	[image: image1.png]



	                                                                                             Bell Performance, Inc.      tel 407-831-5021

                                                                                             1340 Bennett Drive            fax 407-331-1125

                                                                                             Longwood, FL 32750  

                                                                                              www.bellperformance.net




Mix-I-Go Testing Data and Testimonials

Test #1: Greater Orlando Marketing Association 1981

Background: Exhaust Emission Analyzer #MT497A was used to measure change in emissions levels for HC and CO for 11 different privately-owned vehicles. Vehicle mileage was recorded at start, followed by recording of HC and CO levels. Then double treatment (2 oz per 10 gallon) of MXO, and normal vehicle operation for 7 to 10 miles, followed by another reading of emissions.

Results: HC levels dropped in 7 of 11 vehicles; CO levels dropped in 8 of 11 vehicles.

Test #2: Carbon Monoxide Emissions Test 1973

Background: Measurements for CO emission for vehicles with and without MXO were performed, using Sun Electric EPA-75 Infra-Red Gas Analyzer.

Results: V-8 Dodge decreased from 4.5% to 0.25%. V-6 Javelin went from 2.0% to 0.2%.

Test #3: Shilstone Testing Lab 1963

Background: Comparison of fuel consumption with additized gasoline with MXO.  Tests were conducted with a new 1963 Volkswagon pickup truck with rear wheels blocked up. Engine operated at 1100rpm. Six tests were conducted to determine amount of time needed to consume a given amount of fuel. Three tests conducted with unadditized gas, and three tests with gasoline plus MXO at 6oz per 10 gallons. Wheel speed was equal to 13.8mph and remained constant for all six tests.

Results: 
Untreated (gal ph)
Treated (gal ph)

1

.2523


.2473

2

.2465


.2172

3

.2353


.2175

Avg

.2447


.2273

Results equate out to mileage of 56.7mpg for untreated and 60.7mpg for treated.

Conclusion: The results of this single test show an increase in fuel consumption, with other factors held constant, of 7.05%

Test #4:  Florida National Guard 1966

Background: MXO tested on two 5 KW gasoline generators (4 cylinder). Both generators had about 120 hours previous life usage. Cylinder heads were removed to observe condition of combustion chambers, with heavy carbon deposits being found.  Heads were reinstalled and compression test performed.  Each generator was run for about 45 hours with treated MXO; load set at 5KW. Fifty gallons of fuel were used. When this supply was expended, No. 500 generator was refilled without additive and No. 422 with additive-treated gasoline. Total running time was 121 hours.

Results: Total fuel consumption was 29 gallons less with additized fuel.  MXO removed deposits from spark plugs and partially removed combustion chamber deposits.

Test #5: M. Egan Company Trucking 1979

Background: MXO was tested in four gasoline trucks, for periods of between 983 and 1784 miles. All trucks were four or six years old.

Results: Mileage increased by 6% in two trucks, 11% in a third and 25% in the fourth.

Test #6: Hauser Laboratories: 

Fleet of 10 gasoline vehicles was tested before and after, averaging about 5000 miles per test portion.

Results:

· 8.2% increase in fuel efficiency

· 21.7% reduction in HC emissions and 25.8% reduction in CO

· Dynameter reduction in emissions was 10.3/14.8% for HC/CO

· Dynamometer increase in mileage was 12.0% for two test vehicles

· Stationary engine test – increased mileage of 6.5%; Change was reversible when additive was removed

In addition, there was observed reduced carbon formation on spark plugs.

Bench Test: Two Briggs and Stratton engine modified to accept emission reading equipment were used to conduct a bench test of the MXO additive. The engines were run for 38 hours on untreated fuel, then 32 hours on fuel treated with MXO.

Results of Bench Test: Fuel economy upon additive treatment went down by 6.8%.

Test #7: Townsville College of Technical and Further Education

Background: Additive was tested in a HQ Holden engine with sufficient mileage to represent normal wear and combustion chamber deposits.  Cylinder head was removed and combustion chamber deposits measures to a depth of 1.35-1.45mm with even distribution.  Cylinder head was reinstalled and engine oil/filter replaced.  Engine was run through a full test cycle without additive. A double dosage of MXO was added and engine was run for 8 hours to clean engine. Fuel system was then changed over to a new system with single dose of additive in place, and identical set of dynamometer tests were run.

Results: Carbon monoxide emissions improved from 4.4% to 2.2% @ 1000rpm and from .25% to .20% at 3000rpm.  

Hydrocarbons reduced from 800ppm to 220ppm and 600ppm to 120ppm. On light load at 2500rpm, HC level fluctuated between 0-20pm, indicating fuel consumption taking place entirely in cylinders, extracting more heat energy and more work from fuel.

Horsepower at 3000rpm increased from 67 to 73, showing more complete combustion of fuel.

