 %
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A normal distribution is assumed for the random errors. The “Z value’ for the

Equation 7

normal distribution for a 95% confidence level is 1.96. Adding al the bias and random

errors, the total error was obtained, Zgsy, = 1.96.
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The full dilution tunnel particulate mass equation is

pmaS:(Vmix+Vgimp|e )’<|:V L ( = Jl ; ]]]

sample vaack L DF

Equation 8
where
Press = volume corrected particul ate mass.
V mix = total dilution exhaust volume.
Vampe = volume of dilute exhaust flow across the primary/secondary filters.
Pe = particul ate mass from the gravimetric analysis.
Poack = particulate mass from the background filter.
V pack = volume of background flow across the background filter.
DF = dilution factor.
and the uncertainty, DPpass is
] 1%
IP__ (0P, (P Y |”
AV . | H AV gimple AP, |+
aVmix aVsample a Pe
AR ess= 2 2
o PmaSAP 9 Pras AV, 9P AAF 2
— H— +H
P | | OV 7| | ODF
Equation 9

The errors for NOy, CO, CO,, and THC are tabulated in Table 6.
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Table6 Errorsinvolved in Reporting of NO,, CO, CO,, and THC.

Sample ppm 547.415 11071 376.552
Background ppm 0.725 36.597 280.406

Range ppm 251 50400 10.2
Calibration Gas +1% Bias 501

3
Gas Divider Accuracy +05% Bias 295.5 15

Gas Divider Reproducibility +0.2% Random 118.2 0.6
Analyzer Repeatability +1% Random 591 3

DAS 16 bit +0.02% Random . 11.82 0.06

Total error ppm 1571.08 0.31

Once the uncertainty analysis was completed, the error for particulate matter was
found to be + 1.95%.

i P

Figure2 MWM D916-6 Installed on an Eddy Current Dynamometer Test Bed.
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Figure3 Lister Petter LPU-2 with Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System mounted on a Water-Brake
Dynamometer Test Bed.

Figure4 Isuzu C240 Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System Installed on an Eddy-Current
Dynamometer Test Bed.



Figure5 Caterpillar 3306 with DST Dry Scrubber System Installed on an Eddy-Current
Dynamometer Test Bed.

Figure6 Caterpillar 3306 with Clean Air Systems Catalyzed DPM Trap Installed on an Eddy-
Current Dynamometer Test Bed.



CHAPTER 4-RESULTSAND DISCUSSION

4.1 Introduction

The objectives of this study were two-fold: first, to evaluate the mass emissions
rates of the exhaust from diesel powered equipment, and second, to collect pertinent
performance data from current technology that is directed toward curtailing exhaust
emissions from diesel engines earmarked for underground coal mine operations. The
engines and the aftertreatment devices were tested in their as-received condition.
Modification of engines or exhaust aftertreatment devices were performed by the
manufacturers or with their expressed consent. The experimental data generated by this
study will be utilized to assist the WV Diesel Equipment Commission in its promulgation
of initia rules, requirements and standards governing the operation of diesel equipment
in underground coal mines.

At the onset of the investigation it became clear that diesel particulate matter was of
primary concern, and for that reason particulate matter reductions will be used to form
any conclusions concerning the performance of the various devices. In order to present
the results in an orderly fashion, this chapter has been subdivided according to test
engines. All DPM mass emissions test results may be found in tabular form at the
conclusion of each engine section. In addition, the recorded mass emission data for the
entire study, gaseous and DPM, is presented in a tabular fashion in Appendix A (g/bhp-
hr) and Appendix B (g/hr). For the remainder of this chapter, all discussion will focus the
results presented on a g/hr basis. Although brake-specific units are included in the
appendix, DPM reduction efficiencies will be calculated from a g/hr standpoint. The
brake-specific units that typically accompany on-highway test results are not as pertinent
to applications involving diesels in underground mines. The inevitable determining
factor of system performance is the associated contribution to overall PM in the mining
environment. The addition of aftertreatment devices alters an engines performance
figures (generally a decrease in power, due to associated backpressures). However, since

most equipment manufacturers oversize their power source, this performance penalty is
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inherently compensated. Thus a brake-specific reporting method is not as meaningful as

in other areas of diesel engine implementation.

4.2 Consderations|nvolving the Measurement of Diesdl Particulate Matter

According to CFR 30, Part 7, Subpart E, diesel particulate matter is considered to
be any of the following constituents found in a diesel exhaust stream: elemental carbon,
soluble organic fractions, engine wear metals, sulfates, and bound water. Therefore, the
mass measurements of collected DPM could consist of all of these contributors. Of
particular interest is the contribution of sulfates and bound water. Wall and Hoekman
suggested that, at 50% RH, 1.3 grams of water is present for every gram of sulfuric acid
[39]. In addition, a linear relationship between bound water and sulfuric acid was
reported to exist up to 60% RH, with a rapid increase at levels above 60% RH. Such
bound water would tend to skew reported conclusions, particularly since water is not the
DPM component that is associated with any known health hazards or targeted for
reduction. Increased sulfate production, which results in increased amounts of bound
water on sample filters, often results from the use of high contents of noble metal
catalysts, such as platinum, in aftertreatment devices. Although most manufacturers are
reluctant to divulge information on their catalyst coatings, it is believed that the high
sulfate production levels encountered during this study were a direct result of such large
guantities. Moreover, the sulfuric acid aerosols formed from such reactions may act as a
nucleation site for DPM - once again contributing to higher DPM mass emissions figures.
Nonetheless, in accordance with the requirements of the CFR 30, Part 7, CFR40, Part 86,
Subpart N, and CFR 40, Part 89, WV U equilibrates the particulate matter filters at 50%
RH and 70° F in an environmental chamber. Hindsight, however, might suggest that a
lower humidity-conditioning environment be used and mandatory sulfate analysis for
collected DPM filters. Such methods could eliminate some of the bound water effects

that tend to make data interpretations more difficult and results more misleading.
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4.3 MWM D916-6 Results

An MWM D916-6 was used to compare emissions levels produced by an engine
operating on diesel fuels of different sulfur content. Specifically, the study measured the
combustion products generated during engine operation with high sulfur (0.37 % by
mass) fuel and low sulfur (0.04 % by mass) fuel. Analysts, Inc. tested samples of both
fuels, and the analysis results are included in the Chapter 3 of this thesis. Table 7 and
Figure 7 indicate a slight reduction in measured particulate matter, while dataincluded in
Appendices A and B indicate that gaseous emissions, as expected, were basically
unaffected by the fuel sulfur content. The complete test results, averaged over three tests
per operating mode, are presented in Appendix A (g/bhp-hr) and Appendix B (g/hr). In
conclusion, the lower sulfur content produced a weighted 8-mode DPM reduction of

approximately 22 %.

Comparison of Particulate Mass Emission Rates from an MWM D916-6

Figure7 Comparison of Particulate M ass Emissions Rates Associated With the Low- Versus High-
Sulfur Tests Performed on an MWM D916-6.
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Table7 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the MWM D916 6 (g/hr).

CI High-Sulfur (g/hr) L ow-Sulfur (g/hr) DPM Reduction (%

Weighted-Averages |
Eff. Total 20.87 16.27 22.02

44 Liser Petter LPU-2 Resaults

A Lister Petter LPU-2 was used to test the emissions reduction performance of a
Rohmac/DCL exhaust aftertreatment system (see Figure 9) as well as provide preliminary
feasibility results for a Pallflex high-temperature glass-fiber paper filter. Emission datais
presented in tabular form in Table 8 and graphically in Figure 8, while the reduced data
for al testsis compiled in Appendix A (g/bhp-hr) and Appendix B (g/hr).

After results were compiled from the first ISO 8-mode test, it was concluded that a
failure had occurred in the catalyzed particulate filter, due to the characteristically low
DPM reduction values (see Rohmac/DCL-1 configuration data in Table 8 and Figure 8).
This failure could have occurred during the limited amount of operation that had
transpired prior to the tests performed for this study or during regeneration processes that
were performed prior to the ISO 8-mode test. After recommendations were made,
Rohmac returned the PM filter to DCL, where backpressures were compared to other
comparable models. DCL concluded that the trap had indeed failed and provided a
replacement. Once the new particulate trap was installed, preliminary tests indicated that
the trap was not correctly sized for the engine exhaust emissions rates. Unusually high
PM loading was encountered, and passive trap regeneration could not be accomplished.
While attempting to perform another 8-mode test, engine exhaust backpressures exceeded



limitations imposed by Lister Petter. After consulting Rohmac and DCL, only a limited
amount of testing was performed with the new trap. The results of these tests did not
provide significantly higher PM reductions (see Rohmac/DCL-2 configuration data in
Table 9 and Figure 8). A limited number of tests (3 modes) were performed using the
Rohmac/DCL catalytic converter (oxidation catalyst) as the sole aftertreatment device.
These results are presented as DCL Catalyst Only configuration data in Table 8 and
Figure 8. Finally, in order to produce preliminary results for the Pallflex high-temperature
glass-fiber paper filter, a single Mode 7 test was performed. The results for this test are
included as the Rohmac/DCL-2 + Pallflex Paper Filter configuration data in Table 9 and
Figure 8.

As the data indicates, the particulate reduction for the initial (failed) trap ranged
from 15% - 87%, with a weighted 8-mode average of 64.4%. The replacement trap-
catalyst system provided an average reduction of 80% over Modes 6 and 7. The single
Mode 7 test performed with the trap-catalyst and paper filter yielded a 95% reduction,
while the catalyst only modes reduced particulate by an average of 43%. Tota
hydrocarbon reductions are tabulated in Appendices A and B, with a weighted 8-mode
average reduction of 97% for the initia trap-catalyst system (Rohmac/DCL-1). Similar
results for HC were obtained by the other aftertreatment system configurations. The
Rohmac/DCL system provided significant reductions of carbon monoxide (CO), with a
weighted 8-mode average reduction of 90%. Similar reductions were obtained for the
replacement trap tests, as well as the catalyst-only tests. Gaseous data also suggests that,
although the system made no provisions for reduction, oxides of nitrogen (NOy) were
reduced by 28% by the original Rohmac/DCL system (Rohmac/DCL-1), with as much as
50% reductions being produced by the catalyst only tests. Such attenuation is attributed
largely to high fueling rates and, in part, to increased exhaust backpressures. High
fueling rates can cause a reducing atmosphere in the exhaust, a reaction that is

qualitatively given by

(2+n/2)NO (or NO)) +CyH, = (L+1/4)Np+yCO, +n/2 H,0

Equation 10
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High exhaust backpressures result in internal exhaust gas recirculation, which inhibits the
in-cylinder formation of NO by displacing oxygen in the induced intake-air charge.
Regeneration studies were performed on both aftertreatment systems
(Rohmac/DCL-1 and Rohmac/DCL-2). The regeneration process consisted of operating
the engine at rated power for approximately five minutes, followed by a five minute
period of operation at high idle (no load at rated speed). This two-step process first
elevated the exhaust temperature, in order to achieve trap light-off, and then supplied the
system with excess oxygen, in order to assist the regenerative combustion process. Two
cycles were performed on the original (failed) trap, while only one test could be run on
the replacement trap, due to manufacturer-imposed backpressure limitations. The
regeneration tests for the initial trap seemed to exhibit trends that are characteristic of
normal trap regeneration.  During the first regeneration test on the original trap,
hydrocarbon (HC), carbon monoxide (CO), and carbon monoxide (COy,) traces all peaked
during particulate combustion and then decreased as the trap regeneration ceased.
Similar trends were mimicked by exhaust backpressure measurements. The second
regeneration study with the failed trap did not exhibit such characteristic trends. Since
the engine did not experience very much operation between the first and second
regenerative tests, it was hypothesized that low particulate loading levels were the reason
for the differing results. It should be noted that the engine was operated at low load
conditions for at least three hours prior to the first regeneration study. The low exhaust
temperatures associated with such operation is not at all conducive to trap light-off, so,
even in its failed state, the trap would have had a considerable amount of particulate
loading. A successful regeneration process could not be accomplished using the second-
generation aftertreatment system (Rohmac/DCL-2). Unlike the two previous
regeneration tests, increased PM loading and associated backpressures could not be
reduced via the regeneration procedure outlined above. The Rohmac/DCL-2 system was
obviously undersized for the exhaust emissions levels produced by the Lister Petter LPU-
2. Unlike the regeneration studies performed on the first generation path, a failure path,
which served as a pressure relief mechanism, was not present. Therefore the trap had a
much higher loading rate — high enough that the particulate reductions afforded by
regeneration could not keep up with the rate of particulate deposition associated with
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continuous operation. For this reason only a limited number of modes could be run

before exhaust backpressure levels exceeded Lister Petter’'s imposed limitations.

Included in Figure 10 and Figure 11 are photographs illustrating the inlet face (upstream)

of the PM trap before and after a regeneration process (Rohmac/DCL-1).

As a direct result of the testing performed during this study, Rohmac and Lister-
Petter derated the LPU-2 engine within the limits imposed by the MSHA certification

requirements. Such a maneuver should decrease baseline engine emissions and provide a

better scenario for implementation of future exhaust aftertreatment systems. Further tests
with the LPU-2 were not performed under this study, but tests have been scheduled as

part of future research activities.

PM (g/hr)
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Comparison of Particulate Mass Emission Ratesfrom a Lister Petter LPU-2

Bare Engine

DCL Catalyst Only

Rohmac/DCL - 1

Rohmac/DCL - 2 + Pallflex Paper Filter

Rohmac/DCL -2

Figure8 Comparison of Particulate M ass Emissions Rates Associated With the Various

Aftertreatment Devices Evaluated on a Lister Petter L PU-2.
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Table8 Overall DPM Reductionsfor theLister Petter L PU-2 (g/hr).
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Table9 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the Lister Petter L PU-2 (g/hr).
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Figure9 Side View of the Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System.

