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OVERVIEWOFTHESOURCEBOOK

SustainableTransport:ASourcebookforPolicy-MakersinDevelopingCities

WhatistheSourcebook?
This Sourcebook on Sustainable Urban Transport 
addresses the key areas of a sustainable transport 
policy framework for a developing city. The 
Sourcebook consists of more than 20 modules.
Whoisitfor?
The Sourcebook is intended for policy-makers in 
developing cities, and their advisors. This target 
audience is reflected in the content, which 
provides policy tools appropriate for application 
in a range of developing cities.
Howisitsupposedtobeused?
The Sourcebook can be used in a number of 
ways. It should be kept in one location, and the 
different modules provided to officials involved 
in urban transport. The Sourcebook can be easily 
adapted to fit a formal short course training 
event, or can serve as a guide for developing a 
curriculum or other training program in the 
area of urban transport. GTZ is elaborating 
training packages for selected modules, being 
available since October 2004.
Whataresomeofthekeyfeatures?
The key features of the Sourcebook include:
 A practical orientation, focusing on best 

practices in planning and regulation and, 
where possible, successful experience in 
developing cities.

 Contributors are leading experts in their fields.
 An attractive and easy-to-read, colour layout.
 Non-technical language (to the extent 

possible), with technical terms explained.
 Updates via the Internet.

HowdoIgetacopy?
Please visit http://www.sutp.org or http://www.
gtz.de/transport for details on how to order a 
copy. The Sourcebook is not sold for profit. Any 
charges imposed are only to cover the cost of 
printing and distribution. You may also order 
via transport@gtz.de.
Commentsorfeedback?
We would welcome any of your comments or 
suggestions, on any aspect of the Sourcebook, by 
e-mail totransport@gtz.de, or by surface mail to:

Manfred Breithaupt 
GTZ, Division 44 
P. O. Box 5180 
65726 Eschborn 
Germany

Furthermodulesandresources
Further modules are anticipated in the areas of 
Financing Urban Transport and Benchmarking. 
Additional resources are being developed, and an 
Urban Transport Photo CD-ROM is available.

Modulesandcontributors
Sourcebook Overview and Cross-cutting Issues of 
Urban Transport (GTZ)
Institutionalandpolicyorientation
1a. The Role of Transport in Urban Development 

Policy (Enrique Peñalosa)
1b. Urban Transport Institutions (Richard Meakin)
1c. Private Sector Participation in Urban Transport 

Infrastructure Provision 
(Christopher Zegras, MIT)

1d. Economic Instruments  
(Manfred Breithaupt, GTZ)

1e. Raising Public Awareness about Sustainable 
Urban Transport (Karl Fjellstrom, GTZ)

Landuseplanninganddemandmanagement
2a. Land Use Planning and Urban Transport 

(Rudolf Petersen, Wuppertal Institute)
2b. Mobility Management (Todd Litman, VTPI)
Transit,walkingandcycling
3a. Mass Transit Options  

(Lloyd Wright, University College London; 
Karl Fjellstrom, GTZ)

3b. Bus Rapid Transit  
(Lloyd Wright, University College London)

3c. Bus Regulation & Planning (Richard Meakin)
3d. Preserving and Expanding the Role of Non-

motorised Transport (Walter Hook, ITDP)
3e. Car-Free Development 

(Lloyd Wright, University College London)
Vehiclesandfuels
4a. Cleaner Fuels and Vehicle Technologies  

(Michael Walsh; Reinhard Kolke,  
Umweltbundesamt – UBA)

4b. Inspection & Maintenance and Roadworthiness 
(Reinhard Kolke, UBA)

4c. Two- and Three-Wheelers (Jitendra Shah, 
World Bank; N.V. Iyer, Bajaj Auto)

4d. Natural Gas Vehicles (MVV InnoTec)
4e. Intelligent Transport Systems (Phil Sayeg, TRA; 

Phil Charles, University of Queensland)
4f. EcoDriving (VTL; Manfred Breithaupt, 

Oliver Eberz, GTZ)
Environmentalandhealthimpacts
5a. Air Quality Management (Dietrich Schwela, 

World Health Organization)
5b. Urban Road Safety (Jacqueline Lacroix, DVR; 

David Silcock, GRSP)
5c. Noise and its Abatement  

(Civic Exchange Hong Kong; GTZ; UBA)
Resources
6. Resources for Policy-makers (GTZ)

http://www.sutp.org
http://www.gtz.de/transport
http://www.gtz.de/transport
mailto:transport@gtz.de
mailto:transport@gtz.de
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1. Backgroundandintroduction

Motor vehicles emit large quantities of carbon 
monoxide, hydrocarbons, nitrogen oxides, and 
such toxic substances as fine particles and lead. 
Each of these, along with secondary by-products 
such as ozone, can cause serious adverse effects 
on health and the environment. Because of the 
growing vehicle population and the high emis-
sion rates from many of these vehicles, serious air 
pollution and health effect problems have been 
increasingly common phenomena in modern life.

Over the course of the past 30 years, pollution 
control experts around the world have come 
to realize that cleaner fuels must be a critical 
component of an effective clean air strategy. 
In recent years, this understanding has grown 
and deepened and spread to most regions of 
the world. Fuel quality is now seen as not only 
necessary to reduce or eliminate certain pol-
lutants (e.g., lead) directly but also a precondi-
tion for the introduction of many important 
pollution control technologies (lead and 
sulfur). Further, one critical advantage of 
cleaner fuels has emerged: its rapid impact on 
both new and existing vehicles. (For example, 
tighter new car standards can take ten or more 

years to be fully effective whereas lowering lead 
in gasoline will reduce lead emissions from all 
vehicles immediately.)

Cleanerfuelsandvehicle
technologiesinThailand
AdaptedfrommessageofHorstPrescherntoCA�-Asialist,8�ct.2002

Whenexcludingthe“industrializedcountries”
whatyouhaveisagreatmixoflevelsonemission
legislation,fuelquality,manufacturingcapabili-
ties,buyingpower,andsoon.Onlythestrongest
amongstthem(suchasThailand)havemanaged
tobringsustainableimprovementstoallsectors:
ThailandhasEUROregulationsinforce,willsoon
switchtoEURO3fordieselpick-ups,havecon-
sequentlyworkedonfuelquality(investedgood
moneyinownfuel&lubricantsresearch),have
nowlowsulfurdieselavailabletoallowEURO
3emissionlevelstobemet,andhavebuiltup
themanufacturinginfrastructuretogetherwith
theOriginalEquipmentManufacturersorlicen-
sorssothatasubstantialamountof“vehicle”is
manufacturedlocally;evenincludingengines.

Manyofthe“others”?Sparemetonamecoun-
tries:Noemissionlegislationinforce, leaded
gasolineprevailing,dieselwithhighsulfurcom-
ponent,fuelpriceshighlysubsidised—thuslittle
interestinimprovingquality.
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Fig.1
Integrated air 
quality management 
framework.
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Fig.2

Elements of a 
comprehensive vehicle 

pollution control 
strategy.
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2. Integratedstrategiestoreduce
emissionsfromvehicles

In developing strategies to clean up vehicles, it 
is necessary to start from a clear understanding 
of the emissions reductions from vehicles and 
other sources that will be necessary to achieve 
healthy air quality. Depending upon the air 
quality problem and the contribution from 
vehicles, the degree of control required will 
differ from location to location. As illustrated 
in Figure 1 regarding an Integrated Air Qual-
ity Management Framework, one should start 
with a careful assessment of air quality and the 
sources that are contributing the most to the 
problem or problems.

Where vehicles are the major culprits, a broad 
based approach to the formulation and im-
plementation of policies and actions aimed at 
reducing their pollution will be needed. 

Effective and efficient coordination mechanisms 
for the management of pollution from vehicles 
must be established. This should also include 
a clear allocation of responsibilities for specific 
functions and tasks to individual agencies and 
organizations.

Reducing the pollution from motor vehicles 
will usually require a comprehensive strategy. 

Generally, the goal of a motor vehicle pollution 
control program is to reduce emissions from 
motor vehicles in-use to the degree reasonably 
necessary to achieve healthy air quality as 
rapidly as possible or, failing that for reasons 
of impracticality, to the practical limits of 
effective technological, economic, and social 
feasibility.

“One should start with a careful 
assessment of air quality and the 
sources that are contributing the most 
to the problem or problems.”

A comprehensive strategy to achieve this goal 
includes four key components (see Figure 2): in-
creasingly stringent emissions standards for new 
vehicles, specifications for clean fuels, programs 
to assure proper maintenance of in-use vehicles, 
and transportation planning and demand man-
agement. These emission reduction goals should 
be achieved in the most cost effective manner 
available.
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Reformulationof
conventionalfuels
Fuelmodificationscantake
effectquicklyandhavea
particularlymarkedimpact
inthecaseofexisting
vehiclesontheroad.

Onthemotorgasolinefront
thefocusisonreducing:
•Leadandsulfurcontent

(theprimarysteps)
•Benzene
•Aromaticscontent
•Vapourpressure
•Admixturesofoxygen-

containingcompounds.

Fordieselfuelsthekey
areasare:
•Reducingsulfurcontent
•Reducingdensity
•Reducingpolyaromatics
• Improvingignitionproper-

ties(cetanenumber).

3. Fuelqualitystandards

In setting fuel quality standards, policy-mak-
ers should be guided by the following general 
principles:
 Because the environment and public health 

concerns are the driving force behind im-
provements in fuel quality the environment 
department should have a major role in set-
ting fuel standards.

 All countries should develop a short and me-
dium term strategy that outlines proposed 
standards to be adopted over the next several 
years so as to allow fuel providers and the ve-
hicle industry sufficient time to adapt.

 The most important impediment to adopting 
state of the art new vehicle emission technol-
ogy (equivalent to Euro 3 and 4) in many 
countries is the fuel quality, especially the 
level of lead and sulfur in gasoline and the 
level of sulfur in diesel. These parameters 
should receive highest priority in the develop-
ment of medium and long-term strategies for 
fuel standards.

 In developing fuel standards, countries 
should attempt to work closely with neigh-
boring countries and to harmonize standards 
where possible. This should not be used as an 
excuse for delaying or watering down require-
ments as harmonization does not mean that 
every country must follow the same time 
schedule.

 In order to implement stricter fuel standards 
and increase the acceptability of the associa-
ted costs to consumers, countries should in-
stitute more and better awareness campaigns. 
Such campaigns must emphasize the public 
health consequences of not improving fuel 
quality.

 Subsidies that favour fuels that result in high 
emissions should be eliminated and tax poli-
cies should be adopted which encourage the 
use of the cleanest fuels.

Conventional fuel improvements should clearly 
distinguish between primary steps—removing 
lead from gasoline and dramatically reducing 
sulfur in gasoline and diesel, and the addi-
tion of detergent additives—and secondary 
steps—such as reducing the vapour pressure 
and benzene content of gasoline.