Break Mean Effective Pressure (pressure developed in cylinders) – increased from 94.5psi to 96.4 despite lowering of compression pressure due to removal of deposits.

Thermal Efficiency increased by 13%; the ratio of the power available in fuel to the power the engine delivers at the crankshaft as work.

Conclusion: The Institute concluded that MXO upheld all of the manufacturers’ claims for the multiple functions attributed – more complete combustion and cleaning.

Test #8: GSA of West Palm Beach

Background: Five different classes of vehicle were tested with the MXO gasoline additive, totaling about 80 vehicles in aggregate. Classes were intermediate sedan, police cruiser, ½ ton cargo van, ½ ton pickup and ½ ton extended cab pickup. Each class of vehicle was tested for three month periods before and after addition of additive.

Results:

Before

After

Change

Sedan


18.52

20.90

12.85%

Police Cruiser

9.19

9,44

2.72

Cargo Van

10.52

11.86

12.74

Pickup


10.34

12.93

25.05

Extended Cab PU
11.45

11.25

-1.75

Conclusions: It appears MXO had a significant improving effect upon most vehicles.

Test #9: Evaluation of MXO by independent EPA-approved lab 1979

Background: Five phase testing program designed to determine the effectiveness of MXO in reducing exhaust emissions and increase fuel economy when tested by EPA procedures. Six year old vehicle with 57k miles was tuned to manufacturer specs. Vehicle was then operated without MXO; two hot cycle portions of the EPA’s CVS test were run. 2 oz per 10 gallons of fuel were then added and two CVS hot tests were run to obtain data on immediate effects on exhaust emissions and fuel economy. Then vehicle was driven by a professional drivers through the AMA cycle on a test track for 1000 miles, after which, two CVS hot tests were conducted. Then the vehicle was driven an additional 1000 miles with a MXO concentration of 1 oz per 10 gallons added and duplicate CVS hot tests run. Finally, the vehicle was run for another 500 miles.

Results: In Phase 3, there was no statistically significant change in emissions or fuel economy. 

In Phase 4, HC and CO emissions did not change, but NOx emissions reduced by 16% - from 6.73 g/mile to 5.67g/mile. Fuel economy was listed at 21.28mpg, a 50% increase over baseline and unrealistically high, although the test personnel could come up with no reason for this. 

In Phase 5, after 2000 miles of total testing, CO level had dropped from 14.19 g/mile to 8.17 g/mile, a 42% reduction. NO emissions were reduced from 6.73 g/mile to 5.40 g/mile, a 20% reduction. There was no statistically significant change in HC emissions. Fuel economy in Phase 5 dropped from 21.28mpg to 15.03mpg, still a 5.5% increase over baseline. This discrepancy in mileage resulted in extending the test to Phase 6.

In Phase 6, emissions and fuel economy were the same as in Phase 5.

Conclusion: The additive improved both emissions and fuel economy, and the concentration of 1:10 was just as effect as the conc. of 2:10.

Test #10: Interro Systems Testing of Individual Vehicles 2001

Background: Privately-owned vehicles were tested, with treated/untreated readings conducted for idle and 2500rpm levels.

Results:
HC


CO



NOx



Idle
2500rpm
Idle

2500rpm
Idle (ppm)
2500rpm

2000 Chevy
282/9
    44/10
.
57/.00

.23/.01

62/8

212/90

1995 Chevy
448/126   58/71
.
47/.20

.32/.28

123/45

255/222

1996 Rangers
336/20
    81/19

.41/.02

.13/00

66/1

166/247

1999 Taurus
582/29
    84/33

.43/.01

.15/.00

30/1

60/67

1995 GMC 
943/171   164/11

4.57/.49

1.84/.04

59/1

295/21

Virtually all vehicles showed significant improvement in all areas of measurement, before and after additizing. The NOx drops were quite notable, especially during the idle period. Both of the cars which experienced NOx increased at 2500rpm experienced dramatic NOx reduction at idling.

Conclusion: It appears that adding the additive results in significant improvements in emissions.

Test #11: C-W Best Gasolinr Additive Formulations Testing

Background – Various test results compiled during formulations and development of the C-W Gasoline Additive, a relative/pre-cursor to the MXO additive.

Onan Rating – a carburetor keep-clean detergency test. A controlled amount of exhaust gas is mixed with the air supplied to a test carburetor. Engine is operated for 90 minutes under cycling conditions. A rating scale of 0-10 is used to describe the dirtiness of the resulting surface; 10 is cleanest. Deposition of material on carburetor surfaces can result in elevated CO emissions, thus establishing correlation. An Onan rating of 5.0 results in 2x increase in CO after 20,000 miles. 6.5 results in 50% increase. 8.0 and above results in no observed increase.

