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SUBJECT: Submittal of Test Results for work conducted under Work
Assignment No. 18, Contract 68-03-3162, SwRI, Project 03-7338-018.

Contract Title: "Pollution Control Assessment for the Emission
Control Techneology Division, Ann Arbor, Michigan"

Assignment No. 18 Title: "“Low Cost I/M Analyzer Study"”
I. INTRODUCTION

Three "low cost" exhaust analyzers were provided to SwRI by the

. EPA for evaluation under a specific series of tests. This evaluation
involved measuring various concentrations of CO in vehicle exhaust
using a reference analyzer and the three "low cost" analyzers. The
Statement of Work is given in Attachment A-1.

IT. TEST PLAN

The test plan followed was the same as that given in the Work
Plan for Work Assignment No. 18. A copy of the technical approach for that
Work Plan is given in Attachment A-2. Some additional evaluations, over
and above those given in the Work Plan, were conducted.

ITI. CAR, ANALYZERS, AND MISFIRE UNIT

The car used was a 1981 Ford Mustang with a 2.3 liter engine and a
three-way exhaust catalyst. A commercial grade unleaded gasoline was
used. The air pump was disconnected to enable attaining the higher levels
of exhaust CO requested.

An Electronic Ignition Misfire unit that had been utilized in

several previous EPA projects was used in this work assignment. This
unit was described in the final report EPA-460/3-80~003.

. TEXAS, AND WASHINGTON, D.C.




The reference analyzer used was a Beckman 315A Infrared Analyzer
appropriately configured for full scale ranges of 6,3 and 1.5 percent
CO. It was determined at the start of the testing that use of the 6
percent range was adequate over all the test points. The use of a
single range greatly facilitated the testing, and was felt to improve
the overall integrity of the results. Use of a single range enabled
concentrating on those items of greater importance and reduced elapsed
time, which minimized drift for all analyzers used. The calibration
curve for the reference analyzer is given in Attachment A-3.

The three exhaust gas analyzers tested included the fecllowing:

* KAL-EQUIP CC. Model 4089 (Part No. 97-3665)
* HEATHKIT Model CI-1080
* PEERLESS Model 600

Based on the copyright and other dates on the instructions provided, these
analyzers are from the early 1970's. The sensing element in the Heathkit:
analyzer is a thermistor bead, and it is assumed that the other twe analyzers
also utilized thermistor beads. Such instruments using thermistors measure
the overall thermal conductivity of the gas being sampled and compare those
values with the thermal conductivity of air.

In the manuals provided, the accuracy of these analyzers was not
given. However, with the Kal-Equip analyzer, a possible indication of
accuracy was given. In a factory calibration, a tolerance of plus or
minus three divisions of air fuel ratic (i.e., plus or minus 0.3 air
fuel ratio} was allowed. Therefore, the tolerance on CO would be plus
or minus one percent CO {e.g., 2.5 to 4.5 percent CO for a value of 3.5
percent) . '

Coples of the data sheets developed and used for the evaluations
conducted under this work assignment are given in Attachment A-4.

Iy, TEST RESULTS

The specified exhaust CO concentratiens of 1, 2, 3 and S5 percent were
obtained by adjusting the carburetor idle air fuel mixture. The air pump
was disconnected throughcout these analyses, except when obtaining near zeroc con-
centrations of CC in the exhaust.

Results of the analyses are summarized in Attachments B-1 and B-2,
The averages of the results are resummarized in Table 1 and are shown
graphically in Figure 1.

The Kal-Equip analyzer was evaluated in one series of tests and the
Heathkit and Peerless analyzers were evaluated simultanecusly in a separate
series of tests. The 0dd run number evaluations involved starting at the
one percent CO value,and the even run number evaluaticons invelved starting
at the five percent CO values.
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TABLE 1. BRIEF SUMMARY OF RESULTS

Measured CO Values in Percent

Ref. Anal.? Kal-Equip Heathkit. Peerless
4B 24b Base Misfire® Base Misfire® Base Misfire®
0 0 - - 1.5 - 1.5 -
1 1 0.44 0.5 1.9 1.1 1.6 2.1
2 2 1.59 0.9 2.6 1.8 2.1 2.4
3 3 2.64 1.3 3.3 2.4 2.6 2.6
5 5 5.79 3.0 4.9 3.5 3.6 3.3

a s X
Set values were generally within plus or minus 0.2 of the values shown.