4. Gasoline

The pollutants of greatest concern from gasoline-
fuelled vehicles are carbon monoxide (CO), 
hydrocarbons (HC), nitrogen oxides (NOX), 
lead and certain toxic hydrocarbons such as 
benzene. Each of these can be influenced by the 
composition of the gasoline used by the vehicle. 
The most important characteristics of gasoline 
with regard to its impact on emissions are lead 
content, sulfur concentration, volatility and 
benzene level. With regard to these characteris-
tics, the following policies are recommended.

4.1 Leadadditives
Lead does not exist naturally in gasoline but 
must be added to it. Since the early 1970s, how-
ever, there has been a steady movement toward 
reduced lead in leaded gasoline and increasingly, 
the elimination of lead. Approximately 85% of 
all gasoline sold throughout the world is now 
unleaded. 
Several comprehensive studies of the health 
issue have been conducted over the past two 
decades with the result that health concerns are 
increasingly emerging at lower and lower levels. 
Lead is now recognized to have a physiologic 
role in biological systems, including human 
biology. Over the past century, a range of clini-
cal, epidemiological and toxicological studies 
have continued to define the nature of lead 
toxicity and to identify young children as a 
critically susceptible population. At low doses, 
lead is particularly toxic to the brain, the kidney, 
the reproductive system, and the cardiovascular 
system. Its manifestations include impairments 
in intellectual function, including problems 
in learning among children, kidney damage, 
infertility, miscarriage, and hypertension. At 
relatively high exposures, lead is lethal to 
humans, usually causing death by inducing 
convulsions and irreversible hemorrhage in the 
brain. Long-term exposures may be associated 
with increased risks of kidney cancer.
A study by Schwartz estimated that in economic 
terms, the total benefit of a 1 microgram per 
deciliter reduction in blood lead levels for one 
year’s cohort of children in the United States 
is $6.937 billion, with $5.060 billion due to 
earnings losses as a result of loss of cognitive 
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ability and lower educational achievement and 
the remainder due to reduced infant mortality.1 
With a reduction in median blood lead levels 
in the US from 1980–1990 of 6.4 micro-
grams/deciliter, this reflects a savings of $44.4 
billion over this time frame alone. Most of this 
improvement is due to the reduction of lead in 
gasoline during the same period.
The state of the art technology for reducing CO, 
HC and NOX emissions from vehicles relies 
on the catalytic converter which converts large 
portions of the emissions to carbon dioxide, 
water vapour, oxygen and nitrogen; in fact ap-
proximately 90% of all new gasoline fueled cars 
manufactured last year contained a catalyst.

“Sulfur in gasoline should be reduced 
to a maximum of 500 ppm as soon 
as new vehicle standards requiring 
catalysts are introduced.”

This technology cannot be used with leaded 
gasoline, however, since lead poisons the cata-
lyst. The US Environmental Protection Agency 
carried out a study in which twenty-nine in use 
automobiles with three-way catalyst emission 
control systems were misfueled with leaded 
gasoline in order to quantify the emissions 
effects. The results of the program indicated 
that vehicle emissions are mainly affected by the 
amount of lead passing through the engine and 
secondarily by the rate of misfueling. Emissions 
of HC, CO and NOX generally increase steadily 
with continuous misfueling.2

All modern gasoline fuelled vehicles being 
produced today can operate satisfactorily on un-
leaded fuel and approximately 90% of these are 
equipped with a catalytic converter that requires 
the exclusive use of lead-free fuel. There is no 
longer any doubt that lead is toxic and prevents 
the use of clean gasoline vehicle technology 
which can dramatically reduce CO, HC and 
NOX emissions. The addition of lead to gasoline 
should be eliminated as rapidly as possible.

4.2Sulfur
For cars without a catalytic converter, the im-
pact of sulfur on emissions is minimal; however 
for catalyst-equipped cars, the impact on CO, 
HC and NOX emissions can be substantial. 

Based on the Auto/Oil study, it appears that 
NOX would go down about 3% per 100 parts 
per million (ppm) sulfur reduction for a typical 
catalyst equipped car.3

The situation is even more critical for advanced 
low pollution catalyst vehicles. Operation 
on gasoline containing 330 ppm sulfur will 
increase exhaust VOC and NOX emissions from 
current and future new US vehicles (on average) 
by 40% and 150%, respectively, relative to their 
emissions with fuel containing roughly 30 ppm 
sulfur.

In light of these impacts, it is not surprising 
that Japan has had typical gasoline sulfur levels 
under 30 ppm for many years. The US has also 
adopted a 30 ppm sulfur limit and the EU re-
quires gasoline with a maximum sulfur content 
of no more than 50 ppm in 2005 when Euro 4 
standards go into effect. Even more recently, the 
European Union has proposed to limit sulfur 
levels to a maximum of 10 ppm.

In order to maximise the performance of cur-
rent catalyst technology, sulfur concentrations 
in gasoline should be reduced to a maximum 
of 500 ppm as soon as new vehicle standards 
requiring catalysts are introduced. Emerging 
advanced catalyst technologies that are capable 
of achieving very low emissions will require 
a maximum of 50 ppm or less and a plan for 
introducing such fuel quality should be adopted 
at the early stages of development of a long term 
vehicle pollution control strategy.

4.3 Vapourpressure
Another important fuel parameter is vapour 
pressure. The vapour pressure for each season 
must be as low as possible in order to minimise 
evaporation from storage terminals and vehicles 
but still sufficiently high to give safe cold starts.

An important advantage of gasoline volatility 
controls is that they can affect emissions from 
vehicles already produced and in-use and from 
the gasoline distribution system. 

Gasoline vapour pressure should be reduced to a 
maximum of 60 kilopascals whenever tempera-
tures in excess of 20° C are anticipated to occur. 
In tropical or semi-tropical countries, this of 
course will be all the time.
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4.4 Benzene
Benzene is an aromatic hydrocarbon that is 
present as a gas in both exhaust and evapoura-
tive emissions from motor vehicles. Benzene 
in the exhaust, expressed as a percentage of 
total organic gases (TOG), varies depending 
on control technology (e.g., type of catalyst) 
and the levels of benzene and other aromatics 
in the fuel, but is generally about three to 5%. 
The benzene fraction of evapourative emissions 
depends on control technology and fuel compo-
sition and characteristics (e.g., benzene level and 
the evaporation rate) and is generally about 1%4. 
As a general rule, benzene levels in gasoline 
should be capped at 1% as has been done in the 
European Union.

4.5 Oxygenates
Blending small percentages of oxygenated 
compounds such as ethanol, methanol, tertiary 
butyl alcohol (TBA) and methyl tertiary-butyl 
ether (MTBE) with gasoline has the effect of 
reducing volumetric energy content of the fuel, 
while improving the antiknock performance 
and thus making possible a potential reduction 
in lead and/or harmful aromatic compounds. 
Assuming no change in the settings of the 
fuel metering system, lowering the volumetric 
energy content will result in a leaner air-fuel 
mixture, thus helping to reduce exhaust CO 
and HC emissions.

Impact of oxygenate used
MTBE
MTBE (methyl tertiary butyl ether) can be 
added to gasoline up to 2.7% without any 
increase in NOX. There are two opposing effects 
taking place with the addition of oxygenates: 
enleanment, which tends to raise NOX, and 
lower flame temperatures, which tend to reduce 
NOX. With MTBE levels above 2.7%, the lower 
flame temperature effect seems to prevail.
While the use of MTBE has been found to be 
very attractive from an air pollution point of 
view, recent evidence in the US has shown that 
leaks and spills are a serious threat to drinking 
water. This has led to a movement toward a 
ban on its use in gasoline in the future. The 
European Union has not reached a similar 
conclusion but prefers to improve the quality of 
underground storage tanks. 

Countries considering the use of MTBE should 
carefully weigh the potential air quality benefits 
with the potential water quality risks.

Ethanol
Ethanol can be added to gasoline at levels as 
high as 2.1% oxygen without significantly 
increasing NOX levels but above that point NOX 
levels could increase somewhat. For example, 
EPA test data on over 100 cars indicates that 
oxygen levels of 2.7% or more could increase 
NOX emissions by 3–4%.5 The auto/oil study 
concluded that there was a statistically signifi-
cant increase in NOX of about 5% with the 
addition of 10% ethanol (3.5% O2).
Since ethanol has a higher volatility than gaso-
line, the base fuel volatility must be adjusted so 
as to prevent increased evapourative emissions. 
As a general rule, without adjustment, volatility 
will increase by about 1 psi when ethanol is 
added to gasoline.
Countries considering the use of ethanol should 
carefully evaluate and weigh the tailpipe CO 
and HC benefits versus the potential NOX and 
evaporative hydrocarbon increases.

4.6 Othergasolineproperties
According to the Auto/Oil study:
NOX emissions were lowered by reducing olefins, 
raised when T90 was reduced, and only marginally 
increased when aromatics were lowered.6

In general, reducing aromatics and T90 caused 
statistically significant reductions in exhaust 
mass NMHC and CO emissions. Reducing 
olefins increases exhaust mass NMHC emis-
sions; however, “the ozone forming potential” of 
the total vehicle emissions was reduced.7

With regard to toxics, the reduction of aromat-
ics from 45%–20% caused a 42% reduction in 
benzene but a 23% increase in formaldehyde, a 
20% increase in acetaldehyde and about a 10% 
increase in 1,3-Butadiene.8 Reducing olefins 
from 20%–5% brought about a 31% reduction 
in 1,3-Butadiene but had insignificant impacts 
on other toxics. Lowering the T90 from 360 to 
280F resulted in statistically significant reduc-
tions in benzene, 1,3-Butadiene (37%), formal-
dehyde (27%) and acetaldehyde (23%).
To the extent that the long-term vehicle emis-
sions standards strategy is to adopt European 
step 4 (so called Euro 4) standards for light 
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Cetanenumber
Thecetanenumber/
value/indexisameasureof
dieselfuelignitionquality.
Incompression-ignition
(diesel)engines,itrefers
tothefuel’sabilitytoreact
withoxygenunderexplosion
conditionsandhenceen-
abletheenginetoproduce
shaftpower.Thehigherthe
cetanenumber,thebetter
theperformance.

Stoichiometricmixture
Astoichiometricmixtureisa
mixtureofsubstancesthat
canreacttogiveproducts
withnoexcessreactant.

Petrol/
Gasoline
Parameter

2000
(Linkedto

Euro3Vehicle
Standards)

2005
(Linked

toEuro4
Vehicle

Standards)

RVPsummer
kPa,max. 60 60

Aromatics
%v/v,max. 42 35

Benzene
%v/v,max. 1 1

Olefins
%v/v,max. 18 18

Oxygen
%m/m,max. 2.7 2.7

Sulfur,
ppm,max. 150 50

Table1:
EuropeanUnionfuelspecificationlimits.

Key: / =Relativelylargeeffect, / =small
effect, / =verysmalleffect,0=noeffect
A)Lowemissionemittingengine
B)Highemissionemittingengine
C)Polyaromaticsareexpectedtogiveabigger

reductionthanmono-aromatics.Furtherstudies
(e.g.,EPAHDengineworkinggroup)are
investigatingtheseparameters.