· Onan Results – Single additive dose increased Onan rating from 4.5 to 7.0. Double additive dose increased Onan rating to 8.0

NACE rust test – test to illustrate rust protection of additive ingredients.

· NACE results – Addition of additive increased NACE rating from baseline of E to A. This was the same for all types of gasoline, including regular and premium.

Carburetor Icing Protection – Engine was cycled for 30 seconds (21/9 ratio running and idle) at 40 deg F with 95% humidity.

· Results – for fuel at 107 deg C, addition to additive increased number of cycles before icing from 6 to 11. For mid-boiling fuel (99 deg), cycles increased from 12 to 25. For fuel at 108 deg, cycles increased from 10 to 12.

Fuel Economy – 30k mile field test. 36 cars (9 each of 4 makes) were driven 20k miles on conventional detergent dispersant gasoline, followed by 10k miles on same base gasoline treated with CW Best additive. 

· Over the four models, gasoline mileage increased by an average of about 5%.

Test #12 – University of Nevada-Reno
Controlled laboratory test similar to the DeeZol test. After establishing baselines of 50HP @ 1,100RPM and 1.9 gallon per hour fuel consumption, test was run for 38 hours. HP increased to 59 and fuel consumption dropped to 1.7 gph. Running the engine without additive increased readings back to regular level within 4 hours.

Texas Power & Light Test, 1980

TP&L tested MXO using a test vehicle – 1978 Chevrolet ¾ ton service truck.  Previous to the test, in five tanks of fuel, the truck averaged 8.5 mpg. Beginning mileage before the test was 33,454. Ending mileage was 36,122; therefore, the test spanned almost 2,700 miles.

Test commenced on 11/27, and result were computed at the conclusion of each week subsequent to that.

Results
Date

Mileage (mpg)

11/27 (baseline)
8.5

12/2

8.81

12/8

8.93

12/15

9.09

12/23

9.91

Conclusion

Within a period of one month, vehicle mileage increased by 16.58%.


Mix-I-Go Testimonials

Bob Vallandingham – Increase of 3mpg over 467,000 miles on three vehicles

Wayne Fair (Midway Independent School District) – No motors lost to lower end engine problems in 15 years of MXO use. Before MXO, were losing 2-3 motors per year.

William Boling – switched from premium gas to regular with MXO in a 1991 Infiniti. MPG increased from 18.1 to 20.56, saving costs on both amount of gas and cost per gas of $5.10 per fillup (with gas at .98 to 1.19 a gallon).

D&H Farms – Treating 15,000 gallons of fuel per year, fuel consumption decreased 10-13% with addition of MXO, with reduction in black smoke.

Pepsi-Cola Bottling of Valdosta – use of MXO for over 25 years. Mileage increased to pay for the product; engine life was doubled; burnt valves were eliminated; fewer carburetor problems. Benefits were so great that testing was discontinued after 6 months and product was purchased.  Use of the product has been continuous since the first drum was purchased, 25 years earlier.
Mr. Tune-Up Inc (Willoughby Ohio) – tested more than 12 gas treatments over 14 years. As verified by IR Emissions Analysis, tachometer/vacuum gauge/emission analyzer/ dynamometer all improved by 10%. Mileage went from 10-11mpg to 12.3-13mpg. Mileage in another vehicle increased from 19-22mpg to 22-25mpg.

Don Garlits – Use of MXO dropped fuel consumption by 11% over a full season.

Dickerson Distributors (Bellingham, WA) – MXO used in 1.5 ton delivery truck over 2 month period. Fuel consumption improved by 11.38% over 7800 mile period.

Mayor of Florence, SC – Use of MXO in a 1979 LTD Ford improved mileage by 15.4%

JR’s Rolls Royce Service – MXO was added to a 1973 Silver Shadow Rolls with 43,000 miles.  Readings were taken on a Sun Analyzer and recorded as follows below.  Data is listed before and after addition of additive and subsequent driving for 5 miles.:

BEFORE
HC (ppm)
% CO

AFTER
HC (ppm)
% CO

Idle

120ppm

1.8%

96ppm


1.5%

2800 rpm
45 ppm

---

40ppm


---

% Co went down in emissions from 1.8 to 1.5% after just 5 miles driving.  Unburned fuel (HC) went down by 25%.
Speed Tune (1981) – MXO added to 1974 Ford F-100 pickup with 85000 miles. Before product addition, HP was 84. After adding, HP went up to 92, after driving 95 miles.

Senator Larry Rogers (Kansas, 1980) – Uses MXO in a 1978 T-bird with 12,000 miles. Mileage has increased from 13mpg to 16.5, saving him $81.60 for a $14.37 product – a C/B ratio of 5.7-1. 

ABC Mobile Brake (Cleveland OH) –  Owner of the company tested the MIXIGO treatment after having tried multiple gas-saving “devices” over 25 years of work with marginal success at best for any of them.