Figure 10 Upstream Face of the Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System DPM Trap Prior to
Regeneration.
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Figure 11 Upstream Face of the Rohmac/DCL DPM Control System DPM Trap Immediately
Following Regener ation.

45 |suzu C240 Results

An Isuzu C240 was used to evaluate the emission reduction capabilities of a second
Rohmac/DCL exhaust aftertreatment system. Similar to the LPU-2 system, the C240
system consisted of a catalyzed particulate filter in series with an oxidation catalyst. With
the experience afforded by the Lister Petter tests, Rohmac was advised to size the catalyst
and particulate filters for the Isuzu C240 system after baseline emissions values were
established. For the C240 tests, system efficiency was optimized by atering the order of
the oxidation catalyst and catalyzed particulate filter. A full 8-mode test was performed
with the catalyst positioned downstream of the particulate trap, while 4 modes (1, 3, 5,
and 7) were tested with the catalyst positioned upstream. In addition, the engine was
operated for 4 modes (1, 3, 5, and 7) with only an oxidation catalyst. While performing
the 8-mode test, the trap-catalyst system did not need to be regenerated. The final test
performed on the Isuzu C240 involved the downstream placement of a Pallflex paper
filter downstream of the Rohmac/DCL-2 system. A full 8-mode test was performed with
this configuration. At the conclusion of the reported emissions tests, informal
regeneration procedures were performed. Although time constraints did not permit data

recording, typical regeneration patterns were observed. Test results for DPM mass



reductions associated with the Isuzu C240 are presented in Table 10, Table 11, and
Figure 12, while tabulated emissions data for DPM and gaseous constituents are included
in Appendix A (g/bhp-hr) and Appendix B (g/hr).

The weighted 8-mode average DPM reduction for the system consisting of the
particulate trap with a downstream oxidation catalyst was 67.7% (see Table 10).
Considering, however, that the testing performed for this study was the first of its kind
for the Rohmac/DCL system, it should be evident that further development work could
produce enhanced particulate reduction values. Rohmac independently had the
particulate sample filters analyzed for sulfate content and verbally disclosed that sulfates
contributed approximately 50% of the total measured DPM mass. As the data indicates,
the DPM reduction for the catalyst-trap (reverse order) tests ranged from 40-99%, with an
average of 78%. This configuration was tested in an attempt to gain some insight
concerning the effects of downstream PM trap placement on the problem of sulfate
formation associated with oxidation catalysts (catalytic converters). As hypothesized, the
contribution to measured PM quantities produced by the formation of sulfates tends to
exhibit itself at lower temperatures, after condensation of the vapor-phase species. Trap
placement has little affect on this contribution, since PM traps are unable to filter vapor
phase sulfate contributors. Similar results were obtained for the tests involving
downstream placement of the Pallflex paper filter (see the Rohmac/DCL + Pallflex paper
filter configuration data in Table 11 and Figure 12). The overal weighted 8-mode
average DPM reduction for this test was 43.4%. Once again, it is suspected the high-
temperature glass-fiber filter was ineffective at containing vapor phase constituents.
Moreover, in the instances where a DPM increase was measured, it is hypothesized that
filter fragments were collected on the sampling media as a result of damage that was
sustained during fabrication. No PM filter analysis was performed to confirm this
suspicion. It is assumed that the Pallflex design was incapable of trapping substantial
amounts of DPM that was able to pass through the catalyzed trap of the Rohmac/DCL
system. However, the attributes of this prototype may be best realized from stand-alone
operation. Regeneration of the prototype was not attempted. The final test result that
needs to be highlighted involves the catalyst only test configuration that yielded an
average 66% higher DPM measurement. This data is in accordance with findings from

55



other researchers, such as Mayer [21]. Obviously such an increase in DPM production
indicates a substantial amount of collected sulfates.

The trap-catalyst system reduced HC by 79% (weighted 8-mode average), but
Mode 5 produced minimal (27%) reductions. Increased regeneration activity during
Mode 5 is likely responsible for such sub-par reductions. The system produced a
weighted 8-mode reduction of CO of 95%. As expected, NO, emissions were relatively
unaffected by the addition of the system (weighted 8-mode average increase of 6% over
baseline). HC reductions for the Rohmac/DCL catalyst-trap (reverse-order) system
averaged 87%, while CO was reduced by 94%. NO, emissions were basically unaffected
by the addition of the reverse-configuration system (6%) reduction. The catalyst-only
tests reduced HC by an average of 72% and CO by 93%, while CO, and NO, emissions
were relatively unaffected.

Comparison of Particulate Mass Emission Rates from I suzu C240
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Figure 12 Comparison of Particulate M ass Emissions Rates Associated With the Various
Aftertreatment Devices Evaluated on an Isuzu C240.
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Table 10 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the lsuzu C240 (g/hr).

Rohmac/ DPM DPM
DPM DCL Reduction || Catalyst |Reduction
Reduction | (Reverse (%) Only (%)
(%) Order) (g/hr)

(g/hr)

16.0 6.83 . 19.65
62.4
82.2 0.77 . 5.92
99.2
72.4 7.12 : 55.12
96.3
97.5 0.04 . 1.78
87.5

Weighted Average

w016 328 | o7 J ] ] ]

Table 11 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the lsuzu C240 (g/hr).

Rohmac/DCL +Pallflex Paper Filter DPM Reduction

(g/hr) (%)

11.27 1.2

16.39 -59.6

1.45 85.9

0.12 99.0

11.22 67.7

2.25 41.3

0.15 95.4

0.05 79.2 |
 wegemveae
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4.6 Caterpillar 3306 Results

Two aftertreatment devices were tested on a Caterpillar 3306. A Dry Systems
Technology (DST) dry scrubber system and a Clean Air Systems catalyzed particulate
trap were evaluated for their exhaust emissions reduction capabilities. Test results for
DPM mass reductions associated with the Caterpillar 3306 are presented in Table 12,
Table 13, and Table 14, while tabulated emissions data for DPM and gaseous constituents
isincluded in Appendix A (g/bhp-hr) and Appendix B (g/hr). Graphical representation of
DPM reductions are included in Figure 13 and Figure 14.

Goodman Equipment Corporation supplied for evaluation, a Caterpillar 3306 that
had been retrofitted with a DST dry scrubber system. Based upon previous experience
afforded by an MWM D916-6-DST system and DPM sample filters that were collected
during the first 8-mode test (DST 1), it was hypothesized that a problem existed with the
system. Since the aforementioned MWMD916-6 DST system did not contain the same
oxidation catalyst as this CAT 3306 system, the catalyst was omitted in an attempt to
isolate the source of the problem. Results from a 2-Mode test indicated that the catalyst
was not the cause of high particulate emissions. Consequently, the system was
disassembled and inspected for coolant leaks inside of the heat exchanger. A coolant
leak, caused by manufacturing flaws, was indeed detected in the heat exchanger of the
DST system (see Figure 16 , Figure 17, and Figure 18). In addition, exhaust passage
leaks were also found in the manifold end of the heat exchanger and the filter canister
(see Figure 19). Goodman representatives and Mr. Norbert Paas (inventor of the DST
system) performed subsequent repairs and inspections. At the onset of the second test,
visual inspection of the sample filters for Mode 1 and Mode 2 resulted in the elimination
of four modes for the remainder of the test (only Modes 1, 2,5, and 7 were tested). The
results of this 4-mode test are presented in Table 12 and Figure 13 as DST II.
Immediately following this four-mode test, Goodman and Mr. Paas were contacted,
resulting in a scheduled engine checkup by alocal Caterpillar maintenance technician and
various system inspections and clean-up procedures. The Caterpillar 3306-DST

combination was tested for a third time, but, once again, the reductions from this system
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were rather low under high speed/high load (Mode 1, in particular) conditions, as
presented in Table 13 and Figure 14 (DST |1l configuration).

The original DST 8-Mode test indicated a weighted 8-mode average DPM reduction
of 41.2%. After the leak was repaired, only 4 Modes were tested, with an average DPM
reduction of 70%. However, similar to the results found during the first 8-Mode test,
Modes 1 and 2 had much lower reductions than Modes 5 and 7. During the second full 8-
Mode test (DST 11) the weighted 8-mode average DPM reduction was 82%, but Mode 1
only posted an 8% reduction.

From the DST | results, Mode 8 produced large increases in HC and CO over the
bare engine values. Omitting this mode resulted in average reductions of 56% for HC
and 89% for CO. CO, and NOx emissions were not substantially affected by the addition
of the DST system. The gaseous emissions from the limited 4-mode DST Il tests
indicated reductions of HC and CO emissions of 67% and 92%, respectively. Aswith the
DST | tests, CO, and NOx emissions were unaffected. The second complete 8-mode test
(DST I11) produced weighted 8-mode average HC reductions of 70 % and CO reductions
of 85%. For these tests, CO, emissions were reduced by 1% and NOy levels were
decreased 25%.

As afina note to be appended to the DST testing, Table 15 and Figure 15 provide
documentation of the exhaust temperature at the exit of the DST paper filter canister
(immediately following the flame arrestor). Data presented in Table 15 was taken from
the second 8-Mode test (DST I11), since there were coolant |eaks associated with the first
set of tests. The high heat-exchanger outlet temperatures in Modes 1 and 2 could explain
the low DPM reductions. At these elevated temperature, filter binding agents could
deteriorate, thus reducing overall filtration efficiency. In addition, vapor-phase exhaust
constituents could pass through the filter media at such temperatures. Finaly, in
comparison to earlier tests performed on an MWM D916-6 with a DST system, this
system’s performance figures could be limited by the substitution of water-jacketed
exhaust manifold with high-performance insulation-wrapped counterparts. Although the
similar results were obtained for exhaust manifold surface temperature, the insulated
manifold could have provided increased temperatures necessary for oxidation catalyst

sulfate production. Tests of filter efficiency, as afunction of stream temperature and flow
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rates, were not conducted during this study, and time limitations prevented further
investigation of the temperature effects associated with Modes 1 and 2.

Clean Air Systems provided for evaluation, a catalyzed particulate filter that had
been designed for the Caterpillar 3306. The overal weighted 8-mode average DPM
reduction of the system was 72%. The average reductions in HC, CO, and CO, were
found to be 88%, 83%, and 21%, respectively. Oxides of Nitrogen (NO,) were not
substantially reduced by the Clean Air System. It should be noted that Mode 8 presented
a significant problem with HC and CO emissions. As per regulations, Mode 8 testing
followed Mode 7 after a period of stabilization (generally 10 minutes). While following
this standard procedure, HC and CO emissions would increase until both analyzers were
out of range. In order to continue testing, the engine had to be shutdown so that the HC
and CO analyzers could be purged. After startup, HC and CO emissions were still much
greater than those obtained from other test modes, but they were measurable. This
problem is attributed to a regeneration process that would be quenched during the
shutdown period. Considering that this study serves as the first and only set of emissions
tests for this particular system model, there is likely room for improvement. In addition,
the particulate sample filters were not analyzed, but based on previous experience, it is
anticipated that a considerable amount of sulfates were contained on the filters. Thus,
further development could minimize sulfate production and, hence, improve overal
particul ate reduction efficiency.
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Comparison of Particulate M ass Emission Rates from Cater pillar 3306
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Figure 13 Comparison of Particulate M ass Emissions Rates Associated With the Various
Aftertreatment Devices Evaluated on an MWM D916-6.

61



Comparison of Particulate Mass Emission Rates from a Cater pillar 3306
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During the Final DST Evaluation Test on a Cater pillar 3306.
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Table12 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the Caterpillar 3306 — DST | and DST |1
(g/hr).

DPM DST I1 (g/hr) DPM
Reduction Reduction
(%)

Weighted-Aver ages
AT - 1 1

Table 13 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the Caterpillar 3306 - DST 111 (g/hr).

Bare
(After DST 1|
Engine/DST | (After Inspection
& Repair)
(g/hr)

DPM
Reduction
(%)

Weighted-Aver ages

Eff. Total 6.589 6.59 81.8
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Table 14 Overall DPM Reductionsfor the Caterpillar 3306 — Clean Air System
(g/hr).

Clean Air Cat- DPM
Trap Reduction

(g/hr) (%)

Weighted-Aver ages

Eff. Total 4623 ||  12.88 72.1

Table 15 Observed Exhaust Temperatures (°F) After the DST Flame Arrestor
DuringtheFinal 8-Mode Test - DST 1.

Observed Exhaust Temper atures after DST Flame Arrestor (°F)

Mode | Mode | Mode | Mode | Mode | Mode | Mode | Mode
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Downstream 300 265.5 244 215 221 215 1975 | 158.5
Temperature



Figure 16 DST Filter Canister with Signs of Coolant L eakage.

Figure 17 Evidence of Leak at M anifold Section of the DST Heat Exchanger.
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Figure 18 Manifold Section of the DST Heat Exchanger System Prior to Repair.

Figure 19 Evidence of DPM Leakage at the Manifold Section of the DST Heat Exchanger System
Prior to Repair.
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CHAPTER 5—-CONCLUSIONSAND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Overview

The curtailment of diesel exhaust emissions is a relatively complex procedure.
Diesdl control technology in underground coal mines is an even more difficult task due to
the need for maintaining permissible conditions, which are mandated by safety
regulations. Although there are systems currently operating in underground mines, in
general, there has been very little activity in this specialized field of engine emissions.
Primary on-highway control technologies such as ceramic filters may not be as readily
applicable in coal mines. The temperatures necessary for on-line regeneration do not
coincide well with the imposed regulations regarding surface temperatures. Off-line
regeneration techniques or advanced regeneration concepts (e.g. microwave regeneration)
could be employed, but these development issues were not included in the scope of this
project. Pleated-media filters are being scrutinized very closely as a possible DPM
control technology for coal mine face applications.