D)ReducingSfrom0.30%–0.05%givesrelatively
largebenefits;reducingSfrom0.05%to
lowerlevelshasminimaldirectbenefitbut
asdiscussedbelowisnecessarytoenable
advancedtechnologies.

* forengineswithoutaftertreatmentsystems

FuelModification NOX Particulates

ReduceSulfur* 0 D

IncreaseCetane 0

ReduceTotal
Aromatics

C 0

ReduceDensity 0A/ B

Reduce
Polyaromatics

C 0A/ b

ReduceT90/T95 0

Table2:Summarisedinfluenceoffuel
propertiesonheavydutydieselemissions.

Fuelpolicygetsmoreteeth
inIndia
Adaptedfrom:Timesof�ndia,28Sept.2002;CA�-Asialist,1�ct.2002

ElevencitiesinIndiaareslatedformorestringent
vehicularemissionnormsundertheautofuel
policyformulatedbyanexpertcommitteeset
uplastyeartolookintotheissuesoffuelqual-
ityandautotechnology,submittedthisweekto
theministryofpetroleumandnaturalgas.The
reportproposestwoseparateroadmaps;one
fornewvehiclesandoneforoldones,toimprove
fuelqualityandvehicleemissions.Itmarksout
Delhi,Kolkata,Mumbai,Chennai,Hyderabad,
Ahmedabad,Surat,Pune,Bangalore,Kanpur
andAgraforstricterstandards.

Accordingtotheschedulesetbythereport,new
vehiclesinthesecitieswouldhavetomeetEuro3
normsby2005andEuro4emissionnormsby
2010.Therestofthecountrywillonlygetthese
standardsfiveyearslater.

Fortwoandthreewheelers,thecommitteere-
commendsBharatstageIInorms,theequivalent
ofEuro2,by2005.Vehiclesthatarealready
inuse,however,willhaveitmucheasier.The
reportrecommendsthatemissionnormsfor
busesandtaxisregisteredbefore2004should
berequiredtomeet1996normsorEuro1by
thattime,andthoseregisteredbefore2008,
meetEuro2normsbythatyear.
[Note:Thisreportcoversmanyotherareasoftransportpolicy.Todown-
loadacopy,pleaseseehttp://www.petroleum.nic.in/afp_con.htm].

duty vehicles, the European gasoline standards 
as summarized in Table 1 should be adopted in 
the same timeframe.
Detergent or engine deposit control additives 
are critically important with modern engines 
and should be mandatory as well.

5. Dieselfuel

Diesel vehicles emit significant quantities of both 
NOX and particulate. Reducing PM emissions 
from diesel vehicles tends to be the highest prior-
ity because PM emissions in general are very 
hazardous and diesel PM, especially, is likely to 
cause cancer. To reduce PM and NOX emissions 
from a diesel engine, the most important fuel 
characteristic is sulfur because sulfur in fuel 
contributes directly to PM emissions and because 
high sulfur levels preclude the use of the most 
effective PM and NOX control technologies.

5.1 Impactonemissionsfromheavy
dutyengines

A recent review addressed the impact of changes 
in fuel composition on emissions from current 
heavy duty, direct-injection diesel engines 
based only on studies where there were no 
significant correlations among germane fuel 

http://www.petroleum.nic.in/afp_con.htm
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Change
NOXEmissions PMEmissions

IDIa DIb IDI DI

Cetane(50–58) None

Density(0.855–0.828g/cm3) None

T95(700–6201F) None

Polycyclics(8–1vol%)

Key:Relativelylargeeffectsdenoted / (10%
orgreaterchangeinemissions);Smalleffects
denoted / (5–10%change);Verysmalleffects
denoted / (~1–5%change).
a)Indirect-injectionengines
b)Direct-injectionengines

Table3:Impactoffuelcompositionchangesonemissionsof
currentlight-dutydieselvehicles.

properties.9 Conclusions from this review are 
summarized in Table 2. As shown, composi-
tional properties of at least some importance 
with respect to emissions are sulfur, aromatic, 
and oxygenate content; the physical properties 
identified are density and the T90 or T95 distil-
lation temperature. The cetane number/index 
was also identified as a factor with respect to 
emissions. The directional changes in these fuel 
properties, which will result in a “cleaner” fuel, 
are shown by the arrows in the first column of 
the table. The directional impact on emissions 
of NOX, PM, HC, and CO resulting from 
changes in each property in the direction indi-
cated are also shown, along with an indication 
of the relative magnitude of the effect. 
As shown in Table 2, emissions from engines 
with high base emission rates (generally older 
designs) tend to be more sensitive to changes 
in fuel composition than those from engines 
with lower base emissions rates (which tend to 
be newer designs). In addition, changes in all of 
the fuel properties have been found to have, at 
most, small impacts on emissions from engines 
with low base emission rates.

5.2Impactonemissionsfromlight
dutyvehicles

The most recent, comprehensive, study of fuel 
composition impacts on light-duty diesel emis-
sions was performed as part of the European 
Programs on Emissions, Fuels and Engine 
Technologies (EPEFE).10 The generalized results 
of this study are presented in Table 3. As shown, 
although there are some differences in terms 
of the magnitude of fuel composition effects 
on emissions from vehicles with indirect- and 
direct-injection engines, the directional impact 
on emissions is usually the same.
A comparison of the heavy duty and light duty 
tables indicates that there are some instances 
where changing a given diesel fuel property is 
expected to have the opposite directional impact 
on emissions depending on whether the fuel is 
being used in a heavy duty engine or light-duty 
vehicle. The most notable are the increase in 
NOX emissions from light-duty direct-injection 
engines in response to a decrease in fuel density 
and the increases in NOX emissions from both 
light-duty indirect- and direct-injection engines 
in response to a decrease in the T95 temperature.11

5.3Sulfur
Sulfate particulate and SOx emissions, both of 
which are harmful pollutants, are emitted in 
direct proportion to the amount of sulfur in 
diesel fuel. Sulfate PM contributes to PM10, and 
PM2.5 emissions directly with their associated 
adverse health and environmental effects. SO2, 
one fraction of the SOx, is a criteria pollutant 
with associated adverse effects. The health and 
welfare effects of SO2 emissions from diesel 
vehicles are probably much greater than those 
of an equivalent quantity emitted from a utility 
stack or industrial boiler, since diesel exhaust is 
emitted close to the ground level in the vicin-
ity of roads, buildings, and concentrations of 
people. Further some of the SOx are also trans-
formed in the atmosphere to sulfate PM with 
the associated adverse effects noted for PM.

“The presence of sulfur in diesel 
fuel effectively bars the path to low 
emissions of conventional pollutants.”

Diesel PM consists of three primary constitu-
ents—a carbonaceous core, a soluble organic 
fraction (SOF) which sits on the surface of this 
core and a mixture of SOx and water, which 
also sits on the surface of the core. Lowering the 
sulfur in the fuel lowers the SOx fraction of PM 
thus lowering the overall mass of PM emitted. 
Diesel fuel evaluations carried out in Europe 
show the benefits of reduced sulfur in diesel 
fuel for lowering particulates. For example, 
lowering the diesel fuel sulfur level from 2000 
ppm to 500 ppm reduced overall particulate 
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from light duty diesels by 2.4% and from heavy 
duty diesels by 13%.12 The relationship between 
particulates and sulfur level was found to be 
linear; for every 100 ppm reduction in sulfur, 
there will be a 0.16% reduction in particulate 
from light duty vehicles and a 0.87% reduction 
from heavy duty vehicles.
Sulfur in diesel fuel has a comparable technol-
ogy enabling effect as lead and sulfur in gaso-
line. Catalytic converters or NOX adsorbers can 
eliminate much of the NOX emissions from new 
diesel engines, but sulfur disables them in much 
the same way that lead poisons the three-way 
catalyst. Thus, the presence of sulfur in diesel 
fuel effectively bars the path to low emissions of 
conventional pollutants. As stated by the Ger-
man government in a petition to the European 
Commission in support of low sulfur fuel:
A sulfur content of 10 ppm compared to 50 ppm 
increases the performance and durability of 
oxidizing catalytic converters, DeNOX catalytic 
converters and particulate filters and therefore 
decreases fuel consumption. There are also 
lower particulate emissions (due to lower sulfate 
emissions) with oxidizing catalytic converters. For 
certain continuously regenerating particulate filters, 
a sulfur content of 10 ppm is required for the 
simple reason that otherwise the sulfate particles 
alone (without any soot) would overstep the future 
[European] particulate value of 0.02 g/kWh.

In addition to its role as a technology enabler, 
low sulfur diesel fuel gives benefits in the form 
of reduced sulfur induced corrosion and slower 
acidification of engine lubricating oil, leading to 
longer maintenance intervals and lower mainte-
nance costs. These benefits can offer significant 
cost savings to the vehicle owner without the 
need for purchasing any new technologies.

5.4Otherdieselfuelproperties
Volatility
Diesel fuel consists of a mixture of hydrocar-
bons having different molecular weights and 
boiling points. As a result, as some of it boils 
away on heating, the boiling point of the 
remainder increases. This fact is used to char-
acterise the range of hydrocarbons in the fuel 
in the form of a “distillation curve” specifying 
the temperature at which 10%, 20%, etc. of 
the hydrocarbons have boiled away. A low 10% 
boiling point is associated with a significant 
content of relatively volatile hydrocarbons. Fuels 
with this characteristic tend to exhibit some-
what higher HC emissions than others. 