Test #1 – 1975 Chevy Elcamino, 350 cu. Inch automatic. Baseline was taken over three tanks of fuel, producing mileage of 12-13 mpg.  Upon addition of MXO, mileage dropped at first (due to the cleaning action), but after 9 tanks, the mileage had been established at 16mpg – a 23% increase. Regarding the mileage drop, this went down to 10 mpg for three tanks of fuel before climbing again. This is explained by the treatment removing carbon, which interferes with the combustion process in that it is re-combusted but yields a lower energy value than gasoline, dropping fuel mileage during cleaning.

Test #2 – 1978 Ford Supervan. Baseline was 5 tanks of fuel, giving a 7-9 mpg reading. After three tanks of treated fuel, mileage had increased to 9-10 mpg, a 25% increase. There was no drop in mileage on this test.

Test #3 – 16 HP Simplicity lawn tractor.  Baseline mileage was 3.5 gallons per time used on the lawn.  After two tanks, fuel consumption had dropped to two gallon per time on the lawn.

Test #4 – 28-foot Chris Craft Sports Fisherman boat.  Baseline fuel mileage was 12 gallons per hour. After two treatrment, fuel usage dropped to 7 gallon per hour.  Also saw elimination of water from the fuel, which reduced plug fouling (a previous problem).

Harley Davidson of Michigan – MXO added to new 1980 Harley and used 1975 model. Hydrocarbon exhaust content was baseline 700-1200ppm. Upon addition of MXO, HC outpet dropped to 300ppm with no surges. Similar drops for the 1975 machine were documented – 600-1200ppm dropped to 300-600ppm.

Service Specialty Company – after 5 treated tankfuls in a 1979 Ford LTD wagon, mileage increased 16.4% from 12.44mpg to 14.48mpg.

Tucson Tile and Carpet – 21.5% increase in mileage in 1977 Ford pickup

City of Deland – Three year test of adding MXO to vehicles hand picked for poor gas mileage. 

· 2001 – 2002: 1.427 million miles driven @ 8.79mpg

· 2002-2003: 1.934 million miles driven @ 11.26mpg

· 2003-2004 (8 months): 1.5 million miles driven @12.47mpg

· Total: 30% increase in mileage from 2002 to 2004.

West Palm Beach: - MXO used 5 different gasoline vehicles (sedan, police cruiser, 2 pickups, cargo van) for 3 months. Vehicles experienced increases in mpg ranging from -1.75% to +25.05%. Overall increase in total was 10.32%

Suwanee County School Board – 2 gas-powered school buses established baseline figures of  3.78-3.90mpg over 2 months. MXO and Oil Additive were added and buses were run for four months, achieving figures of 3.59 to 4.15. Total mpg increased by 3.2 and 5.5%. Miles per quart of oil added increased by 59% and road calls decreased by 12.5-63%.

City of Lake Worth, FL – Use of MXO for one year. Found that CO, unburned hydrocarbons, and tuneup frequency all decreased. Able to switch from premium grade to plus grade gasoline for the vehicles, saving them over $4000 a year.