There were no significant differences between the measured values at the
two probe locations. )

Probe location from end of vehicle exhaust pipe.
Six percent misfire setting.
Next day repeat values were 0.2, 1.1, 2.1, and 4.7

Feor the analyses with the reference analyzer probes at 4 inches and
24 inches from the exit of the vehicle exhaust pipe, measurements of the
initial pesition were repeated. The results were than compensated for
any. drift in the CO concentration. In no case was there any shift in the
value when changing from one probe to the other. There was, of course,
an initial blip with the first switch at each exhaust CO concentration.

The set point shifted or drifted as much as one percent CO with the
Kal-Equip analyzer, A next day repeat evaluation with the Kal-Equip
analyzer produced measured CO values of 0.2, 1.1, 2.1, and 4.7 percent for
1, 2, 3, and 5 percent exhaust concentrations After careful setting cf
the control on this analyzer, a 0.5 percent CO drift was observed after
five minutes with the probe in room air.

Not shown on the summaries are the results of some added evaluations
which were conducted. With essentially no CO in the exhaust, the average
readings wexe 1.5 percent CO with the Heathkit and with the Peerless analyzers.
With a calibration gas ccntaining 9@ percent CO in nitrogen, the CO readings
on the Heathkit angd Peerless analyzers dropped less than 0.5 percent CO from
the room air set point of 3.5 percent CO (i.e., readings of about 3 percent CO}.



It should be pointed out that with room air the arnalyzers are set to read
3.5 percent CO. With a 10.7 percent Co, calibration gas, the CO readings
on these two analyzers were about 1 percent.

V. CLOSURE

This submission of the test results completes all of the requirements
in Work Assignment 18.

Prepared by:

Charles M. Urban
Senior Research Engineer
Department of Emissions Research

Submitted by:

Charles T. Hare Karl J./Bpringer
Manager., Advanced Technology Directo
Department of Emissions Research Department of Emissions Research
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ATTACHMENT A-1

Statement of Work

The testing will consist of replicate measurements of vehicle
exhaust at several tailpipe CO <concentrations at idle,
measuring simultaneocusly* with three low cost CO analyzers
and a reference analyzer.** The CO exhaust concentrations
should have values near 1%, 2%, 3%, and 5% CO such that each
value can be replicated te within ,03% CO (300 ppm) (the
reference CO meter shall be used for determining the CO
level). The low cost analyzer shall be operated per the
manufacturers instructions. The reference analyzer shall
measure CO at two locations; one at the same location as the
shortest low cost analyzer probe, the other location shall be
at least 20 inches upstream from the end of the vehicle
tailpipe (to avoid tailpipe dilution). The vehicle shall
have a 4~ or 6-cylinder engine, and be capable of producing
the CO levels indicated (more than one vehicle can be used 1if

desired). The tests shall be run with a warmed-up vehicle.
Replicate the concentrations serially, starting with
ascending order, then with descending order, and so forth
until five wvalues are recorded at each level. Provide 1TSS

with the upstream and downstream CO values for the reference
analyzer; CO values from the low cost analyzers; average CO
levels for each 1level, analyzer, and location; and the CO
standard deviation for each level, analyzer, and location.
Indicate the fuel type used, (Indelene or commerical).
Repeat the above procedure using a misfire generator (6%
misfire) and provide the same data.

*If the tallplpe canncot contain all o¢f the probes without
distributing the flow, reduce the number of analyzers per
test ana repeat the test for the analyzers not tested in the
first group.

**The reference analyzer shall conform to and be c¢peratea in
accordance with 40 CFR 86 Subpart D (Heavy-duty raw exhaust).



Attachment A-2

I1. STATEMENT OF TECHENMICAL APPRQACH
The appreach to be taken is as follows:

* Receive the three low cost CQO analyzers supplied by the EPA
Technical Project Monitor,

* Check out the CO analyzers in accord with the manufacturers’
instructions, which are t¢ be provided by the EPA along with
the analyzers. Analyzers meeting the requirements in the manu-
facturers' instructicons will be used in this task; any analyzer
not meeting the reguirements will be dropped from further ewvaluation.