Aromatic hydrocarbon content

Aromatic hydrocarbons are hydrocarbon com-
pounds containing one or more “benzene-like” 
ring structures. They are distinguished from 
paraffins and napthenes, the other major hydro-

1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Bangladesh 5,000
Cambodia 2,000
HongKong,China  500    50
India 5,000    2,500     500     350 
Indonesia 5,000               
Japan 500    100     50  10
Malaysia 5,000  3,000   500marketed
Pakistan 10,000      5,000 
Philippines 5,000     2,000   500
PRC 5,000  2,000             
RepublicofKorea 500       430   30    10 
Singapore 3,000  500             
SriLanka 10,000 3,000        
Taipei,China 3,000   500   350     50    
Thailand 2,500   500     350       
VietNam 10,000       2,000  500      
EuropeanUnion     350     50    10  
UnitedStates 500              15 

>500ppm 51–500ppm <50ppm

Table4:CurrentandproposedsulfurlevelsindieselinAsia,EUandUSA.
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DieselFuelParameter
2000

(LinkedwithEuro3
vehicleStandards)

2005
(LinkedwithEuro4
vehicleStandards)

Cetanenumber(min.) 51 51

Density(15°Ckg/m3,max.) 845 845

Distillation(95%,v/v°C,max.) 360 360

Polyaromatics(%v/v,max.) 11 11

Sulfur(ppm,max.) 350 50

Table5:EuropeanUnionfuelspecificationlimits.carbon constituents of diesel fuel, which lack 
such structures. Compared to these other com-
ponents, aromatic hydrocarbons are denser, have 
poorer self-ignition qualities, and produce more 
soot in burning. Ordinarily, “straight run” diesel 
fuel produced by simple distillation of crude oil 
is fairly low in aromatic hydrocarbons. Catalytic 
cracking of residual oil to increase gasoline and 
diesel production results in increased aromatic 
content, however. A typical straight run diesel 
might contain 20–25% aromatics by volume, 
while a diesel blended from catalytically cracked 
stocks could have 40–50% aromatics. 
Aromatic hydrocarbons have poor self-ignition 
qualities, so that diesel fuels containing a high 
fraction of aromatics tend to have low Cetane 
numbers. Typical Cetane values for straight 
run diesel are in the range of 50–55; those for 
highly aromatic diesel fuels are typically 40–45, 
and may be even lower. This produces more dif-
ficulty in cold starting, and increased combus-
tion noise, HC, and NOX due to the increased 
ignition delay. 
Increased aromatic content is also correlated 
with higher particulate emissions. Aromatic 
hydrocarbons have a greater tendency to form 
soot in burning, and the poorer combustion 
quality also appears to increase particulate 
soluble organic fraction (SOF) emissions. In-
creased aromatic content may also be correlated 
with increased SOF mutagenicity. There is also 
some evidence that more highly aromatic fuels 
have a greater tendency to form deposits on fuel 
injectors and other critical components. Such 
deposits can interfere with proper fuel/air mix-
ing, greatly increasing PM and HC emissions. 
Polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAH) are 
included in the great number of compounds 
present in the group of unregulated pollutants 
emitted from vehicles. Exhaust emissions of 
PAH (here defined as three ringed and larger) 
are distributed between particulate- and semi-
volatile phases. Some of these compounds in the 
group of PAH are mutagenic in the Ames test 
and even in some cases causes cancer in animals 
after skin painting experiments. Because of this 
fact, it is of importance to limit the emissions of 
PAH from vehicles especially in densely popu-
lated high traffic urban areas. An important fac-
tor affecting the emissions of PAH from vehicles 

is selection of fuel and fuel components. A linear 
relationship exists between fuel PAH input and 
emissions of PAH. The PAH emission in the 
exhaust consists of uncombusted through fuel 
input PAH and PAH formed in the combustion 
process. By selection of diesel fuel quality with 
low PAH contents (>_ 4 mg/l, sum of PAH) the 
PAH exhaust emissions will be reduced by up 
to approximately 80% compared to diesel fuel 
with PAH contents larger than 1 g/l (sum of 
PAH). By reducing fuel PAH contents in com-
mercial available diesel fuel the emissions of 
PAH to the environment will be reduced.13

Other properties
Other fuel properties may also have an effect 
on emissions. Fuel density, for instance, may 
affect the mass of fuel injected into the combus-
tion chamber, and thus the air/fuel ratio. This 
is because fuel injection pumps meter fuel by 
volume, not by mass, and the denser fuel con-
tains a greater mass in the same volume. Fuel 
viscosity can also affect the fuel injection char-
acteristics, and thus the mixing rate. The corro-
siveness, cleanliness, and lubricating properties 
of the fuel can all affect the service life of the 
fuel injection equipment; possibly contributing 
to excessive in-use emissions if the equipment is 
worn out prematurely. 
To the extent that the long term vehicle emis-
sions standards strategy is to adopt European 
step 4 (so-called Euro 4) standards for light 
duty vehicles and step 5 (so-called Euro 5) 
standards for heavy duty vehicles, the European 
diesel fuel standards as summarized in Table 5 
should be adopted in the same timeframe.

5.5FuelAdditives
Several generic types of diesel fuel additives can 
have a significant effect on emissions. These 
include Cetane enhancers, smoke suppressants, 
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Environmentally-friendlycars?
TheEnvironmentandTransportWorkingPartyof
Germany’sStandingConferenceofEnvironment
Ministersformulatedrequirementsforecologically
acceptablecars(Table6).

Forthepurposesofthepresentmodule,aneco-
logicallyacceptablecarisafamilycarequipped
withthebestexistingtechnologytomitigateen-
vironmentalimpactswithoutsacrificingsafety,
comfortandconvenience.Itprovidesthefol-
lowingenvironmentalbenefits:

 Lowfuelconsumption

 Lowpollutantandnoiseemissions

 Environmentallysoundmanufacturing

 Lightweightandcompactdesignensuring
optimumuseofmaterialsandrecyclability

 Environmentallyrelevantextras.

TheresolutionsadoptedwerepublishedinUBA
(1999c).Thevehicletypelargelysatisfiesthe
requirements foranecologicallyacceptable
passengercar.

Manufacturershavealreadyannouncedtheir
plansforseries-productioncarswith internal
combustionenginesandafuelconsumptionof
3litersper100km(78.4milespergallon).These
vehiclesaretobesoldataffordablepricesand
satisfyrequirementsforeverydayuse,provid-
ingspacefor4–5adultsandincorporatingthe
convenience,comfortandsafetystandardsof
amedium-sizedcar.

and detergent additives. In addition, some 
additive research has been directed specifically 
at emissions reduction in recent years.
Cetane enhancers are used to enhance the 
self-ignition qualities of diesel fuel. These com-
pounds (usually organic nitrates) are generally 
added to reduce the adverse impact of high 
aromatic fuels on cold starting and combustion 
noise. These compounds also appear to reduce 
the aromatic hydrocarbons’ adverse impacts on 
HC and PM emissions, although PM emissions 
with the Cetane improver are generally still 
somewhat higher than those from a higher qual-
ity fuel able to attain the same Cetane rating 
without the additive.

“The use of detergent additives 
to reduce deposits on injector 
components is highly recommended, 
especially on more modern engines.”

Smoke suppressing additives are organic com-
pounds of calcium, barium, or (sometimes) 
magnesium. Added to diesel fuel, these com-
pounds inhibit soot formation during the com-
bustion process, and thus greatly reduce emis-
sions of visible smoke. However, they tend to 
significantly increase the number of very small 
ultrafine particles that are suspected of being 
even more hazardous to health. Their effects on 
the particulate SOF are not fully documented, 
but one study has shown a significant increase 
in the PAH content and mutagenicity of the 
SOF with a barium additive. Particulate sulfate 
emissions are greatly increased with these addi-
tives, since all of them readily form stable solid 
metal sulfates, which are emitted in the exhaust. 
The overall effect of reducing soot and increas-
ing metal sulfate emissions may be either an 
increase or decrease in the total particulate mass, 
depending on the soot emissions level at the 
beginning and the amount of additive used. 
While smoke suppressing additives may appear 
attractive, their use is not recommended be-
cause of the potentially more hazardous emis-
sions of ultrafine particles and mutagenicity.
Detergent additives (often packaged in 
combination with a Cetane enhancer) help 
to prevent and remove coke deposits on fuel 
injector tips and other vulnerable locations. By 

thus maintaining new engine injection and 
mixing characteristics, these deposits can help 
to decrease in-use PM and HC emissions. A 
study for the California Air Resources Board 
estimated the increase in PM emissions due 
to fuel injector problems from trucks in use as 
being more than 50% of new-vehicle emissions 
levels. A significant fraction of this excess is 
unquestionably due to fuel injector deposits. 
The use of detergent additives to reduce deposits 
on injector components is highly recommended, 
especially on more modern engines.
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Table6:ProposalbytheStandingConferenceofEnvironment
Ministersforphasedintroductionofecologicallyacceptable
passengercars.

6. Alternativefuels

In addition to conventional fuels, gasoline and 
diesel fuel, many countries around the world 
have identified significant benefits associated 
with a shift to alternative fuels, especially com-
pressed natural gas (CNG), liquefied petroleum 
gas (LPG or propane) and ethanol. 
Alternative fuels include compressed natural 
gas (mainly composed of methane), methanol, 
ethanol, hydrogen, electricity, vegetable oils 
(including biodiesel), liquefied petroleum gas 
(composed of propane or butane), synthetic 
liquid fuels derived from coal and various fuel 
blends, such as gasohol.

6.1 NaturalGas(NG)
Natural gas (85–99% methane) is clean burning, 
cheap and abundant in many parts of the world. 
Because natural gas is mostly methane, natural 
gas vehicles (NGVs) have much lower non-
methane hydrocarbon emissions than gasoline 
vehicles, but higher emissions of methane. Since 
the fuel system is sealed, there are no evapoura-
tive emissions and refueling emissions are negli-
gible. Cold-start emissions from NGVs are also 
low, since cold-start enrichment is not required. 
In addition, this reduces both VOC and CO 
emissions. NOX emissions from uncontrolled 
NGVs may be higher or lower than comparable 
gasoline vehicles, depending on the engine tech-
nology, but are typically slightly lower. Light-
duty NGVs equipped with modern electronic 
fuel control systems and three-way catalytic 
converters have achieved NOX emissions more 
than 75% below the stringent California Ultra 
Low-Emission Vehicle (ULEV) standards.
As a substitute for diesel, NGVs should have 
somewhat lower NOX and substantially lower 
PM emissions unless the diesel vehicle is burn-
ing ULSD and is equipped with a PM filter.
Given equal energy efficiency, GHG emissions 
from NGVs will be approximately 15%–20% 
lower than from gasoline vehicles, since natural 
gas has lower carbon content per unit of energy 
than gasoline. NGVs have about the same 
GHGs as diesel fuel vehicles. For the use of NG 
which would otherwise be flared in the refinery 
or wasted, the greenhouse gas reduction can 
be up to 100% in comparison with using any 

other fossil-based fuel, such as gasoline or diesel, 
which can thereby be saved.
Comparison of the primary energy use for the 
production processes of CNG and petrol shows 
that the primary energy consumption for both 
fuels is comparable. In its demonstration project 
for CNG-usage, UBA—the German Federal 
Environmental Agency—considered a scenario 
of 10% NG heavy duty vehicles in Germany 
and calculated a slight increase of equivalent 
greenhouse gas emissions of +0.07%. Clearly the 
use of NG in heavy duty vehicles will not result 
in a significant increase of greenhouse gases.
Furthermore the noise emission of NG buses 
is in the order of 3–5 dB(A) lower, while the 
subjective annoyance is much lower, because 
the gas engine runs much more smoothly. 
Obstacles to the widespread use of NGVs in-
clude the absence of transportation and storage 
infrastructure, cost, loss of cargo space, in-
creased refueling time, and lower driving range.
Refueling and storage of the gas must be care-
fully considered to meet operational and safety 
requirements. For storing compressed natural 
gas at 200-bar pressure, a large tank is needed. 
The kind of heavy duty vehicle for which the 
use of natural gas has the most advantages is the 
urban bus where the tank is usually installed 
on the roof. But heavy duty vehicles have also 

Criterion Unit 1999–2004 from 2005

CO2 emissions 93/116/EEC g/km 120gCO2/km 90gCO2/km

Consumption  
(petrol/diesel)

l/100km
mpg

5,15/4,46
45,5/52,7

3,88/3,42
60,6/68,8

Emission 
Standard1)

– EURO4 EURO4

CO
HC
NOX

PM

g/km
g/km
g/km
g/km

 1,0
 0,1
 0,08
 0,025

 1,0
 0,1
 0,08
 0,025

Noise (vehicle in motion)2) dB(A)

Environmentally compati-
ble choice of meterials

– Yes Yes

Recycling (recyclability) (%bywt.) Yes(85%) Yes(95%)

Eco-audit – Yes Yes
1) Aslaiddownin98/69/ECincludingrelevantlow-temperature,usefullifeandon-�oarddiagnosticsrequirement.
2) Noiselevelsto�eredefined�ytheE�followingrevisionofthetestingmethod.