Mercedes-Benz dealer, California (1978) – Main problems dealing with clogging of injectors from poor quality fuel and condensation.  Customer testified both MXO and DZL products help their situation greatly.  Also find smoother engine operation.  The products are added to automobiles that come in for service and smoother running engines are evident even after just one application.
Trucking Firm, Idaho (1980) – Started using both MXO and DZL in 1978 and found a first-year savings of $4,000.  In 1978 they used 7,462 gallons of gasoline but, based on the previous mileage, would have equaled 10,066 gallons without additive use.  Therefore they figured a gas cost savings not used of $2,213.40, based on a cost of 83 cents per gallon, and equivalent to about $8,300 in savings based on 2008 fuel cost of $3.20.  In 1979 they used 46,052 gallons of diesel fuel treated with the DZL additive. Taking mileage from the previous untreated year, they would have used  56,185 gallons of diesel, representing a 1980 savings of $8,105 or 2008 savings of over $32,000.  The customer also testified they cut their filter changing frequency in half and had not had to pull injectors or clean injector pumps or fix any burned pistons in the two year period of product use.
Well Drilling Company, Oregon (1980) – They run a Diltech drilling rig with a 3406 Caterpillar Stationary Engine.  Before using DEE-ZOL, they was consuming 120 gallons of fuel in a 10-hour day.  After addition of the additive, fuel consumption dropped to 90 gallons per 10 hours, a 25% reduction.  They also use DEE-ZOL in their 3208 Caterpillar truck with a 605 Detroit engine.  In spite of the fuel savings, the customer testified the greater benefit to them has been the water control and preventing of associated downtime.  Prior to using DEEZOL they were averaging one day a week of downtime due to fuel problems, in addition to changing fuel filters once a week.  Since the addition of DEEZOL, downtime was completely eliminated and they have never changed their fuel filter.  The customer also used MIXIGO in a Miller Welder, having had previous problems with spark plug fouling, having to remove the plugs and clean them.  Since introduction of MIXIGO, this problem has been completely eliminated.
Trucking Company, Missouri (1980) – They conducted a trial of both MXo and DZL over an 8-month period within a fleet of 174 units.  After a 30 day trial it was determined that they were experiencing a better than 10% fuel savings per unit on the tractors being tested.  A 5% fuel gain would have paid for the cost of the additive.  The additive also reduced their maintenance cost on plugs, injectors and pumps, reducing downtime.  They are now using the MXO and DZL products in the entire fleet.
Corporation in North Carolina (1980) – For the past month they had been testing DZL and MXO fuel additive in their vehicles and have found an increase of 2.7 miles per gallon average in their city driving and an increase of 3.3 miles per gallon on the open road.  Moreover, they testified that their engines are running more smoothly and their exhaust is cleaner.
Backhoe Service Company, Idaho (1981) – They use MXO in their pickup trucks, dump trucks and automobiles and experience smoother running, better performance and an increase in fuel mileage of 2-3 mpg.  When tested in a boat they found an increase in speed without corresponding RPM output of from 35mph up to 39 mph.  In motorcycles, it gave them an increase of 4-5 miles per hour.  The use of DEEZOL in their backhoes gave them one additional hour of operation per day from each tank of fuel.  The DEEZOL additive eliminated problems of diesel knock and decreased smoking.  When tested in a vibratory cable plow, fuel usage went from 12 gallons daily to 7 gallons per day with less smoke and more power output.
Trucking Company, Idaho (1981) – The company started using MXO, DZL and ATX products in March of 1978.  Before using the products, they typically used four sets of injectors per year at a cost of $27.40 each (1981 dollars); each engine contained 8 injectors for a total cost of $876 per engine.  After addition of the additive, only two sets of injectors were replaced, for a savings for $450.00.  The company would replace at least two injector pumps per year at a cost of $1,413 per pump.  Since using the additive, no pumps were replaced, saving $2,800.  In January of 1981 (more than two years of additive use), a 3208 CAT engine was pulled with 320,000 miles.  Upon examination, very little carbon was found on the valve faces and no hard carbon on the piston tops.  Past experiences with the CAT engine told the mechanic to expect a total engine life span of only 150-250k miles.  This current engine had 320,000 miles with just .0035” wear in the cylinders.  Another engine tested was a 335 Cummins, which had been purchased used with 338,000 miles. At 468,000 miles (130k mileage with the additive), the engine broke a head bolt and leaked water and oil.  The heads were pulled and it was found that the valves showed some oil coming around by the valve guides, so it was decided to replace the heads at a cost of about $530.00.  The cylinder liner showed no wear and there was no carbon whatsoever on the pistons or heads. All in all, the company estimated a mechanical savings of $4,400.  It was also noted that the injectors on their gasoline engine were almost 10 years old, with injector life having been extended almost 3 years by use of the MXO additive.  Since using MXO in the previous 3 years, they have not had to replace spark plugs.
Volkswagon Agency, Wisconsin (1981) – Customer tested the MXO and DZl additives before using them. An infer-red test was conducted for exhaust emissions.  Emissions were checked on three vehicles before using MXO and after using MXO.  It was found that the emissions were lowered considerably after only 12-24 miles of driving on each vehicle.
Kitchen Cabinet Manufacturer, South Carolina (1981) – Started using DZL in a 1979 Oldsmobile Regency with 70,000 miles. After one quart was consumered (320 gallons of fuel), the mileage had increased from 20.6 to 27.5 mpg, while exhaust was reduced 60-70%. The car started faster and engine noise at idle was significantly reduced.  They also tried the MXO additive in a 1981 Ford Pickup with just 8,000 miles which had been “pinging” for the life of the vehicle, forcing the use of premium unleaded fuel.  Upon use of MXO, they were able to switch back to regular unleaded fuel with no ping and an increase in power.  The mileage was noted to increase from 19 mpg to 21.6 mpg, an increase of 15%.
Cattle, Soybean, Pecan and Corn Farm, Alabama (1981) – On a 2,000 acre farm, 25,000 gallons of fuel were consumed annually.  Since March of 1981, the customer treated  15,000 gallons of fuel with MXo and DZL.  Customer immediately noticed better running engines with more power, along with a decrease in fuel consumption in the vehicles using MXO.   By his calculations, his mileage increase was 10-13%.  By adding DZL to the farm’s tractors, combines and heavy equipment, he noticed an immediate cessation in black smoke and an elimination in water problems, which, the customer testified, was the single most important benefit of the product.  Using DZL resulted in no engine maintenance or downtime since the period of use began, 8 months previous.
NAPA Auto Parts, North Carolina (1981) – Has sold many fuel additive during the previous 25 years, but Mix-I-Go is the best they have seen.  First bottle tried on a Ford Courier, company-owned, which removed the knock from the engine and gave more power and greater than 10% fuel mileage improvement.  His customers also testify that the product stops spark knock, engine dieseling, increases gas mileage from 1-6 mpg, and removes carbon buildup, thereby reducing repair and maintenance costs.
Professional Photographer, Ohio (1981) – Used MIXIGO in a 1978 Olds Delta 88, 350 Cubic Inch 4-barrel.  Fuel mileage gain was seen from 12.5 mpg to 15.5 mpg.  Vehicle runs smoother, has more power, starts “better” during cold weather starts. 