The results of this study were intended to be specific evaluations of the engine-
exhaust aftertreatment sytems that were tested. No generalizations should be made
regarding the performance of similar devices or engines. Moreover, it should be noted
that al performance figures were derived in a laboratory setting, and that in-field
performance may vary substantially. In addition, due to the limited time constraints
imposed by this study, no long-term testing was performed in order to provide a basis for
establishing performance degradation characteristics for any of the devices. As a final
note, this study does not intend to endorse or undermine any of the commercia products

that were used throughout the course of the investigation.

5.2 Conclusions

The emissions tests performed under this study have provided a solid starting
point for the development and evaluation of diesel engine aftertreatment devices used in
mining applications. The data produced by this study will be utilized by the WV Diesel
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Equipment Commission to promulgate initial rules, requirements, and standards
governing the operation of diesel equipment in underground coal mines.

With the exception of the DST system, the emissions tests performed on the exhaust
aftertreatment devices associated with this study were the first of their kind. It would be
very misleading to form lasting conclusions concerning the performance of any
aftertreatment device based solely on initia results. The “first-round” performance of
systems was very promising, and the participating manufacturers of this study deserve a
great dea of commendation. However, further testing and refinement is obviously
necessary in order to maximize each system’s potential.

The experimental data generated by this study suggests that particulate traps can
reduce the mass emission rates of particulate matter by nearly 90%. This data is in
agreement with that derived from previous studies, such as those presented by Mayer in
the VERT study [21]. These results, however, should be qualified as being trap-coating
dependent. If a high content of noble metals are contained in the washcoat, regenerations
will be promoted, but likely at the cost of increased sulfate production. Therefore,
refinement of washcoat practices, and long-term regeneration studies are definitely
warranted if areliable design isto be achieved.

Results from this study also indicate that fuel sulfur reductions from 0.3% to 0.04%,
result in DPM mass emission reductions of 22%. This is in good agreement with Van
Beckhoven's findings of 15-30% curtailment of DPM emissions resulting from fuel
sulfur mass content being reduced from 0.3% to 0.05% [36]. In addition, Baranescu
reported that for an increase of 0.1% (by mass) in fuel sulfur, brake specific particulate
emissions increased by about 0.025 g/bhp-hr [3]. MWM D916-6 results indicate that for
the 0.33% by mass increase in fuel sulfur resulted in a 0.799 g/bhp-hr increase, or 0.24
g/bhp-hr increase per every 0.1% increase in fuel sulfur mass levels. The inconsistencies
could be attributed to a mechanical problem, athough Baranescu reported that
combustion system, engine type, and emission levels were not significant factors
affecting the emissions of sulfates [3]. However, Baranescu also indicated that load
factor increases sulfate contributions to total mass DPM, so higher cycle load factors

could be involved.
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This study further concludes that, although oxidation catalysts work well to reduce
the production levels of carbon monoxide and hydrocarbons, their singular usage is not
recommended in the confined spaces of a mining environment. Whereas for spark
ignition engines, there is very little to gain from the use of oxidation catalysts with diesel
engines — the levels of CO and HC are so small, even from non-aftertreatment fitted
engines. There are, however, negative effects encountered from the use of catalytic
converters, e.g. the oxidation of NO and SO,. NO, is more toxic than NO, and SO3
contributes to the formation of sulfate particulates and to aerosols of sulfuric acid. The
use of washcoat catalysts similar to those found on both the converters and self-
regenerating particulate traps that were evaluated during this study tend to enhance
particulate matter sulfate production and can, furthermore, increase the toxicity of the
diesel exhaust emissions. This problem is only magnified in the confined spaces of a coal
mine.

The preliminary investigation of a novel high-temperature filter media that was
provided under this study indicates that this technology is worthy of future research and
development. A DPM trap, using the high temperature filter, was designed, fabricated,
and tested on both the Lister Petter LPU-2 and Isuzu C240. The filter material employed
by these devices can withstand temperatures as high as 2400°F, well beyond the required
temperatures that are necessary for passive regeneration of catalyzed PM traps. This
prototype-design trap was located downstream of a Rohmac/DCL aftertreatment systems,
and resulted in a 96% reduction in DPM for asingle Mode 7 test on a Lister Petter LPU-2
engine. Performance figures associated with the Isuzu C240 test provided similar resullts,
but little or no enhancement over standard Rohmac/DCL system results. It is assumed
that the filter media was incapable of trapping substantial amounts of DPM that was able
to pass through the catalyzed trap of the Rohmac/DCL system. However, standalone
performance may best exhibit the attributes of such a novel design. These tests,
unfortunately, were not completed under this investigation. In addition, no regeneration
studies were considered involving the prototype Pallflex filter.
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5.3 Recommendations

Looking forward, continued testing and development of emission-reduction
strategies specificaly aimed at mining applications is highly recommended. It is
anticipated that an integration of key industry factions (industry, labor, and regulatory
agencies) will not only result in improved system designs, but an evolutionary pattern in
the development of both state and federal emissions standards. Additional research will
generate interest, improve the demand for high-efficiency aftertreatment systems, and
provide significant contributions to the existing database for mining-engine emissions.
In addition future efforts can provide assistance in the development and improvement of
test protocols and procedures. The future efforts suggested by this study have been
divided into two categories. the first will be related to the scope of future work and the

latter will involve refinement of test procedures.

5.3.1 Future Research

Further improvement in emissions reductions can be accomplished through
increased research efforts. Advancements in catalyst formulation, improvements in trap
selection and sizing, and reduction of base engine emissions should all be explored in
order to optimize aftertreatment system performance. To date, the magority of the
aftertreatment industry has not responded to the need for systems that accommodate the
unique needs of mining-engines. Due to speciad design constraints and the limited
demand in the current market, there are very few commercialy available systems.
Extensive testing is also required to both perfect current designs and provide additional
insight for future systems. Development of oxidation catalysts and PM traps that tailor to
the needs of mining-engine applications will obviously improve performance. It was
apparent that the manufacturers of the catalyzed trap systems, employed in this study, had
not carried out any development work on these systems. Hence, there is room for
considerable improvement in catalyst formulation, trap selection and sizing and in the
optimization of the complete packages.

In addition to aftertreatment component enhancements, efforts must be made to

improve the quality of engines used in underground mines. Until recently, manufacturers
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of in-mine engines did not have to comply with any well-defined emissions standards.
This study has highlighted this critical area, and has raised points of interest that need to
be addressed. Derating the LPU-2 engine, which was a direct result of this study, is a
good example of what manufacturers can do to improve in-mine environments.
Combined efforts by MSHA and engine manufacturers to improve current designs, while
developing new ones, would provide the mining industry with a larger variety of
certified, high-quality, low-emission engines.

In addition to these industry-specific contributions, limited deregulation could aso
improve the level of system performance. Relaxation of the 300° F surface-temperature
requirement would increase the available options for trap regeneration. In doing so, the
current trends involving use of noble metal-rich catalyst formulations, which lead to high
sulfate formation at elevated temperatures, could be avoided. Alternative regeneration
techniques could lower system costs, improve reliability, and eliminate sources of
additional health concerns.

During this investigation it became painfully evident that there is a dire need for
extensive test cycle optimization. The ISO 8-Mode test cycle is not at all representative
of current in-use duty cycles. Most engines operating in the off-highway sector,
particularly the smaller-displacement units used by the mining community, rarely operate
at more than two or three different set points. It is recommended that in-use (in-mine)
diesal equipment be instrumented to collect data such as exhaust temperatures, speed
(engine and vehicle), load, and the overall duty cycle. These parameters are crucia to the
development of duty cycles and test procedures that are used in laboratory testing [2, 4,
5]. Such data is aso paramount to the overall system optimization process, that can
result in increased levels of emissions reductions.

An investigation focusing on the refinement of lubricating oil and the subsequent
control of the lubricant contribution to combustion products should be investigated for
off-road engines operating in mining environments. Engine oil contributes from 50 to
280 times as much material to the particulate emissions as does an equal amount of
consumed fuel. Obviously fuel consumption quantities far outweigh those of the
lubricating oil, nonetheless Mayer, et al. concluded that lubricating oil can till have a
significant effect on particulate emissions [23].
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Increased information regarding the design and washcoat materia of
aftertreatment components should accompany any future testing. Without such
information, conclusions are difficult to establish. Moreover, such information is
paramount to the overall system optimization.

5.3.2 Refinement of Test Procedures

Mayer reported that when gravimetric analysis indicated that DPM traps exhibited
reductions of 80-85%, particulate count methods would yield results in excess of 90%
[21]. These findings should not be considered surprising when one considers that
gravimetric methods will be influenced by bound water and subsequent deposition of
constituents that passed through the substrate media in gaseous states. More specialized
particulate filter conditioning practices need to be developed, particularly when testing
involving aftertreatment devices is performed. Perhaps alteration of humidity to lower
levels or accurate measurement of conditioning environment (vapor pressures, convective
air disturbances, etc.) isin order. It is also suggested that procedures for gravimetric
analysis, currently required by the various regulatory bodies, be altered to accommodate
exhaust aftertreatment-equipped engines.

Further investigation should be directed toward characterizing the effects of various
fuel properties on mass emissions levels. This study has addressed a primary concern of
fuel sulfur mass levels, but the effects of other fuel properties were not explored. Van
Beckhoven reported that cetane number and volatility can exhibit effects on emissions of
the same order as those attributed to fuel sulfur content. For DI engines operating on
European 13-mode cycles a 15 to 20% increase in particulate and hydrocarbon emissions
could be caused by a 30°C increase in boiling range. For IDI engines, a decrease of
cetane number or cetane index of six points exhibited an increase in emissions by 45%
[36].

Increased emphasis should be given to DPM measurement techniques. Tighter
controls should be imposed on the particulate collection filter face temperature. Instead
of merely complying with the federal regulation of less than 125°F, maintaining the filter
a a predetermined temperature could be a substituted practice. Wadenmaier, et al.
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indicates that maintaining a constant filter face temperature improved the precision of
mass collection from a dilution tunnel [38]. Longer sampling times should also be
utilized — a practice that would be easily afforded through the reduction of the number of
required engine operation test modes.  Due to the low particulate emission qualities of
the test engines outfitted with aftertreatment devices, higher flow rates were required to
increase filter loading to substantially measurable levels. For quite some time, the
possibility of stripping volatile organic compounds at high filter face velocities was
guestioned by some researchers. Guerrieri et al. reported findings from arather extensive
study that such high face velocities do not affect the collection of particulate matter [12].
However, high velocities could result in filter material deterioration. No visible signs of
such deterioration were evident during this study, but such issues do tend to warrant the
re-evaluation of current particulate measurement standards. In fact, the low level of
current engine production, coupled with the use of advanced fuels and aftertreatment
devices should promote at least secondary particulate comparison criteria, such as
number count or size distribution.

During the investigation, neither the intake charge air nor the dilution air was
accurately conditioned. Intake charge air has a substantial effect on NOy emissions, but
this constituent was assigned a lower priority. Dilution air conditioning could provide
more accurate and more repeatable particulate information. Perhaps such conditioning
would not exhibit itself in gross measurements of the gravimetric nature, but speciation
and size distribution information could benefit from such practices.

Although not requested for this study, hydrocarbon speciation could be
implemented in order to help characterize and qualify the effects of exhaust
aftertreatment components. This information, in conjunction with improved details
regarding washcoat materials, could provide insight and data necessary for overall system
refinement.

Although the bag sampling procedures that were practiced for this study are in
agreement with the procedures outlined in CFR 40, Part 86, Subpart N, the bag sample
results from the test are invariably lower than those of the continuous analyzer integrated
results. Cold sampling of the dilute exhaust stream will obviously never produce similar

measurements to the hot/wet analysis of the laboratory analyzers. A Dbetter practice
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would be to heat the sample streams and collect the contents in a heated stainless cylinder
throughout the test. This procedure should provide closer agreement between dilute bag
measurements and the integrated analyzer responses. For background bag collection, the
heated sample stream would not be as necessary, but since the primary dilution air is not
conditioned, a larger sample quantity should be used in order to minimize contaminant

plume bias.
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APPENDIX A —EXHAUST MASSEMISSIONS DATA (G/BHP-HR)



