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<<<  Important SRTT Communication  >>>
Impact of E1136 P195/75R14 SRTT Phase-out on F1805 Snow Spin Test Method
Background
The E1136 tire (P195/75R14 SRTT aka 14” SRTT) has been produced since 1986.  It is rapidly approaching a state of obsolescence due to availability of specific materials for the tread compound and rapid decrease in the popularity of 14-inch tires.  In May 2015 Michelin (sole producer of this tire) first notified industry groups, governments, regulators, and standards organizations of this approaching obsolescence.  In June 2017 Michelin further communicated a target of late 2019 to end production of this tire.
As a result of these developments, the ASTM F09 Committee on Tires commissioned a Task Force on E1136/F1805 Winter Traction to study replacing the E1136 SRTT with the F2493 (P225/60R16 SRTT aka 16” SRTT) as the reference tire for the F1805 Snow Spin Traction test.
Executive Summary
The Task Force on E1136/F1805 Winter Traction (TF) conducted detailed and rigorous studies during the winter test seasons of 2016, 2017 and 2018.  Four ISO-17025 accredited snow test vendors conducted the testing and provided the results for these studies.  The primary goal of these studies was to establish the correlation between the 16” and 14” SRTTs with respect to the F1805 snow spin test.
With this correlation, future tests can measure tires relative to the 16” SRTT and predict an equivalent rating versus the 14” SRTT.  The TF considered two methodologies by which this correlation could be made:
1. Apply a constant ratio (i.e., predicted 14” SRTT rating = measured 16” SRTT rating  x  CR)
2. Apply a calculated linear model (i.e., predicted 14” SRTT rating = measured 16” SRTT rating  x multiple factors)
The TF determined that the constant ratio approach (1) was preferred.  Therefore, the TF recommends application of the following predictive tool for F1805 snow spin tests conducted after the 14” SRTT phase-out:
Equivalent 14” SRTT Rating = Measured 16” SRTT Rating  x  16” SRTT Correlation Factor
where 16” SRTT Correlation Factor = 0.987 
The constant ratio approach (1) was preferred for the following reasons:
· Works equally well for all vendors whereas the linear model method did not
· Simple for vendors to implement
· Does not artificially inflate ratings or grant the 3-Peak Mountain Snowflake (3PMSF) certification to tires which are undeserving (i.e., candidate tire would have to generate rating of 111.4 versus 16” SRTT in order to correlate to a rating of 110 versus 14” SRTT)
The TF will publish a detailed Technical Report which outlines the scope and approach of the studies as well as the comparison of the options which were considered.  Publication of this Technical Report is targeted for EOY 2018.
