08-DEG-08

08/05/09

Minutes of 6/Data Experts Group meeting, Geneva, 08/04/25
1. 
 Minutes

Agreed : 03-DEG-08, the minutes of the previous meeting, without changes/modifications

2.          Confirmation of the venue of the 11/R41WG meeting 

Noted  : DEG and the R41WG Chairman confirmed that 11/R41WG would take place at the

  beginning of  July.

3.
Inputs from Germany on Additional Sound Emissions Provisions (ASEP) 

3.1
The question of ASEP limit curves

Noted
: Germany explained that 12 vehicles which were illegal under the current Reg41

  became legal when tested under the current ASEP method defined by DEG in 

  Annex3.

 
: FAMI pointed out that any change of the ASEP methodology should be

              thoroughly discussed before being able to agree the draft text of the revised Reg41

: The German presentation on a variant of the ASEP text aligned on the new approach


  developed by the Reg51 WG              (Version corrected on May 24th : Annex1.ppt) 


: The proposal to include an universal cap instead of a cap per vehicle based on:  


*An overall tolerance of 2dB




*The replacement of the Lwot related engine speed (n_i) of the

  ISO362-2 by the 50% percentile of the normalised n_norm_50 

  (the average tendency of n-i)

*The reference noise level "Lwot_ref" being determined based on the 

  SS limit value instead of being determined by Lurban 


: From Annex3, Lurban was the result of

 (1-individual Kp) X Lwot (at PP in gear i) + Kp X Lcrs


: The calculation of a Kp_ref instead of a Kp with the following principle difference

 between the two factors:

              kp_ref was based on in-use driving behaviour statistics whereas kp was based on the

  individual acceleration behaviour of the vehicle that can be “tuned” by the

  manufacturer to some extend


: The limitation of Lasep_ni (as Lwot_ref) to Lwot_max in case of


: FAMI asked that in case of two gears (Kp target vs Kp_ref), the new


  result might be above the Annex3 test result


: The ASEP requirement  would therefore become a function of the limit value of 

  Annex 3 and PMR and nothing else.

            : FAMI pointed out that in case of Reg51, ASEP covered all the types of cars whereas

  ASEP in case of Reg41would only cover Class3 vehicles 

            : The reminder that Class 1&2 vehicles should not be considered for ASEP


  as per the previous presentation 




   (Annex2.ppt) 
:  2 solutions needed to be considered: either fix a WOT limit value or see if the ASEP

  test could not eliminate the 12 identified vehicles since ASEP did already provide a

              cap on the noise performance. 

Agreed: DEG had recognized the validity of that the problem

: The German proposal to aligning the ASEP procedure with that adopted by the R51

  WG for cars would be reviewed: DEG had agreed that this proposal would be fully

  assessed by Germany possibly before the end of May, using the noise database

  constructed by DEG (reference: 07-DEG-08 updated and uploaded on May14th)

: The results -if available- would discussed by NTF at the end of May and later at the

 
  11th session of the R41WG at the beginning of July.

3.2
  The question of SS limit values for Class3

Noted  : The presentation from Germany   




   (Annex3.ppt)


: The calculations results 





   (Annex4.xls)


: Germany had started studying what effect changing the SS limit value would have on

  the calculated LWOT while maintaining the same difference to COP limit 

  requirement as for the current Reg41. 


            : Germany was concerned that a manufacturer might decide to privilege a very good

  low constant speed result combined with an noisier WOT behaviour: on urban

              operations, there would be no problem but on rural operations this design choice

  might become a noise problem.


: Some Class3 vehicles could be noisier (ie. increase WOT noise behaviour): 

  above a power to mass ratio of 200kW/t, with a Kp factor of 50 or higher, a Lwot

  value of 86 could be obtained while satisfying a SS limit value of 78dB


: Germany pointed out that the constant speed results might be influenced by the


  silencer


: Italy pointed that the calculation considered that the cruise was kept as it was for


  each single vehicle


: Putting a maximum noise control difference between constant speed and WOT (with


  a fixed limit of XdB for example) would be design restrictive but making the cruise

  
  section noisier would be environmentally counter productive for manuafacturers. 

: The reminder that motorcycles contribution to Leq was negligible.


: The ISO Chairman suggested finding a solution to this problem within the ASEP

  frame. 

: The Annex3 requirements should help reject vehicles which were already 


  above the COP result with the old current method 





: Germany pointed out that the average ASEP slope for replacement silencers against

  the OEM silencers was the same, around 3.0  


: The variation possibility would always exist because of the spread of the constant


  speed and WOT parameters

Agreed
: Germany had expressed concern with the SS noise limit value for Class 3 MCs. 

  DEG agreed the pre-analysis of the problem and the need to resolve it


: Germany would rerun the calculations for presentation to R41 at the beginning of

  July

4.
The revised vehicle information sheet 

Noted  : DEG confirmed that the any more information than the vehicle information sheet


  with origin, testing organisation, and submitting body was not necessary

: 07-DEG-08 was the final database: it would be cleaned up and re-circulated as Rev1


: The reminder that the response to Germany & EU comments was 04-R41WG-08

5.
The draft Noise Preamble 

Noted
: The draft would be circulated to NTF for comments 


(To follow)


: The reminder that DEG was asked to come up with such explanatory document about

  what the amendment did based on an EPA request at 10/R41WG


: The SG though that there was an advantage to have this Preamble and thanked the

  TO for having prepared such draft

Agreed: A further revision of the Noise Preamble Preamble to be used when presenting the

  final draft text of the revised R41 at  GRB, probably in February 2009, would be 

  circulated to R41WG based on the comments  NTF would produce in the meantime.  

6.
The draft amendment to R41

Document: 05-R41WG-08-ann2, the version 6 of the draft text of the amendment to R41

Agreed
: The R41 Secretariat would circulate the table version of version 6 with a reminder


  for comments and the indication that using the table would facilitate the task of


  R41WG for comments


: A working column would be added to the table during 11/R41WG in order to 


  agree a final text for version7.  


: If a different structure for the revision of Reg41 would work better, DEG Members 


  were welcomed to produce a schematic version of the proposed structure.

            : The structure of the revised text of Reg41 would be confirmed by the R41WG at the

 
  beginning of July.

: Based on the final structure agreed, the text would be revised in time for presentation

  at the GRB session 

7.
Japan situation at the type approval level  

Noted
: The Japanese administration wanted more than an "ASEP compliance declaration"

  from manufacturers and might require the delivery of ASEP data at the TA level


: The current JASIC discussion with the Japanese administration would generate the

  numbers to put in Annex7 for CVT vehicles.  

8.
Report to R41WG

Agreed : The report to R41&WG would be based on the outcome of the analysis Germany


   would make.

9.
Date and place of any further meeting

Agreed
: A date and a place for a future DEG meeting would be defined by R41WG if


  considered necessary in July based on the latest analysis results Germany would


  be able to deliver to the DEG group.