Emissions Data for MWM D916-6 with Low-sulfur (0.05%) Fuel (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for MW D916-6 with High-sulfur (0.25%) Fuel (in g/bhp-hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[PL 0.346 0.328 0.331 0.335 P 0.44 0453 0.394 0.429
[HC 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.053 HC 0.05 0.05 0.04 0.047
[ele] 0.74 072 072 0.727 cO 0.67 07 0.69 0.687
oz 560.95 5577 556.28 | 558.310 o2 58001 | 57284 | 57325 | 575.367
[MTox 3.46 3.53 3.53 3.507 ox 3.36 341 341 3.393
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[PIL 0.334 0.336 0.334 0.335 P 0.414 0411 0421 0.415
[HC 0.09 0.08 0.08 0.083 HC 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.083
CO 0.7z 0.75 074 0.737 CcO 073 068 07z 0.710
co2 56178 | 56516 | 56227 | 563.070 cO2 587.82 | 58574 | 5B9.89 | 587.817
Moz 4.09 4.1 412 4.103 Hox 3.84 3.81 3.8 3.817
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
138 0463 0.438 0415 0439 PN 0.512 0.488 0481 0.497
[HC 0.11 011 0.11 0.110 HC 0.13 0.11 0.13 0.123
[ele] 0.76 072 0.8 0.760 cO 0.69 0.69 072 0.700
Coz 61165 | 60632 | 60818 | 608.717 cO2 6344 62983 | 62824 | 631.173
[Mox 5.43 5.38 543 5413 Nox 5.17 511 5.16 5.147
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[PIL 0513 0.931 0.946 0.930 PIM 1.158 1.213 1.188 1.190
[HC 0.18 0.18 0.21 0.193 HC 02 0.24 025 0.230
cO 2.55 2.66 2.63 2613 CcO 2.62 2.85 2.84 2.770
coz 12186 | 124452 | 1206.29 | 1223.270 coz 126563 | 125447 | 123275 | 1250.950
[Mox 10.41 10.3 10 10.237 Hox 10.13 9.96 9.78 9.957
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[PWL 0428 0.40% 0.35% 0412 PN 0.553 0.523 0.48% 0.525
[HC 0.04 0.04 0.03 0.037 HC 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.033
ee] 0.67 0.63 0.64 0.647 cO 0.59 0.56 0.55 0.567
Coz 53057 | 526.24 | 52503 | 527.280 cO2 55243 | 55026 | 549.92 | 550.870
Moz 3.49 2.62 3.57 3227 Wox 3.25 318 3.29 3.240
Mode § Mode &
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[PIL 0.353 0.362 0.364 0.360 PIM 0.432 0.45% 047 0.467
[HC 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.050 HC 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.067
co 0.67 0.65 0.65 0.657 CcO 0.57 0.58 057 0.577
coz 522,95 | 528.86 | 52422 | 525343 coz 54969 | 55041 545.09 | 548.397
[MTox 4.29 2.98 3.635 Hox 4.06 4.03 399 4.027
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[P 0428 0.463 0471 0454 P 0.517 0.54 0.548 0.535
[HC 0.07 0.0% 0.1 0.087 HC 01 011 0.11 0.107
co 0.84 0.93 0.97 0913 cO 073 0.86 0.81 0.800
Ccoz 57079 | 56838 | 57718 | 572117 cO2 589.04 | 59057 | 59475 | 591.587
Moz 5.85 579 5.84 5.827 Wox 5.52 5.53 551 5.520
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[PL 3.067 3.718 6.002 4.262 P 8.151 10.322 9798 9.424
[HC _ _ 071 0.710 HC 05 0.93 131 0.913
[ele] 18.19 17.24 16.06 17497 cO 14.62 21.85 26.73 21.067
co2 59457 | 507877 | 5434.11 | 5486.193 co2 5076.56 | 4944.06 | 4945.94 | 4990.187
[MTox 7377 61.66 5374 63.057 ox 43.01 40.07 40.72 41.267
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Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 bare engine (in g/hhp-hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 with failed trap (in g/bhp-hr)

Mode 1 MMade 1
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 6.122 5.778 5.676 5.859 P 4.481 3.523 4.202
[HC 0.27 0.12 0.08 0.160 HC 0.02 0.01 0.015
cO 44.71 36.82 34.79 38.773 CO 0.27 0.33 0.300
coz2 9217 93369 | 92782 | 927.737 Co2 59702 97337 | 985.195
MNox 176 1.8 1.81 1.790 Mex 1.8% 1.87 1.880
[Exh Temp 1457 1775 1752 [ 1674.667 Exh Temp 1452 1459 | 1455.500
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AYVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 0.319 0.286 0.264 0.290 P 0.332 0.345 0339
[HC 0.53 0.55 0.4% 0.523 HC 0.01 0.01 0.010
CcO 143 1.37 1.33 1.377 CO 0.05 0.12 0.085
Cco2 83936 | 82445 837.9 | 833.903 co2 950.12 934.63 | 942.375
Mox 38 3.93 4.01 3.947 Mex 3.9 3.95 3925
[Exh Temp 913 903 898 905.333 Exh Temp 540 4937 938.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AYVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 0.326 0.342 0.319 0.329 P 0.223 0.25%9 0.241
[HC 1.31 145 1.27 1.343 HC 0 0 0.000
CcO 162 1.85 1.58 1.683 CO 0.15 0.14 0.145
Cco2 930.87 | 92505 | %4322 | 933.047 COo2 101078 | 101872 | 1014.750
MNox 5.24 5.2 5.32 52153 Mex 4.97 5.06 5.015
[Exh Temp 748 147 748 747.667 Exh Temp 431 763 847.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PAL 0.881 0727 0.804 P 0.164 0.196 0.130
[HC 1.34 0.97 1.155 HC 0.05 0 0.025
co 3.3% 271 3.050 CO 0.41 0.12 0.265
co2 1358.75 | 1352.35 | 1376.070 Co2 1543.86 | 153571 | 1539.785
Mox 7.84 8.05 7945 Hox 157 757 7.570
[Exh Temp 583 580 581.500 Ezh Temp 596 593 5984500
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 7.833 7.889 7.9%6 7.906 P 5.067 5.512 5.290
[HC 1.26 1.22 1.25 1.243 HC 0.01 0.01 0.010
co 3398 328 33.38 33.387 CO 0.0% 0.11 0.100
Co2 831.54 | 82537 | 82334 | 827.050 COo2 558.09 86259 | B60.495
M ox 167 1.63 1.58 1.630 Wox 1.81 179 1.800
[Exh Temp 1138 1162 1233 [ 1177.667 Ezh Temp 1208 1217 [1212.500
Mode 6 Mode 6
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 Test 5 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PXL 0.505 0.635 0.518 0.5638 0.516 0.548 P 0.317 0.308 0313
HC 1 0.99 0.8 043 04 0.724 HC 0.0% 0.05 0.070
CcO 34 338 3.28 262 2.59 3.054 CO 0.04 0.17 0.105
Cco2 758,83 | 75002 | 7ERET | 0717 | 70316 731450 Co2 81653 | 79%.7% | 808.160
Nox 5.48 4.7 4.5 3.85 3.83 4.474 Mex 3793 2.8 3.765
[Exh Temp 763 780 771.500 Exh Temp 827 824 825.500
Mode 7 MMode 7
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.367 0435 0.453 0.420 P 0.116 0.102 0.109
[HC 3.64 3.43 3.48 3517 HC 0.3 0.28 0295
CcO 678 £.52 £.69 6.663 CO 0.2 0 0.100
co2 §82.15 8757 86271 | 873.520 Co2 558.55 556.54 | 958.045
MNox 8.26 7.87 7.8 8.010 Mex 166 172 7.690
[Exzh Temp 567 567 569 567.667 Exh Temp 602 592 597.000
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AYVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.253 0.276 0.255 0271 Pl 0.146 0.202 0.174
[HC 0 0 0 0.000 HC 0 0 0.000
CcO 2.39 274 2.04 2.390 CO 0 1.71 0.855
Cco2 216211 | 2347.07 | 231872 [ 2275.967 co2 358566 | 3221.89 | 3403.775
MNox 52.64 60.15 61.57 58.120 Mex 76.42 67.81 72115
[Exh Temp 269 231 227 242.333 Exh Temp 281 248 264.500

81



Emissions Data for Lister Petter LFU-2 Bare Engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Rohmac/DCL system with new trap (in g/bhp-hr)

Mode 6 Mode 6
Test1 [Test2 [Test3  [Test4  |Tests AVG [Test1  [Testz AVG
[p2a 0505 | 0635 | 0518 | 0568 | 0516 | 0548 M 0091 | 0111 | 001
[EC 1 099 08 043 04 0.724 HC 0 [ 0.000
<o 34 338 328 262 250 | 3054 co 007 005 | 0060
co2 75803 | 75002 | 73787 | 70717 | 70316 | 731450 coz 76398 | 75303 | 758508
Nox 5.46 47 4.5 3.85 3.83 4.468 Nox 341 35 3455
Ex Temp | 1249 | 1483 | 1810 | 1526 | 1560 | 1545600 Ex Temp. | 806 307 | 806.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test1  [Test2  [Test3 AVE Test1  [Test2 AVG
[p2a 0367 | 0435 | 0458 | 0420 BN 0033 | 0033
[EC 364 343 348 | 3517 HC 0 0 0.000
co 678 652 665 | 6663 co 01z 013 | 0125
CO2 882.15 8757 86271 | 873.520 coO2 924.07 916.84 | 920455
tox 8.26 7.87 7.9 8.010 Mox 6.21 631 | 6260
Ex Temp. | 567 567 569 | 567.667 Ex Temp. | 3593 557 | 595000
Emissions Data for Lister Petter LFU-2 Bare Engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LFU-2 Rohmac/DCL system with oxidation catalyst only (in g/bhp-hr)
Mode 1 Mode 1
Test1  [Test2 [Test3 AVE [Test1  [Testz AVG
[p2a 6122 | 5778 | 567 | 5859 M 705 | 7881 | 7466
[EC 0.27 0.1z 005 | 0.160 HC 017 014 | 0155
<o 4471 | 3682 | 3479 | 38973 co 3084 | 3059 | 30715
co2 9217 | 93360 | 92782 | 927.737 coz 93572 | 93385 | 936285
Nox 176 1.8 1.81 1.790 Nox 0.83 0.68 0.755
[Ex. Temp. 1457 1775 1792 1674.667 [Ex. Temp. 1351 1389 1370.000
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test1  [Test2  [Test3 AVE Test1  [Test2 AVG
[P2a 7833 | 7.889 | 7.99 | 7.906 BN 8087 | 821 | 8149
[EC 126 122 125 | 1243 HC 004 004 | 0040
co 3398 | 328 | 3338 | 33387 co 014 016 | 0150
CO2 831.94 82537 823.84 | 827.050 coO2 833,12 827.05 | 830.085
Nox 1.67 1.63 1.59 1.630 Nox 19 1.81 1.855
Ex Temp | 11328 | 1162 | 1233 |1177.667 Ex Temp | 1203 | 1205 |1204.000
Mode 7 Mode T
Test1  [Test2  [Test3 AVE Test1  [Testz [Test3 AVG
[p2a 0367 | 0435 | 0458 | 0420 BN 0325 | 0303 | 0314
[EC 364 343 348 | 3517 He 038 038 039 | 0383
CO 6.78 6.52 6.69 6.663 CO 0.13 0.1 0.03 0.087
CO2 882.15 8757 86271 | 873.520 coO2 901.24 895.15 891.5 895.963
tox 8.26 7.87 7.9 8.010 Mox 7.09 7.2 727 | 7187
[Bx Temp | 567 567 569 | 567.667 Ex Temp | 622 601 597 | 606.667
Emissions Data for Lister Petter LFU-2 Bare Engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Rohmac/DCL system with new trap and Pallflex paper filter (in g/bhp-hr)
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test1  [Test2 [Test3 AVE [Test1  [Testz AVG
[p2a 0367 | 0435 | 0458 | 0420 M 0033 | 0.006 | 0020
[EC 364 343 348 | 3517 HC 03 032 | 0310
co 678 652 665 | 6663 co 009 012 | 0108
co2 88215 | 8757 | 86271 | 873520 coz 8083 | 79597 | 802135
Nox 8.26 7.87 7.8 8.010 Nox 5.65 5.87 5.760
[Ex Temp. | 567 567 569 | 567.667 Ex Temp. | 616 605 | 612.500
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Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 hare engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Isuzn 240 with Trap and Oxidation Catalyst (in g/bhp-hr)

Mode 1 Made 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.204 0.1%2 0.198 P 0.167 0.15% 0.163
[HC 0.08 0.11 0.095 HC 0 0 0.000
cO 073 0.89 0.810 CO 0 0.02 0.010
coz2 637,19 | 63482 | 636.005 Co2 63733 6311 | 634215
MNox 3.4 3.27 3335 Mex 3.28 3.33 3.310
[Exh Temp 1065 1077 | 1071.000 Exh Temp 1159 1155 [ 1197.000
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 0.223 0.219 0.221 P 0.035 0.126 0.081
[HC 0.13 0.12 0.125 HC 0 0 0.000
CcO 1.01 0.98 0.995 CO 0 0 0.000
Cco2 62729 | 62761 | 627450 cOo2 £13.81 £614.08 | 613.945
Mox 4.66 472 4.690 Mex 4.84 4.82 4.830
[Exh Temp 828 825 826.500 Exh Temp | 517.28 4921 919.145
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 0.285 031 0.298 Ph 0.027 0.077 0.052
[HC 142 1.61 1515 HC 0.01 0.01 0.010
CcO 0.53 1.07 1.000 CO 0.02 0 0.010
Cco2 635.11 6324 | 633.755 CO2 646.14 £51.24 | 648.690
MNox 5.81 6.06 5.935 Mox 5.84 571 5.775
[Exh Temp 646 646 646.000 Exh Temp 697 695 698.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PAL 0.752 0.767 0.760 P 0.004 0.007 0.006
[HC 0.36 0.33 0370 HC 0 0 ~
co 1.57 1.5 1.535 CO 0.1 0.1 0.100
co2 §31.57 | S06.15 | 918.860 co2 52535 52475 | 925.050
Mox 7.87 7.89 7.880 1ox 6.65 6.15 6.400
[Exh Temp 444 444 444.000 Exh Temp 482 485 483.500
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.865 0.879 0372 P 0.303 0.187 0.245
[HC 0.01 0.01 0.010 HC 0 0 0.000
co 2.81 277 2.790 CO 0.03 0.05 0.040
Co2 62054 | 61643 | 618.485 CO2 646,13 638 642.565
M ox 1.84 173 1.785 Wox 176 168 1.720
[Exh Temp 1092 1053 |1092.500 Ezh Temp 1261 1275 | 1268.000
Mode 6 Mode 6
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PXL 0.127 0.125 0.126 P 0.005 0.004 0.005
HC 0.05 0.06 0.055 HC 0 0 0.000
CcO 046 048 0470 CO 0.01 0.01 0.010
Cco2 5687 566.64 | 567.670 COo2 58131 583.36 | 582.335
Nox 3 2.98 2.990 Mex 2.8 2.87 2.835
[Exh Temp 758 750 754.000 Exh Temp 867 260 863.500
Mode 7 Moade 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.153 0.147 0.153 P 0.003 0.004 0.004
[HC 0.15 0.17 0.160 HC 0 0 0.000
CcO 07 0.74 0.720 CO 0.05 0.02 0.035
co2 58534 | 5%0.88 | 588.110 Co2 6047 604.26 | 604.480
MNox 4.6 4.38 4.495 Mex 3.85 3.83 3.890
[Exzh Temp 542 546 544.000 Exh Temp 622 618 620.000
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.249 0.285 0272 P 0.055 0.044 0.050
[HC 0.75 0,37 0.760 HC 0.12 0.23 0.175
CcO 16.24 14.8 15.570 CO 0.18 5.3 2.740
Cco2 1881.92 | 1847.15 | 1B64.535 cOo2 201387 | 19715 | 1992.685
MNox 14.25 13.38 13.815 Mox 1%.32 17.13 18.225
[Exh Temp 188 189 193.500 Exh Temp 233 223 228.000