12

SustainableTransport:ASourcebookforPolicy-makersinDevelopingCities

Comparingdifferentemission
standards
Californianemissionstandardsareknownto
bethemoststringentintheworld.Sincenew
typesofvehiclehavebeenintroducedandad-
vancedmainlyinresponsenottoEuropean,but
toCalifornianlegislation,wemustconsiderthe
majordifferences.

While thereductionofdirectemissions laid
downinEURO4(seemarginnote)forpetrol-
enginevehicleswillbesufficienttosatisfythe
requisiteairqualityobjectivesinGermanyand
furthercuts indirectexhaustgasemissions
fromsuchvehicleswillthereforenotbenec-
essary inGermanyintheforeseeablefuture,
the limits fordiesel-poweredcars inEurope
willbewellabovethosefortheirpetrol-engine
counterparts,evenwell intothismillennium.
Thefollowingcomparisonsthereforeaddress
onlytheEuropeanrequirementsforpetrol-en-
ginecarsincorporatingthebestavailablelow
emissiontechniques.

Californiancleanairlegislationisratherdiffer-
ent.Itdoesnotproposeanyacross-the-board
standardsforallnewvehiclesfromaspecific
date,butvariouslimitstobeintroducedstep
bystepwithadecliningfleetaverageyearby
year.Manufacturersare required tocomply
withafleetaveragefornon-methaneorganic
gases(NMOG).

EURO4
TheEuropeanstep4stand-
ard,orso-calledEURO4,is
theemissionstandardset
outinDirective98/69/EC
oftheEuropeanParliament
andoftheCouncilof13Oc-
tober1998relatingtomeas-
urestobetakenagainstair
pollutionbyemissionsfrom
motorvehicles.Itwillapply
fromJanuary2005.Thefull
textofthepreambleand
thestandardcanbedown-
loadedathttp://europa.
eu.int/eur-lex/en/consleg/
main/1998/en_1998L0069_
index.html.

Furtherinformationon
naturalgasvehicles
PleaserefertoModule4d:
NaturalGasVehiclesfora
moredetaileddiscussionof
practicalaspectsrelatedto
naturalgasvehicleap-
plications.NGapplications
forthree-wheelersare
discussedinModule4c:
Two-andThree-Wheelers.

Fig.3

Comparison of emission 
limits for petrol engine 

cars, between Europe 
and LEV II, California.

Thecomparisonofemissionlimitsadjustedto
theUSFTP75cycleindicatesthattheEURO4
standardforpetrol-enginecarsiscomparable
with theULEV (UltraLowEmissionVehicle)
standard in theproposedLEVI legislation
(Figure 3). The graph also shows that the
currentlyvalidLEVandULEV limits forNOX
(seeFigure3:[LEVI])permitemissionlevels
morethanfour timesashighasthosefora
EURO4vehicle.TheLEVII legislationthere-
foretightenedNOXandparticulatelimitsand
issubstantiallymorestringent thanEuro4.
DistinctivefeaturesofLEVIIincludeaninuse
durabilityrequirementofatleast120,000miles,
expandedOBDrequirements,supplemental
FTPstandardswhich limitemissionsunder
hardaccelerationconditions,verylowevapo-
rativeHClimitsandarequirementthatalmost
allcarsand lightcommercialvehiclesusing
petrolofdieselfuelmustcomplywiththesame
NOXandPMlimits.

Theoncefamiliardemandsforcertainautomotive
technologies,suchasZeroEmissionVehicles
(ZEVs)intheformofelectriccars,arenolonger
warrantedbycleanairrequirementsinthetrans-
portsectorintheEuropeanUnion.

Whetherzeroemissionsvehiclesorotherad-
vancedtechnologyvehicleswillbeneededin
anycountrydependsonacarefulassessment
oftheairqualityprobleminthatcountry.
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TLEV TransitionalLowEmissionVehicle
LEV LowEmissionVehicle
ULEV UltraLowEmissionVehicle

SULEV SuperUltraLowEmissionVehicle
ZEV ZeroEmissionVehicle

http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/consleg/main/1998/en_1998L0069_index.html
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/consleg/main/1998/en_1998L0069_index.html
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/consleg/main/1998/en_1998L0069_index.html
http://europa.eu.int/eur-lex/en/consleg/main/1998/en_1998L0069_index.html
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Fig.4

Selling price of natural 
gas buses compared to 
current diesel buses.

Costdifferentials
betweenCNGand
standardbuses
ThecostpremiuminEurope
intheyear2000forheavy-
dutyvehicleswithanatural
gasengineandaCNGtank
wasbetween20,500and
35,800€.Thisamountsto
between8%and16%ofthe
sellingpriceofastandard
servicebus.In2002the
costdifferentialwasalready
reducedto25,000€.In
thelongerterm,itwillbe
possibletoreducethecost
premiumfornaturalgas
busesasthistechnology
gainsafirmerfootholdin
newmarkets.

Inseveralmajordeveloping
countrymarketslocally
manufacturedregularand
CNGbusesareavailableat
amuchlowercostthanin
Europe.Newdieselbuses
complyingwithEuro2
emissionstandardsreport-
edlyareavailableforless
than50,000€inChinaand
India,bothofwhichalso
manufactureCNGbusesfor
thedomesticmarketata
substantiallylowercostthan
inEurope.

been fitted with under floor installations. Using 
CNG in passenger cars can result in a reduc-
tion of useful space inside the vehicle’s trunk 
because of the storage tank.
Natural gas engines cause additional capital 
costs for the vehicle’s engine and the storage 
tank system and further cost for the compres-
sion of natural gas, covering investment, opera-
tion and maintenance of the filling station.
To store natural gas, it has to be compressed to 
200 bar (2,900 psi) at the filling station. The con-
figuration of the filling station according to the 
individual demands of the customer is of great 
importance in minimising costs. The quality of 
the natural gas and the pre-pressure of the supply 
are also important factors. A high pre-pressure 
reduces the compression power required and 
hence the operating costs. The pre-pressure of a 
filling station influences the ratio of the specific 
costs per volume of compressed natural gas.14

The additional costs of NG bus fleets were cal-
culated in the THERMIE project at 7% includ-
ing all costs for additional staff, filling station, 
etc.15 Figure 4 shows that the cost premium for 
natural gas buses compared with diesel-powered 
buses will decline as this technology gains a 
firmer foothold in new markets over the next 
decade (see margin note).
To smooth the way for gas power technology 
into series production through fleet testing and 

verification of fitness for use under practical 
conditions, the German Federal Ministry of 
the Environment, Nature Conservation and 
Nuclear Safety and the UBA take promotional 
measures in the form of investment projects 
providing for considerable grants to be paid out 
to operators of new NG vehicles to compensate 
them for the extra cost they incur compared to 
diesel fuelled vehicles.16 In Germany, about 80 
natural gas filling stations are currently avail-
able. NG vehicles are therefore operated mainly 
in fleets that are based close to filling stations.
In connection with the above-mentioned invest-
ment project “Model operation of NG vehicles”, 
the UBA drew up a list based on information 
provided by the manufacturers. This list shows 
the NG Vehicles available in all categories, 
which satisfy the emission requirements for the 
vehicles taking part (Table 7).

6.2LiquefiedPetroleumGas(LPG)
Engine technology for LPG vehicles is very 
similar to that for natural gas vehicles. As a fuel 
for spark-ignition engines, it has many of the 
same advantages as natural gas, with the addi-
tional advantage of being easier to carry aboard 
the vehicle. 
LPG has many of the same emissions character-
istics as natural gas. The fact that it is primarily 
propane (or a propane/butane mixture) rather 
than methane affects the composition of 
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NewVehicles Retrofitted

Cars
Light-duty
vehicles

Trucks Buses Cars
Light-duty
vehicles

Manufacturers 6 5 5 3 2 1

Types 18 15 9 7 13 6

RatedpowerinkW 44–95 44–105 75–175 140–228 44–85 51–95

Maximumpermissible
weightintons

1.4–2.8 1.6–3.5 4.3–26 11.5–28 1.4–2.0 2.8–3.5

Mixtureformation:
lambda=1
Leanburn

18
–

15
–

7
2


3
4

13
–


6
–

Operation:
monovalent
bivalent
optional

1
5
12

1
1
13

9
–
–

7
–
–

4
–
9

4
–
2

ExtracostsinUS$
(thousands)

1.3–5.4 3.2–7.3 5.5–51.0 38.8–52.0 3.1–6.9 3.3–3.6

Table7:OverviewofNGvehiclesavailablewhichmeettherequirementsofthe
investmentproject“ModelOperationOfNGVehicles”(2/1998).

exhaust VOC emissions and their photochemi-
cal reactivity, and its global warming potential 
but otherwise the two fuels are similar. 
Using LPG in transport instead of burning it as 
a waste gas at the oil fields or in the refinery will 
immediately result in fossil fuel savings. The use 
of LPG results in an energy efficiency for the 
energy chain of exploitation, refinery and use, 
comparable to that of gasoline and diesel.
The emissions during use of LPG in the vehi-
cles are comparable to the emissions of petrol 
engines. In the Netherlands, in-use compliance 
tests were conducted for LPG passenger cars 
(Rijkeboer, Binkhorst, 1998)17. The conclusion 
from these tests was that the maintenance 
situation for the vehicles tested was in fact very 
good. LPG vehicles easily complied with the 
current emission limits. The engine technologies 
are already in their third generation, described 
in the in-use compliance program as follows: 

a) 1st generation:
 Mechanical system with mechanical control 

of the metering; no closed loop.

b) 2nd generation (analogue):
 Mechanical system with mechanical control. 

Additional closed loop control by means of 
a lambda sensor. This closed-loop control 
works relatively slowly.

c) 2nd generation (digital):
 System whereby the flow takes place as previ-

ously via the venturi, but whereby the meter-
ing is regulated by a microprocessor with 
pre-programmed “engine maps”. Closed loop 
control is also by means of a lambda sensor. 
The control can be more accurate, but the 
closed-loop is still relatively slow.

d) 3rd generation:
 This system distinguishes itself from the 2nd 

generation in that it is a self-adaptive system. 
Observed deviations in the air/fuel ratio are 
stored in the memory and processed in the 
digital control metering. In practice these are 
often multi-point injections.

