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Opening
Due to the on-going COVID-19 pandemic development and measures put in place by UN Headquarters for the most recent sessions, the above mentioned EPPR session will run via web-conferencing only.

[bookmark: _Hlk3882707][bookmark: _Hlk3882676]Draft agenda and past minutes
Documentation
EPPR-45-01_May 2021 EPPR-45 webex_agenda 
EPPR-43-09_Mar 2021 EPPR-43_report 2021-03-18

Discussion
EPPR-45-01 status 2021-05-26 was adopted.
EPPR-43-09 status 2021-03-18 was adopted.

GTR2
[bookmark: _Hlk62543754]3.1. GTR2 Amd5	- priority
Documentation
· EPPR-44-09 (Sec.) GTR2 Amd5_2021-05-11
· EPPR-45-02 (IMMA) comments on EPPR-44-09

Context
IWG agreed to extend GTR2 to 3-wheeled vehicles (shortened as 3w).
India proposal to put in abeyance Indian-specific 3w in Amd5 was agreed upon. Proposal to add gaseous fuelled vehicles in draft Amd5 was submitted for review by IWG.
China proposal to change the description of WMTC for sub-class 0-2, notably to split the description of the test for 0-2 in two cases, was submitted for review by IWG:
The first case applying to the “regular” 0-2 vehicles, whose max. design speed is 50 km/h. China proposed to apply the same test cycle as cat. 1 in this case. [This case was not depicted in Table A1/1Figure A4.App12/5].
The second case applying to vehicles whose max. design speed is 45 km/h. China proposed to leave the test unchanged in this case; i.e. The test speed would be truncated at 45 km/h. This case was depicted in Table A1/1.
China also proposed to change the description under the tables of cycles (Table A1/1Figure A4.App12/5) accordingly.
Note post-session: Shortly after the EPPR-43 session India submitted the latest version of their comments as in EPPR-43-08, taking into account the discussion had at EPPR-43:
1. Taking EPPR-43-05 (IMMA) as basis of their comments.
2. Proposing 2 alternative wordings for the Indian-specific vehicles in the scope, for decision by IWG:
2.1. Option 2 was the India original proposal. 
2.2. Option 1 was a reworded text, as suggested by EPPR Sec.
3. Adding alternative fuels in square brackets = agreed by the IWG.
4. The rest of the comments stayed unchanged as in EPPR-43-07 (India); the latter was thus superseded.
Tentative roadmap of GTR2 Amd5:
Informal document at June GRPE.

[bookmark: _Hlk67301792]Discussion
EPPR IWG discussed on whether to use A or B, both in GTR2 and in DUR:
A) “two- and three-wheeled vehicle”
B) “two- and three-wheeled motor vehicle”
Japan, EC, India, China, US, IMMA supported the use of option “A”. Agreed.

EPPR-45-02 IMMA proposal for amendments to EPPR-44-09.
India supported it. No objection from IWG.
EPPR-45-02 was agreed upon; it will be integrated into EPPR-44-09 for submission as informal document to June GRPE (by Friday 27/05/2021).

Key points decided:
Scope was extended to 3-wheeled vehicles (shortened as 3w).
Indian-specific 3w were put in abeyance in Amd5, as proposed by India.
Use of “two- and three-wheeled motor vehicle” was agreed upon.
Gaseous-fuelled vehicles were added, as proposed by India.
Alternative fuels were added; sq. brackets to be removed.
Description of WMTC for sub-class 0-2 was split into two cases, as proposed by China.
Description under the tables of cycles (Table A1/1Figure A4.App12/5) was changed accordingly.




[bookmark: _Hlk526845963]Durability GTR – priority 
4.1. Main text
Document
· DUR-13-07 (Sec.) DUR-13-06 + lines 120 and 154_2021-03-24.xlsx
· DUR-14-01 (Japan) comment to DUR-13-07 (Sec.).xlsx
· DUR-14-02 (USA) 3wheelers DUR Distance Accumulation Mileage.pptx
proposing to use the same requirements for 2- and 3-wheelers, as in USA, 
and to simplify the table accordingly.
DUR-14-03 (IMMA) DUR GTR_draft based on DUR-13-07_2021-04-22.docx
DUR-14-05 (China) Durability mileage accumulation of 2-wheelers and 3-wheelers.pptx
in China IV, durability mileage of 2w and 3w was different, in order to keep it consistent with Euro 4.
In China V, which was still under discussion, China was considering merging the durability mileage of 2w and 3w. 
China could agree with the US proposal to use the same requirements for 2w and 3w. 
DUR-14-07 (Sec.) DUR GTR_draft based on DUR-13-07_2021-04-29
DUR-15-01 (Japan) comments on DUR-14-07 (Sec.) DUR GTR_2021-04-29.docx

Context
Open points 
Title
1. Durability of pollution-control devices – in draft DUR GTR, in line with EU 168-2013 (EURO5), referring to Type V Annex VII indicated as ‘Durability of pollution control devices”
2. Durability of after treatment devices - mentioned in WP29/2021/81, based on GRPE-82-26-rev.1 
Two- and three- [motor] vehicles
For parts related to CP Option, Japan had proposed to add “if applicable”, to use the same wording of WLTP.
Min. Durability Distance Accumulation, table B.2.-1; see US and China´s proposals.
China´s proposal for 2.5.1:
· 2.5.1.	[The multiplicative deterioration factors for the mathematical durability procedure are set out in [Table 4 for UN 1 stage] and in [Table 5 for the UN 2 stage].] [Contracting Parties may require the alternative multiplicative deterioration factors according to their durability legislation].