* Using a vehicle with a 4- or 6=-cylinder engine, develcp a method
for obtaining tailpipe CQ emissions of 1, 2, 3, and 5 percent by
volume (+0.3%, or minimum variation practical). One of the
following methods or a combination will be used:

~ Idle mixture adjustment
- Intake restriction (i.e., choking)
- Control of injected air (if and when a catalyst 1s used)

It i1s anticipated that an oxidation catalyst-egquipped car will
be used for the initial ewvaluation.

* Tailpipe CO readings will first be taken with the low-cost analyzer
having the shortest exhaust probe, and with the reference analyzer.
The reference analyzer will have one probe located the same as
that of the low=-cost analyzer, and one probe located at least 20
inches upstream from the cutlet of the tailpipe. The procedure
will be as follows:

Wwarm-up the engine over an FTP, by operating at 40 mph
for 15 minutes, or by equivalent operation.

- Measure exhaust CO at idle mixtures producing approximately
1, 2, 3, and 5% CQO, and then at 3, 3, 2, and 1% COQ.

- Clear the engine by operating at increased engine spesds
for a few seconds, and check zerc and/or spans ¢n the
instruments.

- Repeat the measurement sequences of exhaust CO.

- Clear the engine, zero, and span,

- Repeat the measurement sequence of exhaust CO from the
1 through 5% wvalues.

- Zerc and span the instruments.
Note: Idle is generally not a stable condition, and tnerefore,

does not generally produce stable or repeatable CO
values, especially within *0.3 at the higher CQO settiag.



ATTACHMENT A-2 (Cont'd)

If the CO values become more stable without clearing
the engine, the clearing will be omitted. The engine
idle speed will not be readjusted at the various CO
levels as long as the speed remains within reasonable

limits (i.e., within *100 rpm). If found necessary,
the grder in which the idle CO values are measured may
be altered.

* Repeat the tailpipe CC reading sequence with the remaining two
low-cost analyzers {simultaneously, if practical to do so).
These evaluations will include measurements with the reference
analyzer at only one probe location: at least 20 inches upstream.

* Review the data to assure it appears reasonable and that there are
at least four acgeptable data points for each condition.

* Install the available misfire generator c¢n a 4= or 6-cylinder
engine that does not have a catalyst (can be a catalyst-equipped
car on wnich the catalyst has been removed). With a & percent
misfire setting, develop a method for obtaining the various tailpipe
CO emission levels. Repeat the tailpipe CO reading sequence with
the low=-cost and reference analyzers, and review the data.

Note: The level of effort assumes that the misfire generator
still functions properly (it has not been used in
approximately two years). Hydrocarbon readings may
also be taken if it proves practical to do so, but any
such reading will not be used in determination of
validity of the data.

* Tabulate the CO data, and determine the averages and standard
deviations for each combination of CC level-analyzer-probe location.

* Record identification data from the cars and the analyzers used,
and determine the probe locations in the exhaust pipe. The fuel
will be identified by ty¥pe only: no analyses of the fuel will be
conducted.

. * Return or retain the low cost analyzers as subseguently requested
by the EPA Tehcnical Project Moniter.
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ATTACHMENT A-4
Sheet 1 of 2

LOW COST I/M ANALYZER STUDY
SwRI Project 03-7338-018

Date By
ANALYZERS:
Calibration Check Q.X.:
KAL=EQUIP [ ] HEATHKIT [ PEERLESS ||
. Connect to Battexry . Connect to Battery . Balance Meter
.-Adj. Set Control . Balance Meter . Adj. Set Pointer
. Turn ON and Balance
3 _ . . Adj. Set every 15 min.
Yes | INo [ | Yes | |No [ ] Yes | | Ng |
AUTCMOBILE:
Year )94] Make Frird Model

Engine CID 74,3 Lite, Catalyst: None ] oxia. (] 3-way (X
Fuel Used: iuleénded Gocpline : :

- CQ MEASUREMENTS IN PERCENT:
Misfire Setting: None [ | 6% | |

. Warm-up engine = 15 minutes at 40 mph, or equivalent.

Set Ref. Anal. Xal- Ref., Heath- | Peer-
L% co*| 4" 24" Equip 24" kit less

1

2

3

4

5

3

4

3

2

1

* +0.3%, or minimum variation practical.

Continued



» Migfire Setting: None G 6% :[

. Clear Engine at increaged speed.
. Check calibration of all instriumnents

ATTACHMENT A-4 (Cont'd)
Sheet 2 of 2

Sat Ref. Anal. Xal- Ref. Heath~ | Peer-
% CO* 4" _ 24" Equip, i} 24" kit less

nl &l w]uje

HlM] Wl AL WL

. Clear Bngine at increased speed.
. Check calibration of all instruments.