83



Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 hare engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 with Oxddation Catalyst and Trap (in g/hhp-hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
1% 0.204 0,152 0.198 DML 0,118 0.115 0.117
HC 0.08 011 0.095 HC 0 0 0.000
CO 072 0.8% 0.810 CO 0.06 0.01 0.035
CcO2 £37.1% £34.82 | 636.005 co2 632,19 68531 | 683.730
Moz 34 327 3335 Hex 3134 314 3.240
[Ezh Temp 1065 1077 | 1071.000 Exh Temp 1183 1206 | 1199.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AV Test 1 Test 2 AVG
125} 0.285 0.31 0.298 Ph 0.02 0.024 0.022
HC 142 1.61 1,515 HC 0.01 0 0.005
cO 0.93 1.07 1.000 CO 0.08 0.05 0.065
coz2 £35.11 6324 | 633.755 co2 646,09 642,86 | 644475
Mox 5.81 £.06 5.935 Mox 578 545 5.615
[Exh Tetmp 646 646 546.000 Exh Temp 705 708 706.500
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
12 % 0.865 0.879 0872 12 0,195 0,181 0.188
HC 0.01 0.01 0.010 HC 0 0 0.000
CO 2.81 277 2.790 CO 0.04 0.03 0.137
co2 £20.54 £16.43 | 618.485 Co2 62535 62635 | 649.200
Mox 1.84 1.73 1.785 Mox 1.89 1.83 1.783
[Ezh Tetnp 1092 1093 | 1092.500 Exh Temp 1184 1181 [ 1182.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P14 0,158 0.147 0.153 Ph 0.002 0.002 0.002
HZ 0.15 0.17 0.160 HC 0 0 0.000
CO 07 0.74 0.720 CO 0.08 0 0.040
CO2 58534 580.88 | 588.110 Co2 603,55 592,47 | 598.010
Moz 4.6 429 4495 Moz 261 37 3.655
[Ezh Temp 542 546 544.000 Exh Temp £13 605 609.000
Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 hare engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 with Oxidation Catalyst only (in g/bhp-hr)
Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
1251 0.204 0.192 0.198 PhL 0.338 0.338 0.338
HC 0.08 0.11 0.095 HC 0.01 0 0.005
CO 033 0.89 0.810 CO 0.07 0.07 0.070
[sje) £37.19 £34.82 | 636.005 Co2 62468 540,69 | 632.685
Mox 34 327 3335 Mox 319 323 3.210
[Exzh Temp 1065 1077 | 1071.000 Exh Temp 1185 1183 [ 1184.000
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 2 AVG
1% 0865 0.879 0872 12 1.366 1.356 1481 1.401
[HC 0.01 0.01 0.010 HC 0 0 0 0.000
CO 2.81 277 2.790 CO 013 011 017 0.137
co2 £20.54 £16.43 | 618485 co2 64468 654.45 643,47 | 649.200
Mox 1.84 1.73 1,785 Moz 1.77 1.7¢ 1.82 1.783
[Ezh Tetmnp 1052 1093 | 1092.500 Exh Temp 1236 1237 1231 | 1234.667




Emissions Data for hare Caterpillar 3306 (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with Clean Air System (in g/hhp-hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
P2 0.275 0.253 0.287 P 0.115 0.146 0.127 0.129
[HC 0.25 0.15 0220 HC 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.010
cO 116 133 1.245 CO 0.05 0.03 0.01 0.030
coz2 6771 66675 | 671.925 Co2 T03.07 | 71325 | 7082z | T08.513
MNox 3.51 _ 3910 Mex 3.82 4.14 4.04 4.033
[Exh Temp 1094 1130 | 1112.000 Exh Temp 1128 1112 1151{1130.333
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 0.571 0.562 0.567 P 0.22% 0.251 0.240
[HC 0.33 0.32 0325 HC 0.02 0.02 0.020
CcO 1.54 1.88 1.910 CO 0.02 0.03 0.025
Cco2 T24.21 | T24.58 | T24.395 cO2 75753 | 756.13 | 756.830
Mox 6.97 6.93 6.950 Mex 6.67 6.57 6.620
[Exh Temp 861 873 368.000 Exh Temp 402 401 901.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 1.086 1.075 1.081 Ph 0.292 _ 0.292
[HC 0.6 0.57 0.585 HC 0.03 _ 0.030
CcO 2.57 2.52 21545 CO 0.04 _ 0.040
Cco2 850.5 84904 | 849.770 CO2 893.64 _ 893.640
MNox 9.76 973 9.745 Mex 9.2 _ 9.200
[Exh Temp 654 658 696.000 Exh Temp 712 _ 712.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PAL 5.083 5.261 5172 P 0.054 0.065 0.060
[HC 2.25 2.31 2.280 HC 0.2 0.2 0.200
co 646 6.64 6.550 CO 0.04 0.15 0.085
co2 223671 | 223172 [2234.215 COo2 231589 | 2316.7 [2316.295
Mox 2032 2033 20.325 ox 19.45 19.35 19.400
[Exh Temp 483 483 483.000 Exh Temp 500 511 505.500
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.953 0.932 0943 P 0.216 0.246 0231
[HC 0.0% 0.0% 0.090 HC 0.01 0 0.005
co 165 1.53 1.590 CO _ 0.02 0.020
Co2 585.07 | 57177 | 578.420 CO2 604.37 558.597 | 601.670
M ox 22 _ 2.200 Mox 2.64 2.67 2.655
[Exh Temp 1098 1054 | 1096.000 Exh Temp 1005 951 993.000
Mode 6 Mode 6
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PXL 0.241 0.234 0.238 P 0.1% 0.185 0.188
HC 0z 0.1% 0.195 HC 0 0 0.000
CcO 0.73 072 0.725 CO 0.03 0.03 0.030
Cco2 581.35 | 57583 | 578.640 CO2 58843 587.81 | 588.120
Nox 4.63 5.81 5.220 Mex 57 5.67 5.685
[Exh Temp 03 700 701.500 Exh Temp 718 698 708.000
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0419 0433 0426 P 0.017 0.01% 0.018
[HC 0.z 0.2 0.200 HC 0.01 0.03 0.020
CcO 0.64 0.57 0.605 CO 0.0% 0.11 0.100
co2 628.3 64533 | 636.815 CO2 £58.3% 66633 | 662.390
MNox 10.08 10.08 10.085 Mex 9.51 10.04 9975
[Exzh Temp 537 _ 537.000 Exh Temp 518 516 517.500
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 8.531 7507 8.019 P 1.423 1.304 1.364
[HC 52 5.28 5.245 HC 3.9 1.2% 1595
CcO 116.4% 96.59 106.74 CO 110.86 11771 | 114.285
Cco2 124517 | 10946.15 | 11698.93 cO2 12191.36 | 12712.37 [ 12451.87
MNox 154.54 141.04 | 147.790 Mex 151.2 156.41 | 153.805
[Exh Temp 183 186 189.500 Exh Temp 193 191 192.000
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Emissions Data for hare Caterpillar 3306 (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST I (in g/bhp-hr)

Mode 1 MMade 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.275 0.253 0.287 P 0.534 0.736 0.835
[HC 0.25 0.15 0220 HC 0.2 0.18 0.190
cO 116 133 1.245 CO 0.12 0.1z 0.120
coz2 6771 66675 | 671.925 Co2 735.4 T11.45 | 725445
MNox 3.51 _ 3910 Mex 376 4.02 3.890
[Exh Temp 1094 1130 | 1112.000 Exh Temp 1178 1147 ] 1162.500
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 0.571 0.562 0.567 P 0.595 0.577 0.586
[HC 0.33 0.32 0325 HC 0.11 0.12 0.115
CcO 1.54 1.88 1.910 CO 0.16 0.1% 0.175
Cco2 T24.21 | T24.58 | T24.395 cO2 74478 | 74078 | T42.785
Mox 6.97 6.93 6.950 Mex 6.36 6.3 6.330
[Exh Temp 861 873 368.000 Exh Temp 420 925 922.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 1.086 1.075 1.081 Ph 0.343 043 0.387
[HC 0.6 0.57 0.585 HC 0.17 0.17 0.170
CcO 2.57 2.52 21545 CO 0.25 0.31 0.300
Cco2 850.5 84904 | 849.770 CO2 84047 838.69 | 839.580
MNox 9.76 973 9.745 Mex 9.67 .74 9.205
[Exh Temp 654 658 696.000 Exh Temp 735 737 738.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PAL 5.083 5.261 5172 P 0.243 0.251 0.247
[HC 2.25 2.31 2.280 HC 0.95 0.87 0.910
co 646 6.64 6.550 CO 126 133 1.295
co2 223671 | 223172 [2234.215 COo2 2175.95 | 2196.41 [2188.130
Mox 2032 2033 20.325 ox 19.28 19.13 19.205
[Exh Temp 483 483 483.000 Exh Temp 505 507 506.000
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0.953 0.932 0943 P 0.054 0.065 0.060
[HC 0.0% 0.0% 0.090 HC 0.1 0.07 0.085
co 165 1.53 1.590 CO 0.08 0.0% 0.085
Co2 585.07 | 57177 | 578.420 CO2 610.68 608.11 | 609.395
M ox 22 _ 2.200 Mox 231 231 2310
[Exh Temp 1098 1054 | 1096.000 Exh Temp 983 1000 991.500
Mode 6 Mode 6
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PXL 0.241 0.234 0.238 P 0.065 0.062 0.064
HC 0z 0.1% 0.195 HC 0.02 0.02 0.020
CcO 0.73 072 0.725 CO 0.05 0.07 0.060
Cco2 581.35 | 57583 | 578.640 CO2 583.06 570.07 | 576.565
Nox 4.63 5.81 5.220 Mex 4.85 4.82 4.885
[Exh Temp 03 700 701.500 Exh Temp 765 751 758.000
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 0419 0433 0426 P 0.044 0.04% 0.047
[HC 0.z 0.2 0.200 HC 0.06 0.05 0.055
CcO 0.64 0.57 0.605 CO 0.11 0.07 0.090
co2 628.3 64533 | 636.815 CO2 635.02 63336 | 634.190
MNox 10.08 10.08 10.085 Mex 9.64 49.75 9.695
[Exzh Temp 537 _ 537.000 Exh Temp 556 555 555.500
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 8.531 7507 8.019 P 0.814 0.391 0.603
[HC 52 5.28 5.245 HC 148.23 134.45 | 141.340
CcO 116.4% 96.59 106.74 CO 221.28 27531 | 300.295
Cco2 124517 | 10946.15 | 11698.93 cO2 13017.7 | 1181542 | 12466.56
MNox 154.54 141.04 | 147.790 Mex 133.14 11517 | 124.155
[Exh Temp 183 186 189.500 Exh Temp 218 194 206.500
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Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 bhare engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 swith DST I no catalyst (in g'bhp-hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PhL 0.275 0.298 0.287 PL 0.5877 073 0.304
HC 0.25 0.19 0.220 HC 0.08 0.38 0.230
CO 1.16 1.33 1.245 CO 1.12 1.1 1.110
coz 677.1 666.75 | 671.925 C02 70579 | 701.82 | 703.805
Moz 3.91 _ 3.910 IS4 0.47 4.39 2.430
Esxh Temp | 1084 1120 | 1112.000 [Exth Temp 1122 1172 | 1147.000
Mode 2 MMode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
125 0.571 0.562 0.567 P 0.338 0.331 0.335
HC 0.33 0.32 0.325 HC n.42 0.4 0.410
0 1.94 1.88 1.910 O 1.87 1.92 1.895
Coz 724.21 724.58 | 724.395 CO2 73164 | 73044 | 731.040
Moz 6.97 6.93 6.950 R4 6 64 6 66 6.650
Ezh Temp 861 875 §68.000 [Exh Temp 315 507 911.000
Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 hare engine (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST II (in g/bhp-hr)
Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test2 AYVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PhL 0.275 0.298 0.287 PIL 0.282 0.23 0.256
HC 0.25 0.19 0.220 HC 0.1 0.11 0.105
CO 1.16 1.33 1.245 CO 011 0.1z 0.115
coz 677.1 666.75 | 671.925 co2 693,24 672.52 | 683.030
Moz 3.91 _ 3910 MNowx 4.6 4.2 4.400
Esxh Temp | 1034 1130 | 1112.000 [Ezth Temp 1155 1118 | 1136.500
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PhL 0.571 0.562 0.567 PL 0.122 0.137 0.130
HC 0.33 0.32 0.325 HC 011 0.11 0.110
Co 1.94 1.88 1.910 cO 0.1% 0.23 0.210
coz 724.21 724.58 | 724.395 C02 74732 | 75038 | 748.850
Moz 6.97 6.93 6.950 IS4 £.35 6.3 6.325
Esh Temp 861 875 868.000 [Exth Temp 914 912 913.000
Mode 5 MMode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
125 0.953 0.832 0.943 P 0.043 0.04 0.042
HC 0.09 0.09 0.090 HC 0.03 0.03 0.030
0 1.65 1.53 1.590 O 0.06 _ 0.060
Coz 585.07 57177 | 578.420 CO2 598.28 606.38 | 602.330
Moz 22 _ 2.200 R4 231 273 2.305
Ezh Temp | 1038 1054 | 1096.000 [Exh Temp 1028 1034 | 1031.000
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVEG
P 0419 0.433 0.426 [PIL 0.0z 0.0z 0.020
HC 0.2 0.2 0.200 [HC 0.06 0.06 0.060
CO 0.64 0.57 0.605 CO 00z 007 0.045
coz 628.3 645.33 | 636.815 co2 653.55 657.64 | 655.595
Moz 10.09 10.08 10.085 Moz 9.56 982 9.690
Exh Temp 537 _ 537.000 [Exh Temp 543 536 539.500

