University of Denver

Digital Commons @ DU

Fuel Efficiency Automobile Test Publications  Fuel Efficiency Automobile Test Data Repository

2004

High Temperature and Fuel Impacts on HC Emissions

Richard Barrett

Donald H. Stedman

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.du.edu/feat_publications

b Part of the Environmental Chemistry Commons


https://digitalcommons.du.edu/
https://digitalcommons.du.edu/feat_publications
https://digitalcommons.du.edu/feat
https://digitalcommons.du.edu/feat_publications?utm_source=digitalcommons.du.edu%2Ffeat_publications%2F96&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://network.bepress.com/hgg/discipline/134?utm_source=digitalcommons.du.edu%2Ffeat_publications%2F96&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages

Temperature Sensitivity

High Temperature and Fuel Impact (Change in Sensitivitywith Change in Bthanol Market Share) 2003 RSD Emission Measurements
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