Set Ref. Anal. Kal- Ref. Heath- | Peer-
% CO* 4" 24" . Equip. 24" kit less

I

2
3
4
5

ko lw e Jn

. Check calibration of all instruments.

*+ 0.3%, or minimum variation practical.



RESULTS WITHOUT IGITION MISFIRE

LOW COST I/M ANALYZER CO RESULTS

Misfire Setting: None E&%D

ATTACHMENT B-1

Ref. anal. at 4" Ref. Anal. at 24" Kal-Equip.
Set % CO TEETEE) s 1y 2 3 5 112 [3 3
Run 1 Ll 120 3/ 48001l 20 3/ 481 071181 3.0 6.0
Run 2 0.7 1 2./1 30 48109\ 2/13.0 ¢48|l0g 223/ 5.7
Run 3 L0 122130 s/ 1,022 |30 Sl koo |t |2/ 5/
Run 4 0.8 2013/ soNs8l20]7/ 5 0|kgp | 10123 50
Run 3 1/ 1223/ sa2lls/lz2l3.) L2106 1R 126 6.0
Run 6 /0 1{R.0}12.8 - saliro|l.0128 5205|627 6.4 |
Average 10121130 5010|2130 50|l 041 /5|26 57
std. pev. | 0./ 1 0. 110,/ 02 lloslo/lo] 0.2110. 4105 0.4 0.5
il

- Ref. Anal. at 24" Heathkit Peerless

| Set % CO 1 2 3 S 1 2 3 S 1 2 3 3
Run 1 0.31/,8' 30 SO0 2.0l 27| 34 L7 1511812 § 3.5
Run 2 0.7 2.1 30 53| /726|324 soll/6l23] 27 3.7
Run 3 i) | 2.6l 2.9 S0l 19 | 24]3] 47V b |2.0]| 2.5 3.5
Run 4 091191 30 S /241 2l] 3.6 S48 123 2.8 3.8
Run 5 AENIEY S 1.6 12:-4] 3.2 L7016 ]2./]2 6 5.5
Run 6 9.8 |2.0| 3.0 5/ 20| 273231 47 7k 2./ ].95] 34
Average 0.912.0{ 70 LA VAAVAAEE 491/ 12126 3.6
Std. Dev. o 0] 0./ 0,1 ig210./ 102 p.3110./10310. /) 02




ATTACHMENT B-2

RESULTS WITH IGNITION MISFIRE

LOW COST I/M ANALYZER CQ RESULTS

Misfire Setting: None /_/6%/X/

ref, Anal. at 4" Ref., 2Anal. at 24" _ Kal-Equip.

Set % CO 1} 2 3| S 1l 2 3 5 1 2 3 5

Run 1 r2l a9 s0iloo | 061 10 3.0
Run 2 Lo0t.2.0|3.0 4.9 10.82 10.821 10 2.9
Run 3 Lol 2./12.8 Sallor 103104 2.7
Run 4 .1 19139 s2llesl0firs 3.0
Run 5 | 12l 2.0 27 sallogiszolra 2/
Run 6 - Jol 291228 S/lro 127 (20 32
Average [ L1201 29 5./ 0_.{ 0.7 113 3.0
Std. Dev. 0.)10.410/ 9.1 1104105 0.4 9.2

Ref. Anal. at 24" Heathkit Pearlass

Set % CO 1 2 3 =] h 2 3 s 1 2 3 5

Run 1 /.1 2.0 3 sollowv| 2571 20 3.8 |20 2% 2.7 3.3
Run 2 Lo | 261 3.0 4 8o.s| 12 2.8 ¥ g0l 2326 123
Run 3 AV NIEN, s /o9 /6l2.2 3.5 2.0 24| 2.6 3.2
Run 4 L0201 3.1 S il2pl22las 38 Wa jtadlay 3.2
Run S Lol 2.0l 3.0 S0l 18122 33a2a223l2c 3,2
Run 6 (12 112.9) S AU/ .S 2.0 2.5 W2/ 2.4 26 3.3
JAverage NI NAEA) 50l 1/11.812% 3512 /|24 26 23
std. Dev. W pjio/ |0 S0 0y 02040/ 10.71 0] 1o/






