- not applicable

WLTP COP Procedure B cierent from E

same as EU procedure

U procedure

updated on 13 NOV. 2018

ICE. NOVC-HEV OVC-HEV PEV NOVC-FCHV
Japan pursue Pollutants Evap. FC/CO2 EC notes (ref) EU
pollutants| Evap. FC/CO2 cs ) CS or CD Cs D D EC FC
*0) under the discussion
pollutants, (interpolation family basis or official value basis) Annex 1
FC/CO2, EC P . Y . - - L 4.1.3. for all except Evap.
Sample Unit ask EU to provide more information of EU unique definition
Evapo. *00) production process control ATSX I
ollutants best scenario : JPN Annex I
EC/COZ E,C fallback : COMPROMISED *1) at least once per every 6 months 414
Samp|e interval ! should avoid : dis-harmo. T
and volume Annex I
Evapo. *00) production process control 4.6.
EREEFTYILTORRL
Pollutants .
Pass/Fail judgement pest scenario : JPN R83) Japan believe R83 method is appropriate for production Annex 1
(methodology only) fallback : dis-harmo control 4.2.3.
y.ony should avoid : EU unique Appendix1
CO2/FC/EC
Pass//Fa{I judgement best scenario : JPN *2) average check per Yearly/Lot : official value - 36/N~0.5
(methodology only) fallback : COMPROMISED lowest limit check per every single test : official value - 30
should avoid : EU unique *3) exempt if no ICE operate in 1st CD cycle
*-1) production process control
. . . Annex I
Evapo. (according to each OEM engineering process to ensure the 4.6.1.1
performance) I
pollutants, . " ) ) Annex I
Vehicle FC/CO2, EC not contradictory 4) allow to use different vehicle for CS/CD test 422
selection A I
Evapo. *00) production process control nnex
4.6.1.3.
assigned - - Annex I
(CO2/FC/EC) 4.2.4.3.
Run-in ) *5)
best scenario : ? .
factor -developed specific procedure Annex I
actual fallback : ? ) o .
should avoid : dis-harmo -require validation during COP process (up to OEM procedure) 4.2.4.
' ' please refer appendix
Test conditions
Fuel (Type I) Market best scenario : ?
reference fallback : ? waiting for study by JARI
harmonized should avoid : dis-harmo.
Fuel (Type IV)  Market
reference best scenario : ? *00) production process control
fallback : ?
= harmonized . . . . ]
should avoid : dis-harmo. no fuel is used for function check and production process control




WLTP COP Procedure

not applicable
same as EU procedure
different from EU procedure

updated on 13 NOV. 2018

(need final confirmation)

ICE. NOVC-HEV OVC-HEV PEV NOVC-FCHV
Japan pursue Pollutants Evap. FC/CO2 EC notes (ref) EU
pollutants| Evap. FC/CO2 cs ) CS or CD Cs D D EC FC

apply homolo.
R/L set value
setting each vehicle setting
Prep.
Soak

low voltage battery

HEV battery

canister loading
Type I test L

N Annex I
COP unique 4.3. for PEV

coolant/oil temp.
REESS balance

Drive trace indices

Type 1V test

best scenario : ?

fallback : dis-harmo.

should avoid : EU

COP unique (leak/
purge volume check)

best scenario : ?
fallback : ?
should avoid : ?

ATCT/Trace Correction

best scenario : NA

fallback : dis-harmo.

should avoid : EU

Audit by Authorities

Test by Authorities

RMSSE : unque for EU and JPN
Thres : same or unique for homologation and COP

I b

*00) production process control

4.4. for OVC-HEV

no description

Annex I
4.6. for Evap.

no correction

Annex I
4.2.2.1.

Authori it right
utho ty possess aud 9 need more time to develop MLIT/NTSEL stance

(periodical check in each plant is actively executed)

Annex 14.1.5.
(once per year)

Annex 14.1.6.
(once per 3 years)