** The results were from the repeated testing on DST after it was "fized"
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Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 bare engine - after checkup (in g/bhp-hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST ITI {in g/bhp-hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
[Test 1 Test 2 Teat 3 Test 4 AVG [Test 1 Test 2 Teat 3 AVG
DX 0.268 0.249 0.259 DX 0.274 0.209 023 0238
HC 0.37 0.36 0.28 0.28 0.323 HC 0.14 021 0.175
Co 11 1.07 0.96 1.05 1.045 Co 0.11 0.07 007 0.083
Cio2 690.92 680.7 F07.03 | 707.38 | 696.508 Cio2 633.92 634.51 61389 | 627440
Mex 3.93 358 3352 39 3.758 Mex 3.03 2.%4 271 2.893
Exh Temp 1101 1109 1084 1028 1100.500 Exh Temp 1198 1196 1174 1189.333
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 Teat 3 Test 4 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
DX 0.479 0.451 0.485 DX 0.059 0.08 0.060
HC 0.51 0.51 042 0.43 0.468 HC 0.14 0.1z 0.130
Co 1.65 1.66 1.72 17 1.683 Co 0.14 0.15 0.145
Cio2 T1173 | 73161 | 4233 | 74215 | 731965 Cio2 6569.18 £74.87 | 672.023
Mex 3.54 636 633 6.33 6.140 Mex 4.83 474 4.783
Ezxh Temp 378 3762 387 73 878.550 Ezxh Temp 929 927 928.000
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test2 AVG
DX 0.903 0.801 0.508 0.904 DX 0.04z2 0.048 0.045
HC 0.71 0.69 072 0.707 HC 0.21 0.2z 0215
Co 2.35 2.29 226 2.300 Co 0.78 0.26 0525
Coz 866.91 876.53 | 865.64 | §71.027 Coz 72342 | 72001 | M21.715
Mex 9.17 G803 %18 9.127 Mex 763 75 7.563
Exh Temg 696 684 692 594.000 Exh Temg 738 740 739.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
DX 4.086 4.112 4.099 DX 0.074 0.094 0.084
HC 2.37 248 2425 HC 0.82 0.51 0.865
Co 5.82 632 6.120 Co 0.31 1.11 0.710
Coz 2168.3% | 2196.44 | 2182.415 Coz 1841.32 | 1845.6 | 1843.460
Iox 18.67 158.41 18.540 Iox 1513 15.53 15.330
Exh Temg 478 478 478.500 Exh Temg 520 528 524.300
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
DX 0.431 0.432 0432 DX 0.031 0.037 0.034
HC 0.26 0.26 0.260 HC 0.06 0.07 0.065
Co 0.87 078 0825 Co 0.08 0.060
Coz 596.87 591.2% | 594.080 Coz 515.28 51071 | 513.000
Iox 2.51 251 2510 Iox 2.18 2.18 2.180
Exh Temg 8975 987 981.000 Exh Temg 987 873 980.000
Mode & Mode &
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
DX 0215 0.222 0219 Ph 0.021 0.01% 0.020
HC 0.37 037 0370 HC 0.08 0.07 0.075
Co 0.64 0.66 0.650 Co 0.06 0.01 0.035
Coz 592.04 58515 | 593.595 Coz 485.58 | 48372 | 484.650
Mox 5.58 548 5535 Mox 4.1 4.1 4.100
Exh Temp 704 654 699.000 Exh Temp 732 723 727.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
DX 0.546 0.504 0525 DX 0.012 0.012 0.012
HC 0.56 0.55 0555 HC 0.11 0.0% 0.100
Co 0.67 0.65 0.660 Co 0.05 0.1 0.075
Co2 669.73 £70.34 | 670.035 Co2 53376 537.87 | 535815
Mox 10.16 10.04 10.100 Mox .38 748 7.430
Exh Temp 504 505 504.500 Exh Temp 534 534.000
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 4.724 4.647 4.686 P 0.283 0.121 0.202
HC 3143 27.65 29.540 HC 18.06 11.64 14.850
Co 8129 34.14 87.715 Co 85.98 7383 79.905
Co2 1187044 | 11586 |11728.22 Co2 14469.02 | 13232.53 | 13850.78
Mox 162.15 135.41 | 150.780 Mox 185.02 154.86 | 169.940
Exh Temp 208 156 202.000 Exh Temp 230 202 216.000
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APPENDIX B —EXHAUST MASSEMISSIONSDATA (G/HR)



Emissions Data for MWNM D916-6 with Low-sulfur (0.05%%) Fuel (in g/hr) Emissions Data for MWNM D916-6 with High-sulfur (0.25%%) Fuel (in g/hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
M 24.756 23.28 23.304 | 23.780 PM 33.528 3384 29628 | 32332
HC 372 4.08 324 3.680 HC 348 342 324 3.400
co 52.56 5112 50.52 51.400 co 5112 5244 51.%6 51.840
coz 40092.6 | 37594.68 | 3914383 [ 38943.72 coz 44178.6 | 42818.64 | 43093.2 | 43363.48
Moz 24756 | 251.04 2484 | 249.000 Moz 255.6 255.12 | 256.68 | 255.800
Mode 2 Mode 2
[Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
M 20424 | 20552 | 20472 | 20.496 EM 25.26 25128 | 25752 | 25380
HC 576 4.82 4.68 5.120 HC 5.28 516 4.82 5.120
CO 44.04 46.2 45.24 45.160 CO 44.4 41.52 44.16 43.360
coz 3431544 | 346704 | 344898 | 34491.88 coz 35865 35823 | 36107.16 | 35931.72
Nox 24972 | 251.28 | 25296 | 251.320 Mox 23424 | 23252 | 23244 | 233.200
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
PN 18.716 18.576 17623 | 18.640 EM 21.588 | 209864 | 20712 | 21.088
HC 4.8 4.56 4.44 4.600 HC 5.28 4.68 5.4 5.120
CO 32.28 3072 33.84 32.280 CO 28.52 2952 30.48 29.640
coz 26066.16 | 25849.56 | 256104 | 25842.04 coz 267618 | 27064.68 | 26566.2 | 26797.56
Nox 23148 | 22932 | 228772 | 229.840 Nox 218.16 | 21948 | 218.04 | 218.560
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
PN 10.632 10.5%6 11232 | 10.820 PM 13.5%6 14.22 14.364 | 14.060
HC 2.16 216 252 2.280 HC 2.28 2.88 3.00 2.720
ool 2976 30.24 31.2 30.400 co 3072 3336 34.08 32.720
coz 14191.08 | 14168.48 | 143154 | 1422532 coz 14856.12 | 14707.08 | 14778.52 | 14781.04
Nox 121.2 117.24 118.68 | 119.040 ox 118.92 11676 117.24 | 117.640
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
M 24.048 | 22.884 22.2 23.044 PM 31.56 25.568 27.96 29.696
HC 2.16 2.28 1.8 2.080 HC 1.56 1.68 2.16 1.300
ool 37.32 354 35.52 36.080 co 33.84 31.56 31.08 32.160
coz 20745.24 | 2584408 | 28150.84 | 29458.96 co2 31528.08| 31080 | 3082234 | 31143.48
Moz 18584 146.64 19843 | 180.320 oz 1854 179.88 184.2 [ 183.160
Mode & Mode &
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
M 16.488 16.848 16.872 | 16.736 EM 20.208 | 23268 | 22092 | 21.856
HC 24 252 24 2.440 HC 2.88 312 3.00 3.000
CO 312 30.36 29.88 30.480 CO 26.64 276 26.88 27.040
coz 24414 | 24605.88 | 24289.92 | 24436.60 coz 25705.08 | 25681.08 | 25618 44 | 25668.20
Nox 200.52 4.8 137.88 | 114.400 Mox 189.96 138.04 187.8 | 188.600
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
M 13.704 14.832 14.868 | 14.468 M 16.534 17.352 17.46 17.116
HC 2.28 3 312 2.800 HC 3.36 372 343 3.520
CO 26.76 2976 30.48 29.000 CO 234 276 25.92 25.640
coz 18239.28 | 18194.88 | 18224.4 | 18219.52 coz 18835.92 | 18976.08 | 18957.43 | 18923.16
Nox 186.96 185.4 1834.44 | 185.600 Mox 176.64 177.6 175.68 | 176.640
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
PN 1.368 1.902 3366 2212 EM 4.578 5.814 5.526 5.306
HC 042 0.420 HC 03 0.54 072 0.520
CO 8.58 3.82 8 8.800 cO 8.22 123 15.06 11.860
coz 2649.72 | 259596 | 25419 |2595.860 coz 2850.96 | 27846 | 2791.86 | 2809.140
Nox 32.88 315 30.12 31.500 Nox 24.18 22.56 22.98 23.240
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Emissions Data for Lister Petter LFU-2 bare engine (in ghr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 with failed trap (in g'hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 109464 | 102,612 | 100.128 | 104.068 P 38712 | 3483 | 3674
HC 4.82 216 1.56 2.880 HC 0.1z 0.06 0.090
CO 79944 | 65388 | 61368 | 689.000 CO 2.34 2.94 2.640
CO2 16475.96 [ 16582.32 | 16366 68 | 16476.32 CO2 8614.26 | 8643.54 | 8628.900
Mox 3144 32.04 32.04 31.840 Nox 16.32 16.56 16.440
Exh Temp 1457 1775 1782 | 1674.667 Exh Temp 1452 1459 | 1455.500
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 4.1525 3744 3432 3.790 P 2,084 4.35 3222
HC 6.975 72 636 6.845 HC 0.06 015 0.105
= 1875 18 17.28 158.010 CO 03 1.5 0500
CO2 11016.6 | 107838 | 1085%.16 | 10886.52 CO2 548572 | 11776.28 | 8880.998
Mox 51.225 51.36 51.96 51.515 MNox 24.6 48 36.300
Exh Temp 915 903 898 905.333 Exh Temp 940 937 938.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 3168 3.36 3.096 3.208 P 219 2,505 2348
HC 1272 14.28 12.36 13.120 HC 03 03 0300
= 1572 18.24 15.36 16.440 CO 1.5 1.35 1425
cO2 5043 510248 | 16812 | 9106.200 C02 $931.5 | 5856.125 | 9893.813
Mox 5088 51.24 51.72 51.280 MNox 48.825 | 48875 | 48.900
Exh Temp 748 747 748 T47.667 Exh Temp 931 763 847.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PM 4.548 3.66 4.104 PN 0816 0.578 0.897
HC 6.96 4.92 5940 HC 0.24 0240
= 17.52 13.68 15.600 CO 2.04 0.6 1.320
cO2 F016.28 | 0176 | 7016.940 C02 76884 | 7647.84 | 7668.120
Mox 40.44 40.56 40.500 Mox 3774 37.68 37.710
Exh Temp 583 578 580.500 Exh Temp 556 593 594.500
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PM 105.044 | 108.876 | 109.392 | 109.104 PN 34962 | 37698 | 36330
HC 17.52 16.8 17.04 17.120 HC 0.06 0.12 0.090
cO 47282 | 452.64 456.6 | 460.720 CO 06 072 0.660
CO2 11580.48 [ 113%0.04 | 11270.16 | 11413.56 C02 59208 | 5%022 | 5911.500
Mox 2328 2244 2172 22.480 Mox 1248 12.24 12.360
Exh Temp 1138 1162 1233 | 1177.667 Exh Temp 1208 1217 | 1212.500
Mode 6 Mode &
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 Test 5 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PM 5.388 678 5.532 6 5.508 5842 PN 1.674 1.65 1.662
HC 10.68 10.56 852 4.56 4.2 7.704 HC 0.48 0.3 0390
cO 36.24 36.12 35.04 2772 2772 32.568 CO 0.24 096 0.600
cO2 810528 | 801012 | 78816 | 7467.72 | 7509.72 | 7794.888 C02 43113 | 4270.86 | 4291.080
Mox 5832 50.16 48.12 40.68 40.92 47.640 Mox 19.68 20.28 19.980
Exh Temp 134% 1483 1810 1526 1560 1545.600 Exh Temp 827 824 825.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PM 2.508 2,576 3.1575 2.881 PN 0.39 0.342 0366
HC 24.84 234 24 24.080 HC 102 086 0990
cO 46.44 44.64 46.2 45.760 CO 0.66 042 0540
cO2 E033.96 | 5989.8 | 5552.675|5992.145 C02 32241 | 321396 | 3219.030
Mox 56.52 53.88 54525 | 54975 Mox 2574 25.92 25.830
Exh Temp 567 567 569 567.667 Exh Temp 602 552 597.000
Mode § Mode §
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
PM 0.168 0.15 0.138 0.152 PN 0.054 0.034 0.069
HC 0.24 0.1z 012 0.160 HC ] 0 0.000
cO 1.44 1.5 1.08 1.340 CO 072 0.720
cO2 125726 | 126744 | 1252.08 | 1272.260 CO2 1250.84 | 135318 | 1322.010
Mox 31.56 3246 33.24 32.420 Mox 2748 28.5 27.990
Exth Temp 269 231 227 242.333 Exth Temp 281 248 264.500
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Emissions Data for Lister Petter LFU-2 Rare Engine (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Rohmac/DCL system with new trap (in g/hr)