Professional Photographer, Ohio (1981) – Prior to using MIXIGO, his company car averaged 22.28 mpg over 3,017 miles.  Upon addition of MIXIGO, he traveled 1,158 averaging 25.06 mpg, a 12.5% increase.  He then had the car tuned up and traveled another 1,773 with gas mileage of 25.60 miles per gallon.
Automotive Machine Company, Washington (1981) – Tested the MIXIGO on a racing engine owned by a professional racer and evaluated on the company dynamometer. Fuel used was an aviation blends containing 100-130 octane.  Five runnings with and without the additive were conducted.

Without fuel treatment: 
Peak HP 339 @ 5660 RPM; Torque 357 ft-lbs @4120 RPM

With fuel treat:

Peak HP 340 @ 5660 RPM; Torque 363 ft-lbs @ 4160 RPM

Automobile Service Technician, Illinois (1981) – After hearing about the product, customer (a mechanic) took infrared exhaust readings, before and after addition of the MIXIGO, of his 1976 Dodge Charger (400 4-V engine with dual exhaust).  The MIXIGO was added to fuel tank and vehicle driven for 6 miles before second set of readings were taken.

BEFORE

LEFT SIDE
RIGHT SIDE

Carbon Monoxide (CO)
.60%

.60%
Hydrocarbons (HC)
200ppm

220ppm

AFTER


LEFT SIDE
RIGHT SIDE

Carbon Monoxide (CO)
.10%

.10%

Hydrocarbons (HC)
20ppm

20ppm

It is evident that the additive significantly reduced before CO and unburned HC emissions, indicating improved combustion of the fuel, which would also lead to better fuel mileage.

Racing Engine Manufacturer, Florida (1981) – This customer used MIXIGO during the testing of his engines manufactured for racing.

“We have been experimenting with flame travel in racing engines for years and the more we improved it the faster our engines went with less wear and engine heat.  The combustion modifier in the MIXIGO results in a slower and more even burn of the fuel. In my personal vehicles, which all have factory production engines, using the supplement has done three things: 1)Improved gas mileage about 10.4%, 2) Stopped dieseling and 3) Stopped pinging”

Test Report on a number of vehicles performed in Orlando Florida (1981) – An emissions testing station was set up in Orlando on a busy street and administered by two representative of the Snap On Tools company.  The test was witnessed throughout the day by 175 people who signed an affidavit verifying that they witnessed the test.  The testing procedures were strictly controlled and monitored as follows:

· Exhaust emissions analyzer #MT 497A was used to measure the unburned hydrocarbons and levels of carbon monoxide

· Vehicles were brought in and mileage recorded

· HC and carbon monoxide (CO) levels were recorded

· MIXIGO fuel additive was added to the gas tank at a ratio of 2 ounces per 10 gallons fuel

· Driver drove in a normal fashion for 15 minutes, about 7-10 miles, and then returned

· Exhaust emissions were re-analyzed and recorded

Plumbing and Heating Company, Wisconsin (1981) – Testing with MIXIGO was conducted on 12 vehicles over a three month period. At the end of the test, fuel savings were calculated at 12-15%. At a fuel usage rate of 1,000 gallons per month, expected savings by the customer were $2000-$2500 per month in fuel and maintenance savings, at 1981 dollars – about $8000 - $10,000 per month in 2008 dollars.  Customer reported that his trucks stopped dieseling upon use of the additive.  Customer also attempted to test maintenance effects by adding the treatment to a 1969 Cadillac with 58,000 miles, with an engine contained excessive amounts of carbon and deposit buildup.  The car was double-dosed with treatment and performance improved “drastically” (although the customer did not disclose quantifiable data in this respect).
Technology Company, Virginia (1980) – used the MIXIGO treatment in their company vehicles and saw an elimination of pinging and dieseling problems that had previous existed. The cars saw mileage increases of the following:
· 1979 Pontiac – from 15 to 17 mpg