The emissions of the different generations of 
LPG systems are given in the Figure 5.

The emissions of LPG in heavy duty vehicle 
engines are far below the emission standards for 
EURO 3 heavy duty vehicles, which are imple-
mented in Europe for the year 2000.18

The heavy duty vehicle was equipped with a 
closed-loop fuel system and a 3-way catalyst. 
The 6 cylinders, 135 kW engine with stoi-
chiometric mixture and natural aspiration has 
a compression ratio of 10:1. The maximum 
engine efficiency is high, ranging from 33–37% 
at full load. Over the 13-mode test, the engine 
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Fig.5

Emissions of dedicated 
LPG vehicles in the new 
European Driving Cycle 
(NEDC).
�i�ke�oer,Binkhorst1998

g/kWh HC CO NOX PM

LPG 0.5 1.8 0.5 –

EmissionLimitsforDieselEngines

EURO1 1992 1.25 5 9 0.40

EURO2 1996 1.10 4 7 0.15

EURO3 2000 0.60 2 5 0.10

Table8:Emissionsinthe13-ModeTest
fora7.4litreLPGenginerunningwith
agedcatalyst(lamba=1).

shows favourable emission values with an aged 
catalyst (30,000 km) as summarized in Table 8.
With a more sophisticated fuel system (for 
example, electronically controlled fuel injection) 
there is potential for further emission reductions.
The costs of converting from gasoline to propane 
are considerably less than conversions to natural 
gas, due primarily to the lower cost of the fuel 
tanks. As with natural gas, the cost of conver-
sion for high-use vehicles can typically be recov-
ered through lower fuel costs within a few years.
LPG is produced in the extraction of heavier 
liquids from natural gas, and as a by-product 
in petroleum refining. Presently, LPG supply 
exceeds the demand in most petroleum-refining 
countries, so the price is low compared to other 
hydrocarbons. Depending on the locale, however, 
the additional costs of storing and transporting 
LPG may more than offset this advantage.
Liquefied petroleum gas is already widely used 
as a vehicle fuel in the U.S., Canada, the Neth-
erlands, Japan and elsewhere. In Japan, 260,000 
taxis, 94% of the total number of taxis, use 
LPG as their fuel. Many diesel-fuelled taxis in 
Hong Kong have shifted to LPG.
The biggest fleet of LPG buses is running in 
Vienna. The additional costs for a bus with 
liquefied gas (LPG) engine were calculated at 
US$22,000, which means additional costs of 
9% compared to a standard diesel bus and in 
comparison to the additional $20,500–$35,800 
required for a natural gas engine.19

For the use of LPG there are no higher addi-
tional costs for the filling station in comparison 
to a filling station for diesel fuel, as needed for 
a bus fleet (Vagt, 1995). The author calculated, 
for a German diesel fleet of 40 buses, overall 
costs of $1.60/km with regard to the costs of 
the vehicles, operational costs and fuel station 
costs. For a comparable fleet with vehicles run-
ning on liquefied gas, overall costs of $1.60/km, 
which are additional costs of only 0.3%, were 
calculated.
LPG can, as with CNG, turn the additional 
costs into an effective investment, because the 
low emissions of gas vehicles contribute sig-
nificantly to the improvement of air quality in 
comparison to the usually used diesel engines in 
heavy duty vehicles.
LPG’s major disadvantage is the limited supply, 
which would rule out any large-scale conversion 
to LPG fuel.
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6.3Methanol
Methanol has many desirable combustion 
and emissions characteristics, including lean 
combustion capability, low flame temperature 
(leading to low NOX emissions) and low pho-
tochemical reactivity. It is also a liquid, which 
makes its storage and handling much simpler 
than with gaseous fuels. At current and foresee-
able prices, the most economical feedstock for 
methanol production is natural gas, especially 
natural gas found in remote regions where it has 
no ready market. The most common methanol 
fuel is M-85, a methanol-gasoline blend. 
Light-duty methanol vehicles have emissions of 
NOX and CO similar to gasoline vehicles. Emis-
sions of VOCs are roughly half those of gasoline 
vehicles and lower ozone reactivity of the VOC 
results in lower ozone impacts. Emissions of 
formaldehyde (a primary combustion product of 
methanol) are higher than those from gasoline 
or other alternative-fuelled vehicles but can be 
controlled with a catalyst.

“There is little prospect for [methanol] 
to become price-competitive with 
conventional fuels unless oil prices 
increase greatly.”

The GHG reduction potential of methanol is 
dependent on the feedstock. Burning M-85 
derived from methane results in total life cycle 
GHG emissions very slightly lower than a 
gasoline vehicle. But life cycle GHG emissions 
from wood or cellulose derived methanol are 
approximately 60% lower than from gasoline.
The major barrier to the widespread use of 
methanol is its high cost and price volatility. 
There is little prospect for it to become price-
competitive with conventional fuels unless 
world oil prices increase greatly. 

6.4Ethanol
Ethanol is produced primarily by the fermenta-
tion of starch from grains (mostly corn) or sugar 
from sugar cane. It is most commonly used as 
an oxygenate in reformulated gasoline and in 
a gasoline blend called “gasohol.” These fuels 
can be burned in gasoline engines. Specialized 
engines are necessary in order to burn pure 
ethanol.

In engines burning reformulated gasoline using 
ethanol, VOCs and CO are reduced but NOX 
tends to increase slightly.
Vehicles burning gasohol will emit slightly more 
GHG emissions than conventional gasoline 
fuelled vehicles. Reductions associated with 
burning pure ethanol depend on the feedstock. 
Ethanol produced from corn has life cycle GHG 
emissions about 15% less than gasoline vehicles. 
Ethanol produced from woody biomass (E-100) 
has GHG emissions 60–75% below conven-
tional gasoline.
A gasohol-fuelled automobile costs no more 
than a comparable gasoline vehicle. Since 
ethanol is derived from grains and sugars, the 
production of ethanol for fuel is in direct com-
petition with food production in most countries. 
This keeps ethanol prices relatively high, which 
has effectively ruled out its use as a motor fuel 
except where, such as in Brazil and the U.S., it 
is heavily subsidised.
The Brazilian “Prooalcool” program (Figure 
6) to promote the use of fuel ethanol in motor 
vehicles has attracted worldwide attention as a 
successful alternative fuel program. Despite the 
availability of a large and inexpensive biomass 
resource, however, this program still depends on 
massive government subsidies for its viability.
The high cost of producing ethanol (compared 
to hydrocarbon fuels) remains the primary 
barrier to widespread use.

6.5Biodiesel
Biodiesel is produced by reacting vegetable 
or animal fats with methanol or ethanol to 
produce a lower-viscosity fuel that is similar in 
physical characteristics to diesel, and which can 
be used neat or blended with petroleum diesel 
in a diesel engine.
Over the years, many factors have stimulated 
interest in biofuels including biodiesel. For 
example, the primary initial motivation for the 
Brazilian Alcohol program was energy related 
concerns. However, it seems that the greatest 
motivation today for increased interest in bio-
mass-based fuels in many countries is concern 
over the environment, especially with urban air 
pollution and global warming. Further, there 
is growing interest in providing a profitable 
market for excess farm production.
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Fig.6

A range of cleaner 
fuels, both conventional 

and alternative, are 
available in Curitiba, 

Brazil.
KarlF�ellstrom,Fe�.2002

Biodiesel is a zero sulfur diesel fuel. Therefore 
many of the points noted above, especially with 
regard to the potential impact on advanced 
diesel control technologies, apply equally to 
biodiesel.
In general, biodiesel will soften and degrade 
certain types of elastomers and natural rubber 
compounds over time. Using high percent blends 
can impact fuel system components (primarily 
fuel hoses and fuel pump seals) that contain elas-
tomer compounds incompatible with biodiesel. 
Manufacturers recommend that natural or butyl 
rubbers not be allowed to come in contact with 
pure biodiesel as this will lead to degradation of 
these materials over time, although the effect is 
lessened with biodiesel blends. 
The general consensus is that blended or neat 
biodiesel has the potential to reduce diesel 
CO emissions (although these are already low), 
smoke opacity, and measured HC emissions. 
However, many studies show an increase in 
NOX emissions for biodiesel fuel when com-
pared to diesel fuel at normal engine conditions. 
While research shows a reduction in HC emis-
sions when biodiesel is used, the effect of the 
organic acids and/or oxygenated compounds 
found in biodiesel may be affecting the response 
of the instrument that measures HC, the flame 
ionization detector, thus understating the actual 
HC emissions. Particulate data are mixed. 
Most studies show a reduction but some show 
increases under certain conditions. For example, 
one study found that:
Biodiesel gave generally higher particulate 
emissions and the highest levels of particulate 
associated soluble organic fraction for all driv-
ing cycles.20

The high cost of biodiesel fuel is one of the 
principal barriers making it less attractive to 
substitute for diesel fuel. 

6.6Hydrogen(H2)
Hydrogen is usually used as compressed hydro-
gen (CH2) with 200 bar or liquefied hydrogen 
(LH2) at -252°C (422°F). Hydrogen is a secondary 
energy, which means that it has to be produced 
from other fossil or non-fossil energy sources.
It is often proposed to use hydrogen in road 
transport instead of carbon-containing gases, 
to provide a CO2 advantage. Evaluating the 
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total fuel life cycle, however, shows that using 
other fossil primary energy for the production 
of H2 does not result in a net CO2 advantage. 
Hydrogen as a fuel for road applications will be 
most advantageous when it is produced with 
renewable resources, such as electricity from 
renewable energy or from biomass.
Hydrogen can be used in internal combustion 
(IC) engines or fuel cells. If hydrogen is used 
in a heavy duty IC engine, emissions of CNG 
engines are comparable to hydrogen engines 
for NOX, and for low PM exhaust emissions. 
Data for IC engines of passengers cars is not yet 
available. Instead of using a combustion engine, 
research efforts are focusing on the use of 
hydrogen in fuel cells in vehicles, which can be 
more efficient than using methanol in a fuel cell.

“The total fuel life cycle shows that 
using other fossil primary energy  
for the production of H2 does not 
result in a net CO2 advantage”

Costs, other restrictions
Hydrogen from renewable sources will have 
additional costs in comparison to the costs 
needed to generate renewable electricity. One 
study carried out in 1997 concluded that the 
energy content of gaseous hydrogen is reduced 
to 65% of the solar production electricity. In ad-
dition, the costs including transport were found 
to be twice the costs of the solar electricity at 
that time. Using liquefied hydrogen resulted 
in a 50% reduction of the solar electricity and 
resulted in costs more than four times higher 
than costs of solar electricity.21

6.7Electricvehicles
A comprehensive field test study about Electric 
Vehicles (EVs) was made with about 60 vehicles 
on the German Baltic island Rügen in 1996. 
The German IFEU—Institute for Energy and 
Environmental Research, Heidelberg, performed 
the comparative eco-balance. The following pas-
sages are a short summary from Daug (1996).