Mode 6 Mode 6
Test1 [Test2 [Test3  [Test4  |Tests AVG [Test1  [Testz AVG
[p2a 5388 | 678 | 5532 3 5508 | 5842 M 0978 | 1182 | 1080
[EC 1068 | 1056 | 852 456 42 7.704 HC 0 [ 0.000
<o 3624 | 3612 | 3504 | 2772 | 2772 | 32568 co 078 054 | 0660
co2 810528 | 801012 | 78316 | 746772 | 750972 | 7794.888 coz 5205 18 | 804234 | 8123.760
Nox 58.32 50.16 48.12 40.68 40.92 47.640 Nox 36.66 37.38 37.020
[Ex. Temp. 1349 1483 1810 1526 1560 1545.600 [Ex. Temp. 806 807 806.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 [Test2  [Test3 AVE [Test1  [Test2 AVG
[p2a 2508 | 2976 | 3.1575 | 2881 M 1.05 024 | 0645
[HC 24.84 234 24 24.080 [FC 0.06 0 0.030
co 4644 | 4464 | 462 | 45.760 co 084 09 0870
coz 6033.96 | 5989.8 | 5952675 ] 5992.145 coz 6597.84 | 6546.24 | 6572040
Nox 56.52 53.88 54.525 54975 MNox 44.34 45 44.670
Ex Tewp | 567 567 569 | 567667 Ex Temp | 593 557 | 595000
Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Rare Engine (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Rohmac/DCL, system with oxidation catalyst only (in g/hr)
Mode 1 Mode 1
Test1  [Test2  [Test3 AVE Test1  [Test2 AVG
[p2a 109.464 | 102612 | 100.128 | 104.068 B 6006 | 67145 | 63.603
[HC 4.92 2.16 1.56 2.880 [FC 144 12 1.320
co 79944 | 65388 | 61368 | 689.000 co 26274 | 26064 | 261690
co2 16479 96 | 16582.32 | 16366.65 | 16476.32 coz 799788 | 795642 | 7977.150
Nox 31.44 32.04 32.04 31.840 Nox 7.08 5.82 6.450
Bz Tewp | 1457 | 1775 | 1792 [1674667 Ex Temp | 1351 1335 [1370.000
Mode 3 Mode 5
Test1  [Testz  [Test3 AVG [Test1  [Teaz AVG
[P1L 109.044 | 108.876 | 109.352 | 109.104 [P1 54828 55.662 55.245
S 1752 | 168 | 1704 | 17.120 He 024 03 0270
co 472,92 | 45264 | 4566 | 460.720 co 0.96 108 | 1020
CO2 11580.48 | 11390.04 | 11270.16 | 11413.56 CO2 564852 | 560742 | 5627.970
ox 2328 | 2244 | 2172 | 22.480 Nex 1284 | 123 | 1257
Ex Temp | 11328 | 1162 | 1233 |1177.667 Ex Temp | 1203 | 1205 [1204.000
Mode 7 Mode T
Test 1 Test 2 [Test 3 AVG [Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 AVG
[p2a 2508 | 2976 | 31575 | 2881 B 2874] 1128 | 105 | 1686
EC 2484 | 234 24 | 24080 HC 132 132 138 | 1340
CO 46.44 44.64 46.2 45.760 CO 0.42 0.36 0.12 0.300
co2 6033.96 | 59898 | 5952675 5992.145 coz 313632 | 311514 | 310242 [3117.960
Mox 5652 | 53.88 | 54525 | 54.975 Mox 2466 | 2502 | 2532 | 25000
[Ex. Temp. 567 567 569 567.667 [Ex. Temp. 622 601 597 606.667
Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Bare Engine (in g'hr) Emissions Data for Lister Petter LPU-2 Rohmac/DCL system with new trap and Pallflex paper filter {in g/hr}
Mode 7 Mode T
Test 1 Test 2 [Test 3 AVG (Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 2508 | 2976 | 31575 | 2881 oM 022 | 0042 | 0132
EC 2484 | 234 24 | 24080 HC 21 216 | 2130
CO 46.44 44.64 46.2 45.760 CO 0.6 0.84 0.720
co2 6033.06 | 59898 5952675 5992.145 coz 552676 | 5396.64 | 5462.700
[tox 5652 | 53.88 | 54525 | 54.975 Mox 3864 | 3978 | 39210
[Ex. Temp. 567 567 569 567.667 [Ex. Temp. 616 609 612.500
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Emissions Data for Isuzu C240 bhare engine (in g'hr) Emissions Data for Isuzu C240 with Trap and Oxidation Catalyst (in g'hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 11.7 11.124 11412 (P2 5.822 9.338 9.580
HC 4.56 612 5.340 [HC 0674258 0525 0.600
co 41.64 5148 46.560 co _ ] 0.500
Co2 36463.8 | 36823.68 [ 36643.74 COZ2 37554.63 | 37134.6 | 37344.62
Mox 19476 18%.6 192.180 Mox 193.6733 | 195825 | 194.749
Ex Temp 1065 1077 | 1071.000 [Ez. Temp 1159 1195 | 1197.000
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
M 10.344 10.188 10.266 (P2 1.655 .03 3.863
HC 6 5.52 5.760 [HC 0.675 0.675 0.675
co 46.8 45.48 46.140 co 0 0.000
coz 25084.48 | 29156.38 | 20125.68 Co2 25320.8 | 29282.6 | 29306.7
Mox 216.36 215 217.680 Mox 2313 230.1 230.700
Ex Temp 828 825 826.500 [Ez. Temp 917 921 919.000
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AYG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 9.833 10.704 10.269 P2 0.96 23 1.830
HC 45.05 55.68 52.365 [HC 0.45 0.45 0.450
co 32.175 37.08 34.628 co 0.825 0.675 0.750
coz 2190548 | 218724 | 21888.94 Co2 22842.68 | 2283543 | 22864.05
Nex 2004 2054 | 204.900 Moz 2064 200.625 | 203.513
Ex Temp 646 &46 646.000 [Ex. Temp 657 659 698.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 11.27 11.85 11.560 P2 0.06 0.1125 0.086
HC 54 5.85 5.625 [HC 0.3 0.375 0.338
ele] 235 23175 | 23.338 CO 1.575 1.575 1.575
co2 13560.9 | 1355298 | 13976.94 CO2 143652 | 14401.2 | 14383.2
Nex 118 121.875 | 119.938 Moz 103.2 857 99450
Ex Temp 444 444 444.000 [Ex. Temp 482 485 483.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 34.392 35076 | 34.734 [FnL 11.828 7335 9.582
HC 048 0.24 0.360 [HC 0.225 03 0.263
ele] 1116 110.4 111.000 CO 1.35 1.8 1.575
co2 24665.48 | 24595.2 | 24632.34 COZ 25221 | 2503598 |25128.49
Nex 73.08 £8.88 70.980 MNox £8.625 | 655925 | 67275
Ex Temp 1092 1093 | 1092.500 [Ex. Temp 1261 1275 | 1268.000
Mode 6 Mode &
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 3.864 3792 3.828 [FnL 0.1575 012 0.139
HC 1.44 07z 1.080 [HC 0.225 03 0.263
co 14.16 576 9.960 CcO 0.225 015 0.188
co2 1728276 | 6795.68 | 1204122 COZ 15020.4 | 18053.55 | 18036.98
Nex 91.08 3576 63.420 MNox 86.775 88.8 87.788
Ex. Temp 758 750 754.000 [Exz. Temp 867 860 363.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 3.348 3.128 3.238 (P2 0.0675 0.09 0.079
HC 324 36 3.420 [HC 0.375 045 0.413
co 15 15.825 15.413 CcO 1.125 0.375 0.750
Co2 12440.28 | 12569.33 | 12504.8 COZ2 13147.28 | 13172.53 | 13160.1
Mox 9768 933 95.490 Mox 83775 8565 84.713
Ex. Temp 542 546 544.000 [Exz. Temp 622 618 620.000
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P 0.222 0.264 0.243 (P2 0.03 0.0225 0.026
HC 0.66 072 0.690 [HC 0.075 0.225 0.150
CO 14.58 13.44 14.010 CO 0.15 4.8 2475
Co2 1681.22 | 1668.12 | 1679.670 COZ2 1821525 1794 | 1807.763
Mox 1278 12.06 12.420 Mox 17.475 15.6 16.538
Ex Temp 198 189 193.500 [Ez. Temp 233 223 228.000
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Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 hare engine {in g'hr) Emissions Data for Isuzu €240 with Oxidation Catalyst and Trap {in g'hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
1% 117 11.124 11.412 DML 65075 67425 6.825
HC 4.56 6.12 5.340 HC 0.45 0.375 0.413
CO 41.64 5148 46.560 CO 33 0.825 2.063
CO2 364638 | 36823.68 | 36643.74 Co2 39984.68 [ 4007692 | 40030.8
Moz 194.76 185.6 192,180 Hex 185.75 183,45 | 189.600
[Ez. Temp 1065 1077 | 1071.000 Ex Temp 1183 1206 | 1199.500
Mode 3 Mode 3
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
125} 9832 10.704 10.269 Ph 0,705 0.84 0.773
HC 48.05 55.68 52.365 HC 0.225 0.075 0.150
cO 32,175 37.08 34628 CO 27 1.65 2175
coz2 2190548 | 218724 | 21888.94 coz 2234528 | 22137.15(22241.21
Mox 2004 2094 | 204.900 Mox 200025 | 187.65 | 193.838
Ex. Temp 646 646 546.000 Ex. Terp 06 708 707.000
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
125 34.392 35076 | 34.734 12 7.395 6,84 7.118
HC 048 0.24 0.360 HC 0.075 0.075
CO 1116 1104 111.000 CO 1.575 1.05 1.313
cO2 2466948 | 245952 | 24632.34 Coz 237126 | 23642 63| 23677.61
Mox 73.08 £8.88 70.980 Mox 71475 69075 70.275
[Ez. Temp 1052 1093 | 1092.500 Ex. Temp 1184 1181 [ 1182.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P14 3348 3128 3.238 Ph 0.0375 0.045 0.041
HZ 3.24 36 3420 HC 0.075 0.075 0.075
cO 15 15.825 15413 Co 1.65 1.650
CO2 12440.28 | 12565.23 | 12504.8 Co2 12872.25] 1265738 | 12764.81
Mox 9768 933 95490 Moz 77025 | 78975 78.000
[Ez. Temp 542 546 544.000 Ex. Temp £13 605 609.000
Emissions Data for Isuzn C240 hare engine (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Isuzu 240 with Oxidation Catalyst only (in ghr)
Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
1251 117 11.124 11.412 PhL 19.788 198.512 19.650
HC 4.56 6.12 5.340 HC 0.36 1.08 0.720
cO 41.64 5148 46.560 Co 4.08 3.96 4.020
[sje) 36463.8 | 36823.65 | 36643.74 Co2 36590.88 | 36981.6 | 36786.24
Mox 19476 189.6 192.180 Mox 186.72 186 6 186.660
[Ez. Temp 1065 1077 | 1071.000 Ex Temp 1065 1183 [1124.000
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 2 AVG
12 % 34.392 35076 | 34.734 12 53.676 53.172 58524 | 55124
[HC 048 0.24 0.360 HC 0.24 012 012 0.150
CO 1116 1104 111.000 CO 5.04 4.44 6.6 5.360
CO2 2466948 | 245952 | 24632.34 Co2 25327 68 | 25662 96 | 25625 28 | 25538.64
Mox 73.08 £8.88 70.980 oz 6936 69 72 70.120
[Ez. Temp 1092 1093 | 1092.500 Ex. Temp 1236 1237 1231 | 1234.667