· 1976 Olds – from 17 to 23 mpg

· 1976 Honda – from 33 to 40 mpg

· 1967 Ford – from 14 to 17 mpg
Antique Collectors Show Facility, Kansas (1980) – Used   MIXIGO in two vehicles, a 1976 Chevy Malibu wagon and a VW Campmobile.  Baseline mileage of 13.8 mpg increased to 18 miles per gallon on the Malibu , while the Campmobile mileage increased by 5 mpg.
Printing Company, Missouri (1980) – Owners of the company added MIXIGO to a 1974 Vega and a 1976 Pontiac Sunbird. Immediately there was a noticeable increase in power and elimination of dieseling. The Vega saw an MPG increase from 16.5 to 19.6 mpg within two tanks of treated fuel.  The Sunbird had no increase through the first quart of treatment (320 gallons), but by the end of the second quart (640 gallon, about 6,000 miles) the mileage increased by 4.7 miles per gallon.
Telephone Company, Kansas (1980) – Tested MIXIGO in a test pool of cars. Mileage savings for vehicles averaged 5.6 miles per gallon and 10% total on fuel costs. Company estimated that if all company vehicles used MIXIGO for a one year period, a total savings of $221,000 (in 1980 dollars) would be realized.
Flunder Compression Test – 1976 Oldsmobile Toronado (1980) – Test commenced in April 1980 with the odometer reading 96,750. Compression check was taken; ideal compression should be 110-125 psi. The total for 8 cylinders was just 795 psi.  MIXIGO was added to gasoline at a ratio of 12 oz. to 30-40 gallons. Another compressions check was run, and the 8-cylinder total was now 1,090 psi, a 39.9% increase.  No adjustments or work of any kind were performed on this car during the 20 day period of the test.
Lungren Hereford Ranch, Kansas (1979)  - Uses MIXIGO in seven different vehicles and have found, in all seven, smoother running engines decrease in exhaust smoke, increased power, lower fuel consumption and easier starting.  Typical fuel mileage increases were from 12 mpg before treatment to 15.5 mpg after – about 25% increase. All vehicles had between 25,000 and 65,000 miles.
High Plains Datsun, Kansas (1979) – They included a bottle of MIXIGO with every vehicle they sell, knowing the benefits of the product and how it will build good customer relationships with the service department.  The dealership tested the treatment on a 1976 Ford LTD to analyze effects on exhaust, compression and carbon buildup. First baseline test readings were 3.4% CO and 270-440ppm for hydrocarbons.  The #3 and #6 spark plugs both had iron and carbon deposits, and gum and varnish were both visually present on the primary venturies.  The owner of the vehicle used MIXIGO for a two month period and brought the car back for a similar inspection.  Post-test exhaust readings were 2.8% CO (down from 3.4%) and 185ppm hydrocarbons (down from 270-440ppm).  Compression was about the same, and the plugs had a noticeable reduction in iron and carbon deposits, while the gum & varnish deposits were completely gone.
Sales Company, Missouri (1979) – Tested MXO for a period of 13 months on four vehicles. 1) GMC with 83,000 miles: increased from 10mpg to 14.2 mpg.  2) Ford with 51,000 miles went from 10.5mpg to 12mpg.  3) Chrysler with 33,000 miles went from 13 mpg to 14.2 mpg. 4) GMC with 10,000 went from 10.l mpg to 12.2 mpg.  The older GMC had constant plug fouling and dieseling before the test which cleared up after about 1.5 quarts of product (480 gallons of fuel).
Travel Trailer Company, Kansas (1978) – Use MIXIGO in all company vehicles, which include one-ton dual-wheel pickup trucks, smaller pick-ups, a 1.5 ton trash truck, 2 tractors and a forklift.  All vehicles are over-the-road vehicles which average 50-100k per year mileage. Management indicate that they experience a minimum improvement in mileage of 2 mpg for every vehicle, better performance, more power, less down-time and maintenance, and extended sparkplug life from 25,000 miles before to 45,000 miles afterwards.
Small City in Texas (1978) – Have 30 pieces of equipment using the MIXIGO treatment which average at least 2 miles per gallon improvement in mileage (baseline mpg not supplied by customer).