Tentative roadmap of DUR GTR:
June GRPE: inf. doc.

[bookmark: _Hlk70004510]Action 
[bookmark: _Hlk70003265]EPPR IWG to review DUR-14-01 (Japan), DUR-14-02 (US), DUR-14-05 (China), DUR-14-03 (IMMA), DUR-14-04 (IMMA) for May EPPR-45 session.

Discussion
IWG discussed the open points, in preparation for submission of the informal document.

Title: Durability of pollution control devices. The EPPR Chair will inform GRPE that “During the work of the IWG on the GTR, the IWG has decided to change the title”, asking for guidance on how to formally proceed.
AECC supported the title, aligned with EURO5. DUR needs not a component but a vehicle approach.

DUR-15-01 was presented by Japan, showing in the Word-format the same comments raised at the previous meeting (EPPR-44) on the DUR-14-07 (Sec.) in an Excel-format in DUR-14-01 (JPN).

For parts related to CP Option, Japan proposed to add “if applicable”, to use the same wording of WLTP.
EC noted that the wording “if applicable” was included very late in the drafting process of WLTP. According to EC it does not make the text clearer but rather redundant. EC did not strongly oppose the Japanese proposal but asked Japan to re-consider if necessary to add “if applicable”.
Japan can agree to remove “if applicable” JY

[bookmark: _Hlk67307229]US EPA would like to see also the procedure about Deterioration Factors for Mathematical Durability in para. 2.5., as CP option.
At last EPPR, China proposed to put the factors as CP option.
Chair noted that the whole procedure (and not only the factors) in para. 2.5 shall become a CP Option, and that the text shall be reworded. 
IWG agreed to add following sentence in sq. brackets for later decision:
Para. 2.5.1: [At the option of the Contracting Party, as an alternative to para. 2.3.1 or 2.3.2, the manufacturer may request to use the mathematical durability procedure.] – Open point.
China´s proposal for 2.5.1:
· 2.5.1.	[The multiplicative deterioration factors for the mathematical durability procedure are set out in [Table 4 for UN 1 stage] and in [Table 5 for the UN 2 stage].] [Contracting Parties may require the alternative multiplicative deterioration factors according to their durability legislation]. – open point.
To clarify if needed to use and potentially define UN 1 stage and UN 2 stage. Open points.

EC raised a study reservation, as they still need to clarify the effect of the US proposal on their legislation, notably regarding a category, L5e. Since the GTR is mainly based upon EURO 5, EC proposed to leave Table 2/B.2.-1 in square brackets in the informal document, open for discussion at the next EPPR session for a potential inclusion in the formal document. 
India expressed preference for keeping the Table for 2w and 3w separate. India engaged to present an analysis.
The EC proposal was accepted; Table 2/B.2.-1 will be in square brackets in the informal document.

Action
EC to clarify the origin of the DF in para. 2.5. (Euro 4)?
Chair to clarify UN Stage 1 and 2.


[bookmark: _Hlk42849581][bookmark: _Hlk56078983]
[bookmark: _Hlk24536527]Report on activities performed by various CPs and stakeholders.
5.1. Max. power determination 
Documentation
EPPR-22-15 (S.Korea) Proposal for GTR on Max. Power Determination and roadmap
EPPR-31-10 (S.Korea) Opinion on testing method of Max. Power.pdf 
EPPR-34-03 (S.Korea) Power loss
EPPR-36-03 (S.Korea) Roadmap of Max. Power_update
EPPR-39-06 (S.Korea) Latest activities and future plan regarding Max. Power in S.Korea.pdf

Context
S.Korea´s request for a GTR on max. power determination.
S.Korea was planning to repair their test device by December 2020.

Action
S.Korea to provide a progress report on their activities – if available.

5.2 US EPA Catalyst thermal aging
[bookmark: _Hlk51857382]Context
US EPA to provide a progress report, when available on their program on catalyst thermal bench aging – requirement for prove-out of method at initial use – by each OEM or by an association/group of manufacturers.
Also noted by the JRC Effect Study – need to show that the catalyst thermal aging is representative of whole vehicle emission deterioration.

Discussion
Point off the agenda.

Transposition of GTR2 
Action
IWG to start discussing how to handle transposition of GTR2; e.g. in which timeframe; if different GTRs should better be transposed into separate UNRs.

Discussion
DUR and GTR2Amd5 need to be finalized before the IWG can get capabilities to start the transposition.
Point on hold in the next agenda.


AOB
Candidature per next EPPR Chairmanship.
EC informed about not having resources at this stage to allocate to this role. EC was looking into the option of Member States detaching an expert for this role.
The invitation to present a candidate for the EPPR Chairmanship was renewed. 


Next meetings and key dates
1-4 June		GRPE-83
· Inf. doc on GTR2 Amd.5
· Inf. doc on DUR
30 June/8 July 	EPPR-46, 12.00-15.00 CEST, tbc
mid Oct 		Deadline for Jan 2022 GRPE
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