94



Emissions Data for bare Caterpillar 3306 (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with CleanAir {in g/hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
(Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
It 34.15 36756 | 35453 pats 18.473 16.365 17419
[HC 3164706 234 27.524 HC 0.975 1425 1.200
co 147.6471 | 167.28 | 157464 co 3.975 0.875 2475
co2 86425.41 | §3610.96 | 85020.19 Coz 50115.25 | 91648.88 | 90882.11
Mox 4589.6471 499.647 Mox 5232 521.85 | 522525
[Exh Temp 1054 1130 | 1112.000 Exh Temp 1112 1151 [ 1131.500
MMode 2 MMode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 55416 54.78 55.098 FaL 222 24435 | 23.318
[HC 32,16 30.96 31.560 HC 1.575 165 1613
cO 188 .64 182.88 | 185.760 CO 2.325 2.55 2.438
coz T0344.72 | F0580.16 | 7046244 Co2 73586.25 | 73484.33 | 73535.29
MNox 67668 67548 | 676.080 Nox 648.075 | 638475 | 643.275
[Exzh Temp 861 875 868.000 Ezxzh Temp 902 401 901.500
MMade 3 MMoade 3
(Test 1 Test 2 AVG (Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 71856 | 71172 71.514 PM 15.35 19.350
HC 39.96 38.04 39.000 HC 2.25 2.250
co 169.8 167.04 | 168.420 sle] 2475 2475
Cco2 S56281.8 | 56201.16 [ 56241.48 Coz 58134.35 59134.35
Mox 645.6 6444 | 645.000 Mox 609 609.000
[Exh Temp 1054 1130 ] 1112.000 Exh Temyp 712 712.000
MMode 4 MMode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 84.47 87.28 85875 FaL 0.9075 1.08 0.994
[HC 374583 384 37929 HC 3.3 33 3.300
CcO 107.370%| 110.2 | 108.785 Co 0.6 2.475 1.538
Cco2 37166.93| 370214 | 37094.16 Co2 38571.6 | 385632 | 385674
MNeox 3376966 3372 | 337448 MNox 323.525 | 322,125 | 323.025
[Exh Temp 483 483 483.000 Exh Temp 500 511 505.500
Made 5 Made 5
(Test 1 Test 2 AVG (Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 51,608 89712 | 90.660 PM 20.584 24.16 22.500
[HC 9.00 8.64 3.820 HC 0.6 0.4 0.500
co 158.28 147.36 | 152.820 co 24 2.400
Cco2 56241.24 | 55020.12 | 55630.68 co2 58387.8 | 58718.7 | 58553.25
M ox 2112 211.200 Mox 2547 2615 | 258.100
[Exh Temp 1083 1054 ] 1096.000 Exh Temp 1005 582 $993.500
Mode & Mode §
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 17.364 16.884 17.124 1At 13.66 13.298 13.479
[HC 14.16 13.56 13.860 HC 1.5 1.275 1.388
CcO 52.82 52.44 52.680 Co 2175 1.3 1.938
Cco2 41964.24 | 41623.92 | 41794.08 Co2 42365.4 | 42364.73 | 42365.06
MNox 33432 | 41588 [ 377.100 Nox 410.025 | 40875 | 409388
[Exh Temp 703 700 701.500 Exh Temp 718 698 708.000
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 20.346 21.048 | 20.697 PM 0.843 0.523 0.886
[HC 9.72 9.84 9.780 HC 0.3 0.075 0.188
CcO 3132 27.6 29.460 CO 4.575 5325 4.950
Cco2 30531.24 | 31371.36 | 309513 co2 3188145 | 32178.6 | 32030.03
Nox 450.2 485.84 | 490.020 Nox 480.00 | 485.025 | 482.513
[Exh Temp 537 537.000 Exh Temp 519 516 517.500
MMode 8 MMode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 3.2925 3.24 3.266 1At 0.615 0.525 0.570
[HC 2.025 2.25 2.138 HC 1.65 0.525 1.088
co 45.00 41.85 43.425 co 47775 47.55 47.663
Cco2 4806.3 | 4721.525 | 4764.113 Co2 5257.65 | 5131.875 | 5194.763
MNox 59.625 60825 | 60.225 Nox 65.175 63.15 64.163
[Exh Temp 154 187 190.500 Exh Temp 153 191 192.000
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Emissions Data for bare Caterpillar 3306 (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST I {in g/hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
(Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
It 34.15 36756 | 35453 i 117.73 | 564375 | 87.084
[HC 3164706 234 27.524 HC 25125 14.175 19.650
co 147.6471 | 167.28 | 157464 co 15.6 8.925 12.263
co2 86429.41 | 83610.96 | 85020.19 coz 93152.1 [ 54524.18 | 73838.14
Mox 4589.6471 499.647 Nox 473.55 | 308.325 | 390.938
[Exh Temp 1054 1130 ] 1112.000 Exh Temp 1178 1147 [ 1162.500
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 55416 54.78 55.098 P 57.945 56.16 57.053
[HC 32.16 30.96 31.560 HC 10.85 117 11.325
cO 188.64 182.88 | 185.760 CO 15.375 18.225 16.800
coz T0344.72 | F0580.16 | 70462.44 coz 7249%.88 | 72084.3 | 72292.09
MNox 676.68 67548 | 676.080 Nox 618275 | 6132 | 616.238
[Exzh Temp 861 875 368.000 Exh Temp 920 925 922500
Made 3 Mode 3
(Test 1 Test2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 71856 | 71172 71.514 PML 2275 28.52 25.635
HC 39.96 38.04 39.000 HC 11.55 11.475 11.513
co 165.8 167.04 | 168.420 co 15.05 20475 19.763
Cco2 S56281.8 | 56201.16 [ 56241.48 coz 55716.75 | 55582.88 | 55649.81
Mox 6456 6444 | 645.000 Mox 641325 | 579.075 | 610.200
[Exh Temp 1054 1130 ] 1112.000 Exh Temyp 738 737 738.000
Mode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 84.47 87.28 85875 P 4.043 4178 4.111
[HC 374583 384 37929 HC 15.825 14.475 15.150
CcO 107.370%8| 110.2 | 108.785 ele] 21.00 22,125 | 21.563
Cco2 37166.93| 370214 | 37094.16 Coz 36258.75 | 36604.5 | 36431.63
MNeox 3376966 337.2 | 337448 Nox 320625 | 31875 | 319.688
[Exh Temp 483 483 483.000 Exh Temp 505 507 506.000
Made 5 Mode 5
(Test 1 Test2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 51,608 85712 | 90.660 P 5.1%6 5.18 5.688
[HC 9.00 8.64 3.820 HC 4.6 672 8.160
co 158.28 147.36 | 152.820 co 768 9.00 8.340
Cco2 56241.24 | 55020.12 | 55630.68 coz 587484 [ 58266.12 | 58507.26
M ox 2112 211.200 Mox 22236 | 22116 | 221.760
[Exh Temp 1093 1054 | 1096.000 Exh Temyp 983 1000 991500
Mode & Mode 6
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 17.364 16.884 17.124 PN 4.698 4482 4.590
[HC 14.16 13.56 13.860 HC 162 1.38 1.500
CcO 52.92 52.44 52.680 Co 342 5.04 4.230
Cco2 41964.24 | 41623 92 | 41794.08 Coz 415208 | 41020.08 | 41470.44
MNox 334.32 | 41588 [ 377.100 Nox 34842 | 35412 | 351.270
[Exh Temp 703 700 701.500 Exh Temp 766 751 758.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 20.346 21.048 | 20.697 P 2.154 2.358 2256
[HC 992 9.84 9.780 HC 2.94 2.58 2.760
CcO 3132 276 29.460 [sle] 5.34 336 4.350
Cco2 30531.24 | 3137136 | 30951.3 co2 30754.44 | 30665.22 | 30709.83
Nox 450.2 485.84 | 490.020 Nox 466.8 472.08 | 469.440
[Exh Temp 537 537.000 Exh Temp 556 555 555.500
Mode 8 Mode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 3.2825 3.24 3.266 PhL 0.288 0.162 0.225
[HC 2.025 2.25 2.138 HC 52.56 55.938 54.270
co 45.00 41.85 43.425 co 113.88 116.4 115.140
Cco2 4806.3 | 4721.925|4764.113 Coz 4613.64 | 4965.96 | 4789.800
MNox 59.625 60,825 | 60225 Nox 47,16 48.00 47.580
[Exh Temp 154 187 190.500 Exh Temp 219 154 206.500
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Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 bare engine (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST I with no oxidation catalyst {in g/hr}

Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PhL 3415 36756 | 35453 EM 108.56 8887 98.715
HC 2164706 234 27.524 HC 10.3 46.3 28.300
cO 147.6471| 167.28 | 157464 Co 1387 1334 136.050
Co2 86429 41| 83610.96 | 85020.19 Co2 873881 | 854653 | 86428.7
ex 48,6471 499.647 Mox 587 534.8 [ 296.750
[Exh Temp | 1094 1130 | 1112.000 Exh Temp 1122 1172 [ 1147.000
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P1 55416 54.78 55.098 M 32.89 3216 32.525
HC 3216 30.96 31.560 HC 40.9 39.3 40.100
CO 188 64 18288 | 185.760 CO 1814 187 184.200
Ccoz2 7034472 | 7058016 | T0462.44 coz2 711682 | 710125 | 7109035
ox 676,68 £7548 | 676.080 Mox £46 £47.59 | 646.950
[Exh Temp 261 875 868.000 Exh Temp 915 a07 911.000
Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 bare engine (in g'hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST IT {in g/hr)
Mode 1 Mode 1
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PhL 3415 36756 | 35453 EM 343875 2781 31.099
HC 3164706 234 27.524 HC 12.075 12,975 12,525
Co 147.6471| 167.28 | 157.464 [afe] 13.275 13,95 13613
Co2 86429 41| 83610.96 | 85020.19 Co2 84532 55| 213834 | B2957.99
ex 48,6471 499.647 Mox 561.225 | 507525 | 534375
[Exh Temp | 1094 1130 | 1112.000 Exh Temp 1155 1115 | 1136.500
Mode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P1 55416 54.78 55.098 M 117975 | 13.2975 | 12.548
HC 3216 30.96 31.560 HC 10.5 10,895 10.725
CO 188 64 18288 | 185.760 CO 18.375 22.2 20.288
Co2 7034472 | 70580.16 | 70462.44 coz2 7251455 | 72908.85 [ 727119
ox £76.68 67545 | 676.080 Mox 616,125 | 612225 | 614.175
[Exh Temp 261 75 368.000 Ezh Temp 914 912 913.000
Mode 5 Mode 5
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[PhL 491608 85712 | 90.660 EM 312 2925 3.023
HC g.00 8.64 3.820 HC 2.1 18 1.950
Co 158.28 147.36 | 152.820 [afe] 4.575 4.575
Co2 56241.24 | 55020.12 | 55630.68 Co2 43344 23| 43978.5 | 43661.52
ex 2112 211.200 Mox 167.4 166.65 | 167.025
[Exh Temp | 1098 1094 | 1096.000 Exh Temp 1028 1034 | 1031.000
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P1 20346 21.048 | 20697 M 0.99 0.945 0.968
HC 8§72 5.84 9.780 HC 27 2,925 2.813
CO 3132 276 29.460 CO 1.125 33 2213
Co2 30531.24 | 31371.36 | 30951.3 coz2 31581.82| 317133 | 31647.56
ox 490.2 485.84 | 490.020 Mox 461.93 4737 | 467815
[Exh Temp 577 537.000 Ezh Temp 543 536 539.500

** The results were fom the repeated testing on DST after it was "fzed"
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Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 hare engine-after checkup (in g/hr) Emissions Data for Caterpillar 3306 with DST ITT (in g/hr)

Mode 1 Mode 1
(Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 AVG Test 1 Test 2 Test 3% AVG
It 34.656 32,184 32.184 PhL 34832 2646 25.268 | 30.220
[HC 47.64 45.96 36.24 36.24 39.480 HC 17.64 26.64 22.140
co 142.2 13776 12432 136.56 | 132.880 CO 14.28 §.28 8.64 10.400
co2 55224.8 | 87880.92 [ 91530.12 | 91827.36 | 90412.80 Co2 80659.04 | B0383.8 | 65516.28 | 75533.04
Mox 481.68 | 46272 | 4%4.28 | S06.64 | 487.880 Mox 385.68 37296 | 34608 | 368.240
[Exh Temp 1101 1105 1094 1058 | 1100.333 [Exh Temp 11538 1196 1174 | 1189.333
Iode 2 Mode 2
Test 1 Test 2 Test 3 Test 4 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 47.076 | 48216 43.176 | 45.696 (P2 5.796 5.94 5.868
[HC 50,16 50.16 | 41.00662 42 44.389 HC 14.28 1212 13.200
cO 162 162.84 [168.07%5| 1663 165.906 CO 14.28 15.12 14.700
coz 69888.84 | 7188576 | 7270527 | 72822.08 | 72505.70 Coz2 6605216 | 6659568 | 66343.92
MNox 544.44 £24.96 | 618.8675) 62232 | 622383 Mox 476.64 | 468.12 | 472.380
[Exzh Temp 878 8762 887 873 378.733 [Ezh Temp 929 8927 928.000
MMoade 3 Mode 3
(Test 1 Test 2 Test3 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 60.336 60.204 60.588 | 60.376 [PhL 2837145 3.214286 | 3.026
HC 47.64 46.08 48 47.240 HC 14.14286 | 14.74286 | 14.443
co 157.2 152,76 151.08 | 153.680 CO 52.8 17.57143 | 35.186
Cco2 575955.4 | 58596.36 | 57599756 | 58184.44 co2 42648.6 | 48365 86 | 48509.23
Mox 613,08 £03.36 612,12 | 609.520 ox 5047714 | 503.5714 | 504.171
[Exh Temp 656 694 652 694.000 [Ezh Temp 738 740 739.000
Iode 4 Mode 4
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
[P 681 6879826 | ©68.449 (P2 1.242857 1.56 1.401
[HC 356 | 41.38828 | 40.494 HC 13.88571 [ 15.17143 | 14.529
CcO 98.6 105.7354 | 102.168 CO 5142857 18.51429| 11.829
Cco2 36144 | 36756.08 | 36450.04 co2 31057 2% | 30807 94 | 30932.61
MNeox 3112 | 3081475 ] 309.674 Mox 2552571 25%.2 | 257229
[Exh Temp 478 478 478.500 [Exh Temp 520 529 524.500
Made 5 Mode 5
(Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 39.36 35492 | 39426 [PhL 2.808 3.348 3.078
[HC 23.88 24.00 23.940 HC 5.16 6.36 5.760
co 782 708 75.000 CO 5.04 5.040
Cco2 54458.64 | 5338872 | 54223.68 Co2 46472.4 | 4588508 | 46180.74
M ox 22908 2282 | 229.140 Mox 196.8 196.08 | 196.440
[Exh Temp 75 987 981.000 [Ezh Temp 987 573 980.000
Mode & Mode 6
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AYG
[P 14.784 15.264 15.024 [PhL 1448571 [ 1.277143 | 1.363
[HC 2532 25.2 25260 HC 5657143 | 4.628571| 5.143
CcO 43.92 45.48 44.700 CO 4371425 | 0.514286 | 2.443
Cco2 40808.52 | 40894 88 | 40901.70 co2 33461 66| 33303 34 | 33382.50
MNox 385.08 3774 | 381.240 Meox 2825143 | 282.4286 | 282471
[Exh Temp 704 694 699.000 [Exh Temp 73z 723 727.500
Mode 7 Mode 7
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 25.236 23292 | 24.264 [PhL 0.555 0.5475 0.551
[HC 25.68 25.56 25.620 HC 5.175 4.275 4.725
CcO 3096 30.00 30.480 CO 2.475 45 3.488
Cco2 305726 | 3087464 [ 30973.62 Co2 2465818 | 2452543 | 24811.80
Nox 46968 463.8 | 466.740 MNox 341325 | 346575 | 343.950
[Exh Temp 504 505 504.500 [Ezh Temp 534 534.000
Iode 8 Iode 8
Test 1 Test 2 AVG Test 1 Test 2 AVG
P2 3.107071] 3.383008 | 3.245 (P2 0.084 0.042 0.063
[HC 20.62891 ] 20.07083 | 20.350 HC 54 4.14 4.770
co 60.10355 | 61.05611 | 60.600 CO 2574 26.1 25920
Cco2 7807.28 | B420.155 | 8113.717 CO2 4333.86 | 4683.06 | 4508.460
MNox 1067101 101.384 | 104.037 Meox 55.44 54.78 55110
[Exh Temp 208 196 202.000 [Exh Temp 230 202 216.000
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