Atlanta Water Works, Georgia (1967) – Started using MIXIGO to eliminate burned valve problems, especially with compressor engines.  Since use of the additive, burned valves have decreased by 95% and the engines run longer between overhauls (reduced maintenance costs).  The MIXIGO additive leaves a thin lubricating film on internal metal surfaces which has greatly reduced rust and corrosion, which in turn has reduced the number of mufflers and tailpipes to be replaced.  Use of MIXIGO has also eliminated water problems in the fuel system of the vehicles.
Large City in the State of Alabama (1959) – Average savings of 9.5% in gasoline consumption.  City mechanics report improvement in the condition of spark plugs, carburetors and engine heads, as well as less moisture to be found in gas tanks of equipment.
City-owned Utility for a large city in the state of Florida (1950-1980) – Still current customers of MIXIGO despite first having introduced the product to their system before 1950.  At the time of introduction in 1948, they were using ethanol-gas blends with an overall fuel mileage of 8.1 mpg.  Adding MIXIGO to the system increased mileage from 8.1 to 8.8 mpg. One year later, the mileage had increased to 11.4 mpg.  At this point the management were skeptical that MIXIGO had been the driving factor for this increase, so the product was removed from the fuel.  Within one month, mileage had decreased to 7.95 mpg.  MIXIGO was reintroduced to the fuel and mileage increased back to 12.7 mpg. 
Customer List

Following is a listing of users of Bell Performance/Bell Additive/Bell Laboratories products, which include Mix-I-Go, Dee-Zol and Atom-Ix.  All of these companies reported fuel savings in excess of 12%.

Gordon Food Service (Michigan) – John Gordon

M. Egan Co. (New York) – Dave Hehr

Tenny Sales, Inc.  (Illinois) – Ron Behrend

Standard Food Service (West Virginia) – Alvin Foster

Hickman, Coward and Wattles (New York) – Jim Coward

Zeches Institution Supply (Minnesota) – Craig Zeches

Dreyer’s Ice Cream Co. (California)– Larry Burton

Berkeley Cement Co.(California) - Ron Fadelli

Don Young Ford (California) – Baldy Baatrup

Clay Center Dehydrating Co. (Kansas) – Howard Harbeutzel

Olson Industries, Inc. – Sanford Krug

Parks and Sons Intermountain (Idaho)– Gordon Lee

K-Bar, Inc.(Kansas) – Walt Smith

Following is a partial listing of Fleet Operators who have used Bell Performance fuel treatments – Mix-I-Go, Dee-Zol and/or Atom-Ix.  

Local and State Governments and Municipalities

Arkansas State Police

City of Atlanta, GA

City of Selma, AL

City of Des Moines, IA

City of Miami, FL

City of Payette, Idaho

Escambia County (Florida)

Fulton County, Georgia

Gilroy Police Department (California)

Glynn County Public Works (Georgia)

Lincoln County (Arkansas)

State of Alabama

School Districts
Madera School District (California)

Morgan Hill School District (California)

Orinda School District (California)

Oakland Unified School District (California)

Payette Independent School District (Idaho)

Kelso School District (Washington)

New Haven RII School District (Missouri)

Southern Cloud Unified School (Kansas)

Transportation

Babuli Trucking Co (South Dakota)

Central Ohio Distributing (Ohio)

Foothill Distributing (California)

HLR Food Distributors (Tennessee)

Lynwood Commodity Transporation (California)

May Trucking Co. (Oregon/Idaho)


Menz Distributing Co. (New Jersey)

Utilities and Public Works
Atlanta Water Works (Georgia)

Kansas City Power and Light (Kansas)

Texas Power and Light Co. (Texas)

Orlando Utilities Commission (Florida)

Vero Beach Utilities (Florida)

Private Industry
Alterman Foods (Georgia)

Alton Box Board Co. (Florida)

Atlantic Institutional Supply (West Virginia)

Basic Vegetable Co. (California)

Bit O’ Gold Foods (Illinois)

Climate Engineering (California)

Con Co Cement Co (California)

Crown Zellerbach Corp. (California)

Dallas Sand and Gravel Co. (Alabama)

EG Forrest Co (North Carolina)

Forman Ready Mix Co (Alabama)Fremont Diesel Service (California)

Giant Portland Cement Co (South Carolina)

Georgia Foods (Georgia)

Independent Food Corp (Missouri)

Jet Sales Inc. (North Dakota)

J. Weil Co. (Idaho)

Kamsco Machine Co (Oregon)

Litles Inc. (Montana)

Lufco Air Conditioning (California)


McDermott Meat Co (California)

M&M Sales (Texas)

M. Cohodes and Sons (Michigan)

Miller Cascade (Washington)

National Oil and Burner Co (Nevada)

Nider Jergensen Construction Co (Nebraska)

OZ-LO Industries Inc. (Idaho)

Pennington Wholesale (California)

Peoples Telephone and Telegraph Co. (South Dakota)

Pomeroy Ambulance Co (California)

Portland Saw and Tool Co (Oregon) 

Sandler Foods (Virginia)

St. Clair Dairy Co. (Missouri)

Sysco Frost Pak (Michigan)

Tebo Implement Inx. (Kansas)

Tharco Precision Co (California)

Unified Telephone System (Kansas)

Walnut Creek Sheet Metal Co (California)

Wilson Waste Disposal Co. (Missouri)

Bell Performance - Mix-I-Go Testing Data and Testimonials (Non-Anonymous) – Page 5 of 15

[image: image1.png]