Greenhouse gases, other emissions
Energy consumption and emissions of 
the vehicles depend on a large number of 
parameters. The most important of these energy 

consumption parameters are the driving energy, 
the battery consumption (internal resistance 
consumption, battery heating, recharging 
energy, efficiency of charging, self-discharge), 
the secondary energy consumption (charging 
converter) and the additional heating.
The comparison of electric motorcars with 
conventional cars are highly dependent on the 
electricity generation in each country, and var-
ies substantially even within the same country. 
For example, in 2005 more than 50% of the 
electricity in Germany will be generated by coal 
power plants and around 5% of the electricity 
will be renewable. In Brazil, on the other hand, 
a large fraction of the electricity is from renew-
able hydropower.
The advantages of the electric motorcar over 
the conventional car include that the electric 
car does not generate emissions which are toxic 
to humans and which damage physical assets 
directly at the site of deployment. The electric 
cars generate less noise and contribute to a lesser 
degree to summer smog and nitrogen input into 
soils and water bodies depending on the source 
of the electricity. The disadvantages of the elec-
tric motorcar include that it could have a higher 
acidification potential and a stronger climatic 
impact if the electricity is generated for example 
from coal burning. These disadvantages can 
increase with decreasing daily kilometre per-
formance and can only be compensated under 
special conditions of deployment such as very 
frequent short distance drives.

Costs, other restrictions
In the UBA’s view, the EV has to be compared 
with the best available technology of internal 
combustion engines. Because of the EV’s ad-
vantage of local zero emissions, the comparisons 
are made between the additional costs of an 
EV—dominated by the battery costs—and the 
additional costs for an Ultra Low Emission Vehi-
cle (ULEV-) standard, in comparison to the then 
(1996) current TIER I emission standard vehicle. 
The additional incremental cost of an ULEV 
was estimated to be between US$84 and 
US$200, depending on the size of the engine 
(Carb, 1996). The incremental costs were 
estimated to be 2.7–5.3 cents/mile for the 
battery depending on the type and specific costs 
of the battery. UBA calculated from these data 
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costs of US$2,700–$6,400 for the additional 
incremental lifetime cost of the battery for an 
EV at that time (Kolke, 1995).
It was concluded by UBA that on the basis of 
a TIER I vehicle, the additional incremental 
cost of only one electric vehicle could finance 
the additional incremental costs of up to 75 
ULEV vehicles. From the urban environmental 
point of view, the cost effectiveness of a com-
plete introduction of a ULEV standard for all 
vehicles was estimated to be higher than having 
some 10% of EVs, 15% of ULEV and 75% of 
Transitional-Low-Emission Vehicle (TLEV).
The use of EVs makes sense in ecologically sensi-
tive areas or enclosed indoor facilities that have a 
proven need for zero local emissions. In typical 
traffic situations, based on UBA’s 1996 study, it 
may be more cost effective to introduce stringent 
emission limits, such as the ULEV standard or 
the EURO 4 standard for petrol vehicles.

“On the basis of a TIER I vehicle, the 
additional incremental cost of only 
one electric vehicle could finance the 
additional incremental costs of up to 
75 ULEV vehicles”

6.8Fuelcells
Fuel cell (FC) vehicles are currently being dis-
cussed as one of the most promising technolo-
gies for the future. Hydrogen, methanol and 
even petrol are discussed as fuels for the vehicles. 
Further differentiation must be done for the 
various possibilities of producing the fuel.
In the UBA’s view, the first step of a Research 
and Development program must be the detailed 
and realistic estimation of the environmental 
effects and the costs for the applications, in 
comparison to the best available conventional 
technology. Only if a transparent analysis shows 
a cost competitiveness of fuel cells, assuming 
that they reach a sustainable emission reduction, 
should the fuel cell application be considered 
a realistic alternative technological solution for 
reducing emissions in the road transport sector.

Greenhouse gases, other emissions
The efficiency of the fuel cell vehicle and their 
costs will be one of the main problems on its 

way to becoming the “car of the future”. The 
UBA did investigations for different cars of the 
future, based on its assumptions of likely devel-
opments. The comparisons were made relative 
to a competitive fuel-efficient vehicle with a 
petrol engine, which is available as a prototype; 
the SMILE Concept developed with assistance 
from Greenpeace (1996). This car has room for 
four passengers, a curb weight of 650 kg, a fuel 
consumption of 3.25 liters per 100km (72 mpg) 
and can reach ULEV emission levels. The 
calculations of the incremental costs were made 
for the efficient ULEV with a 40 kW engine 
and for a fuel cell vehicle with a mechanical 
power of 15 kW, a nominal engine power of 
about 18 kW (peak about 32 kW) and a fuel 
cell power of 40 kW. Two types of vehicle were 
examined:
 The fuel cell vehicle with compressed hydro-

gen storage,
 The fuel cell vehicle with methanol and re-

former.
The calculations showed that the weight for the 
storage system and the propulsion components 
(engine, fuel cell, reformer, etc.) will be between 
2 and 3 times higher than for the petrol fuelled 
car of the future.

The main current advantage of the fuel cell 
vehicle is the very low emissions. The UBA 
calculated the emissions of the efficient ULEV 
and the fuel cell vehicles under consideration 
of the emissions for fuel production, and 
compared them to a 1996 EURO 2 petrol 
vehicle (fuel consumption 6 liters per 100km or 
39 mpg). The fuel consumption data for the fuel 
cell vehicles were given by Daimler (1997) with 
20 kWh/100km and 26 kWh/100km (hydrogen, 
methanol) for a 730 kg vehicle.

The efficient ULEV gives already noticeable 
emission reductions of about 50%, up to 
85%. The reduction of the direct emissions is 
sufficient for achieving the air quality targets 
in Germany. A further reduction of the direct 
emissions will not be necessary in Germany if 
all vehicles comply with this or a comparable 
emission standard. Comparing the directly 
and indirectly caused emissions, the fuel cell 
vehicles with very optimistic fuel consumption 
data can reduce emissions further in all cases.



20

SustainableTransport:ASourcebookforPolicy-makersinDevelopingCities

�
�

��
�

��
�

�
��

��
�

��������
����������

��������
����������

�������
����������

�������
����������

���
������

���������������

�������������

�����������������

����
�������� �����������

����������
�����������

����������
�����

����
���������

��������

Fig.7

Ratio of distribution  
of costs of new passenger 

car concepts with a 
lifetime of 10 years.

The main rating parameter will be given by 
the relation of the additional costs for the 
new technologies to the benefit, which is the 
reduction of emissions and primary energy use 
in comparison to a vehicle achieving EURO 2 
with 39 miles per gallon). These parameters will 
describe the specific emission avoidance costs. A 
summary of the additional calculations is given 
in the following section.

Costs, other restrictions
To calculate the emission avoidance costs for 
passenger cars in comparison to a EURO 2 
standard vehicle, the emission reductions are 
compared to the extra vehicle costs. The extra 
vehicle costs are composed of various cost com-
ponents, which contain for the most part the 
drives and storage costs, as well as energy costs 
for operation. The determination of the extra 
costs for the drives is carried out on the basis of 
an analysis and calculation of the specific costs. 
Figure 7 shows the basis of the calculation of the 
cost distribution with fuel cell costs of 50 €/kW. 
Further calculations are summarized following.
As in the long term the most important con-
sideration will be the reduction of greenhouse-
relevant CO2 emissions, the following results 
summarize the calculations for the reduction 
of greenhouse gases. UBA also took the further 
US target data for fuel cell technology into 
account, which are characterised by the costs 
published in the Ford/DOE program and sum-
marized in Sims (1997), with US$18–24/kW 

manufacturing costs for the FC-stack. Another 
calculation was made with the development 
goal of US$50/kW for an implementation 
strategy for the whole FC propulsion drive.
Even assuming the successful development 
of fuel cell technology for transport (US$50/
kWFC Drive Line), the costs for emissions 
avoidance of the greenhouse gas CO2 can rise 
up to US$200 per metric ton.

“The avoidance costs are at least 
US$83 per metric ton of CO2 
more than the avoidance costs of 
an efficient vehicle with internal 
combustion petrol engine and ultra 
low emissions.”

The UBA made further comparisons of the costs 
and the possible emission reductions of fuel cell 
buses to be driven with hydrogen, and buses 
with internal combustion engine and natural gas 
(NG). While the first system can reduce the criti-
cal emission components of NOX and particulate 
matter (PM) completely in comparison to a 
diesel bus, the natural gas bus can reduce NOX 
by 85% and PM by more than 99%. The cost 
comparison shows that fuel cell technology is not 
a cost competitive technology for public buses in 
the near future, perhaps for the next 20 years. 
As there is no real data for the future costs of 
FC buses available, the comparison has to be 
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Retrofit systems are available for:
• Gasoline cars (closed loop threeway catalysts )
• Motorcycles ( oxidation catalyst for two stroke 

engines and smaller 4 stroke engines, closed 
looped threeway catalysts for bigger 4 stroke 
motorcycles )

• Busses and trucks ( particles filters , NG  and 
LPG with closed loop threeway catalysts )

• Diesel cars and LDT (particle filters, soon 
available) A

Retrofitpoliciesand
experiencesinGermany
Source:AxelFriedrich,GermanFederalEnvironmentalAgency
Note:1DMisapproximately0.5€

Theretrofitofin-usevehicles(Figure“A”)isone
of themajor instrumentsavailabletoreduce
emissionsfromthetransportsectorinashort
timeframe.Inspiteofthisfact,mostattempts
madeindifferentpartsoftheworldhavenot
beenverysuccessful. InGermanyahighen-
vironmentalconsciousnesscausedbyreports
ontheforestdyingandotherharmfuleffects
ofairpollutionleadtoambitiouslegislationto
reduceemissionsfromindustryandtransport.
Intheearly1980stheretrofitofpowerplants
withscrubbersandcatalystsforthereduction
ofsulfurdioxideandnitrogenoxides(NOX)were
required.After the introductionof three-way
catalystsinthemid-1980s,therewerecallsfor
retrofittinggasolinecarswithopenloopthree-
waycatalystsorexhaustgasrecirculation(EGR).
Theopenloopthree-waycatalystreducesthe
emissionsofagasolinecarwithcarburetorby
about50%.TheretrofittedEGRreducesthe
NOXbyabout30%withinthelowerspeedrange
wheretheNOXemissionsarelower.Thisretrofit
programwassupportedbytaxincentives.The
deviceshadtohaveatypeapprovalforeach
vehiclefamily.Becauseoftheloopholethatno
durabilityrequirementwasestablished, inad-
equatesystemswerealsoused.

Inthesecondphase,inadditiontotheopenloop
three-waycatalysts,emissionlimits,whichre-
quiretheinstallationofthree-waycatalystswith
lambdacontrol,wereincludedinthelegislation.
TheretrofitkitswhichareabletomeettheEuro1
caremissionstandardswerenotrequiredtopay
theannualcartaxuntilthetotalamountreached
1,250DM(aboutUS$650)andafterwardsthe
ownerhadtopaythereducedannualtaxfeefor
aEuro1car.Thelegalrequirementincludedthe
sameprocedurefortypeapprovalasfornew
cars.Aftertheinstallation,eachindividualcar
hadtobecheckedbylicensedtestcentresand
achangeofthevehicleidentificationcardhad
tobemadebytheauthorities.Duetothislegal
requirementtheindustrydevelopedretrofitkits
whichmettheEuro1standardsandtheretrofit
costsforamiddle-sizecarcamedowntoabout
1,250DM(around640€).

Theretrofitkitincludesthethree-waycatalyst
(includingthetubingmadeinstainlesssteel),
theelectroniccontrolunitincludingthelambda
sensor,aswellasthepartsfortheintroduction
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ofadditionalairbelowthecarburetorand if
necessaryanadapterforthecarburetor.Thecer-
tificationdocumentswereadded.Thegarages
gotacalibrationunitforthecorrectsettingof
theengineandthelambdavalue.

InFigure“B”,theemissionsbeforeandafter
retrofitareshownforsomevehiclesofdiffer-
entsizeandage.Oneoftheoldestvehicles
retrofittedistheFiatTopolinofromthemodel
year1936!Theconversionachievedemission
reductionsintherangeof90%.

InFigure“C”,thetypeapprovaldatafrommany
differentvehiclesareshown.Itcanbeseenthat
aconsiderablenumberofvehiclesalsomeetthe
Euro2standardsforallthreepollutants.

In theyear1998theannualvehicle taxwas
changedinordertoreflecttheemissionbe-
haviour inthetaxrate.Becauseofthesocial
implicationsofthistaxchange—thehigherpollut-
ingcarsbelongtopoorerpeople—theadoption
ofthistaxtooksometime,andwaswatered
down.ThetaxstructureisshowninFigure“D”.
Thechangesaremadeintwostepsinorderto
allowownersofoldpollutingcarseithertoretrofit
ortoscrapthevehicle.Theaimofthereform
wasalsothatthetaxchangesarefiscallyneu-
tral.Atotalnumberofabout800,000carsare
uptonowretrofitted.Foranaveragecaratime
periodofabout2–2.5yearsisnecessarytopay
forthecatalystbythetaxreduction.Todayitis
quitedifficulttosellanoldcarwithoutaclosed
loopthree-waycatalyst.Forthisreason,vehicle
resellersmademostoftherecentretrofits.
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Fig.8
Annual emission-related 
vehicle tax in Germany 

(in DM/100ccm)

Inadditiontothetaxincentives,other instru-
mentsareusedtopromotetheretrofitofcars.In
differentlawsandordinancesdrivingrestriction
uponincidenceofhighlevelsofairpollutants(in
thelastdecadewintersmog,nowsummersmog
(ozone)andinstreetcanyons)areonlyappliedto
highlypollutingcars.Thismeansretrofittedcars
arealsoexempted.Toeasetheenforcement,
thecarswithclosedloopcatalystaremarked
withastickeratthewindshield.Inspiteofthe
factthatuntilnowtheseinstrumentshavebeen
usedonlytwiceinGermany,theadoptionofthis
legislationconsiderablyinfluencedtherateof
scrappingandretrofitting.Retrofitkitswhich
fulfilladditionalrequirementswereentitledto
usetheenvironmental label (Umweltzeichen)
foradvertisement.

D
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made on the basis of the best available com-
petitive technology, which is the NG bus. The 
production-ready and available NG technology 
has additional costs of US$22,000–39,000 
which can be reduced to US$14,000 in the next 
10 years (see margin note).
Nevertheless, fuel cell technology is a promising 
future technology. But a differentiated look at 
the use of fuel cells is required from an environ-
mental point of view, according to the energy 
services that they are going to provide and the 
available or foreseeable alternatives in each case. 
The FC use in the stationary area appears to 
be sensible and capable of development, since 
they can already convert fossil energy sources 
(e.g., natural gas) into electricity and heat or be 
coupled with cooling production much more 
efficiently than previous power plants or heat 
producers.

7. Conclusions

It is now well established that cleaner fuels must 
be an integral part of a comprehensive and 
effective motor vehicle pollution control effort. 
The elimination of lead in gasoline as well as the 
dramatic reduction if not virtual elimination 
of sulfur from both gasoline and diesel fuel are 
now well-established elements of a clean fuels 
program. The major lesson of the past twenty-
five years with regard to these components is to 
move quickly.
Today, an internal combustion engine fuelled by 
a fossil fuel powers the vast majority of vehicles 
around the world. This technology is advancing 
rapidly and especially where ultra low sulfur 
fuel is available is capable of achieving very low 
levels of conventional pollutants. In addition 
fuel efficiency increases are possible that could 
reduce the rate of growth of greenhouse gas 
emissions and in some cases actual reduce the 
absolute amount of greenhouse gases emitted 
from the transport sector.
However, alternative fuels and technologies 
offer opportunities for significant reductions in 
emissions and increases in efficiency for certain 
niche vehicle categories. The different alterna-
tive fuels and technologies are in various stages 
of development and each has unique perform-
ance and emission characteristics. Considering 
the current stage of development and emissions 
reduction potential, the following policy conclu-
sions seem most appropriate:
Where compressed natural gas is readily avail-
able in a given locality, and where ULSD is not 
readily and reliably available, strong considera-
tion should be given to replacing diesel buses 
with CNG buses. Other centrally fuelled fleets 
such as refuse trucks or local delivery trucks are 
also attractive candidates for replacement.
Where compressed natural gas or LPG is readily 
available in a given locality, strong consideration 
should be given to replacing other high pollut-
ing vehicle types such as two stroke engined 
autorikshaws with CNG or LPG. Conversions 
to both LPG and CNG have been well estab-
lished as a viable technology. In terms of PM 
and HC emissions reductions, the most success-
ful strategy for three wheelers is to replace the 
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existing petrol fuelled, two stroke engine with a 
CNG or LPG fuelled 4 stroke engine.
There are several obstacles to the widespread 
use of natural gas and LPG fuelled vehicles 
including the absence of transportation and 
storage infrastructure, additional cost (primarily 
of the fuel storage tanks), loss of cargo space, 
increased refueling time, and lower driving 
range. Therefore, economic incentives in the 
form of lower taxes on fuels or other incentives 
should be considered as a means to stimulate 
the introduction and acceptance of these fuels
Where LPG is readily available, and where 
ULSD is not readily and reliably available, 
strong consideration should be given to replac-
ing diesel or petrol taxicabs with LPG.
Conversion of existing diesel vehicles to natural 
gas is difficult and problematical and very often 
results in higher actual NOX emissions. There-
fore, for diesel vehicles, replacement should be 
considered rather than conversion.
Conversion of existing gasoline fuelled vehicles 
to CNG or LPG is not very difficult and if done 
well can result in emissions reductions.
An inherent advantage of gaseous fuels is the as-
surance that adulteration will not be a problem.
Depending upon the feedstock and the process 
used to make these fuels, they can be very low 
or very high in GHG emissions. For example, 
methanol made from coal would approximately 
double GHG emissions compared to conven-
tional gasoline, whereas methanol made from 
natural gas would be slightly lower than gaso-
line and made from cellulose would be about 
60% lower.
Looking to the future, it is clear that the vehicle 
population continues to grow rapidly in many 
parts of the world continuing to put pressure on 
the local and global environment. After more 
than 40 years of effort to reduce vehicle pol-
lution, over 100 million people in the US still 
live in areas where one or more health based 
air quality standard is exceeded. With regard 
to global warming, the transportation sector is 
now the fastest growing contributor of green-
house gases and the rapid growth in CO2 from 
this sector continues unabated in spite of signifi-
cant efforts in such regions as Europe. Even in 
Europe where CO2 reductions are being most 

aggressively pursued through the increased use 
of diesel technology, recent evidence indicates 
that black carbon emissions from these vehicles 
may be undercutting these modest gains. While 
conventional technologies are increasingly dem-
onstrating the ability to achieve lower and lower 
levels of CO, HC, NOX and PM, they are rapidly 
consuming the world’s limited supply of oil.
Therefore, as one considers these issues in the 
aggregate, along with other issues such as 
noise pollution, water contamination, etc., one 
must ask whether it is prudent to expand the 
technological and fuel choices available to fu-
ture generations of vehicle owners. The question 
is whether it is good public policy to commit all 
available resources to existing technologies and 
fuels which are very mature and which continue 
to make incremental progress or whether some 
resources should also be redirected to fuels 
and power plants which while very expensive 
today in their early stages of development hold 
promise of being attractive in the not to distant 
future. With regard to developing countries, 
where resources are most limited, the ques-
tion is even more acute. However, in some of 
these countries such as China, where explosive 
growth in vehicle production is underway, 
decision makers have concluded that some 
investments (on the order of $100 million) in 
longer-term technologies hold sufficient promise 
to be justified. Each country must answer these 
questions on their own, considering their envi-
ronmental challenges, their resources, oil imports 
costs, technological capabilities, and so on.
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Somecommonabbreviations
APU auxiliarypowerunit

BET bestexistingtechnologies

CNG CompressedNaturalGas

CH4 methane

CO carbonmonoxide

CO2 carbondioxide

EURO1 emissionstandard91/441/EEC

EURO2 emissionstandard94/12/EEC

EURO3 emissionstandard98/69/EC

EURO4 emissionstandard98/69/EC

FC fuelcell

FCV fuelcellvehicle

FTP75 USdrivingcycle

H2 hydrogen

HC hydrocarbons

ICE internalcombustionengine

LEV LowEmissionVehicle

mpgge milespergallonpetrolequivalent

MTBE methyltertiary-butylethyl;alead-free
antiknockgasolineadditive

NEDC NewEuropeanDrivingCycle

NG(V) naturalgas(vehicle)

NMOG Non-MethaneOrganicGas

NMVOC Non-Methane Volati le Organic
Compounds

NOX oxidesofnitrogen

PAH PolycyclicAromaticHydrocarbons;a
classofverystableorganicmolecules
madeupofonlycarbonandhydro-
gen

PM particulatematter

PNGV PartnershipforaNewGenerationof
Vehicle

psi poundspersquareinch

SO2 sulfurdioxide

SOF SolubleOrganicFraction;portionof
particlesemittedindieselexhaustthat
canbeextractedintosolution

SULEV SuperUltraLowEmissionVehicle

TLEV TransitionalLowEmissionVehicle

THC totalhydrocarbons

TWC three-waycatalyst

UBA Federal Environmental Agency
(Umweltbundesamt)

ULEV UltraLowEmissionVehicle

UMK Germany’sStandingConferenceof
EnvironmentMinisters,(Umwelt-min-
isterkonferenz)

ZEV ZeroEmissionVehicle

ZLEV ZeroLevelEmissionVehicle
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