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ПРОЕКТНОЕ ПРЕДЛОЖЕНИЕ: ЕГИПЕТ  
 
 
 

В настоящем документе приводятся замечания и рекомендации секретариата Фонда по следующему 
проектному предложению: 

Пеноматериалы 
 
 Демонстрация малозатратных вариантов конверсии производства 

на технологии без использования ОРВ для микропотребителей в 
секторе пенополиуретана  

ПРООН
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ФОРМА ОЦЕНКИ ПРОЕКТА – НЕМНОГОЛЕТНИЙ ПРОЕКТ 
ЕГИПЕТ 

 
НАЗВАНИЕ ПРОЕКТА ДВУСТОРОННЕЕ УЧРЕЖДЕНИЕ/  УЧРЕЖДЕНИЕ-
ИСПОЛНИТЕЛЬ  

 
НАЦИОНАЛЬНОЕ КООРДИНИРУЮЩЕЕ УЧРЕЖДЕНИЕ   Египетское агентство по вопросам  

окружающей среды, Национальный орган по 
озону    

 
ПОСЛЕДНИЕ ПРЕДСТАВЛЕННЫЕ ДАННЫЕ О ПОТРЕБЛЕНИИ ОРВ, УКАЗАННЫХ В ПРОЕКТЕ    

A: ДАННЫЕ, ПРЕДСТАВЛЕННЫЕ СОГЛАСНО СТАТЬЕ 7 (ТОННЫ ОРС, 2014, НА МАРТ 2016 г.) 

B: ДАННЫЕ ПО СЕКТОРАМ В СТРАНОВОЙ ПРОГРАММЕ (ТОННЫ ОРВ, 2014, НА МАРТ 2016 г.) 

ГХФУ-22 174,5 
ГХФУ-123 0 
ГХФУ-141b 123,1 
ГХФУ-142b 9,5 
ГХФУ-141b в импортированных предварительно смешанных полиолах   13,2 
 
Остаточное потребление ГХФУ, отвечающее требованиям, необходимым для 
финансирования (в тоннах ОРС)  

310,61 

 

 
НАИМЕНОВАНИЕ ПРОЕКТА: 
Использование ОРВ на предприятии (в тоннах ОРС): н/п
ОРВ, подлежащие поэтапному выводу из обращения (в тоннах ОРС): 4.4
ОРС, подлежащие поэтапному внедрению (в тоннах ОРС): н/п
Продолжительность проекта (в месяцах): 12 
Первоначально запрошенная сумма (в долл. США): 340 000
Конечная стоимость проекта (в долл. США): 
 Дополнительные капитальные расходы: 275 000
 Непредвиденные расходы (10 %): 20 000
 Дополнительные эксплуатационные расходы: 0
 Общая стоимость проекта:  295 000
Местное участие (%): н/п 
Экспортный компонент (%): н/п
Запрашиваемый грант (в долл. США): 295 000
Рентабельность (в долл. США/кг): 7,40
Эксплуатационные расходы учреждения-исполнителя (в долл. США): 20 650
Общая стоимость проекта для Многостороннего фонда (в долл. США): 315 650
Наличие параллельного финансирования (Да/Нет): Нет 
Включены ли контрольные точки мониторинга (Да/Нет): Да 
  

РЕКОМЕНДАЦИЯ СЕКРЕТАРИАТА Индивидуальное рассмотрение 

 
  

 a) Демонстрация малозатратных вариантов конверсии производства на технологии без 
использования ОРВ  для микропотребителей в секторе пенополиуретана   

ПРООН 

ГХФУ 320,3 

АССИГНОВАНИЯ В БИЗНЕС-ПЛАНЕ 
ТЕКУЩЕГО ГОДА  

 Финансирование              (в 
долл. США) 

Поэтапный отказ     (в 
тоннах ОРС)  

 a) н/п н/п 
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ОПИСАНИЕ ПРОЕКТА  
 

История вопроса  

1. На 75-м совещании ПРООН представила демонстрационный проект по малозатратным вариантам 
конверсии производства на технологии без использования ОРВ для микропотребителей (МиП) в секторе 
пенополиуретана на сумму в 340 000 долл. США плюс эксплуатационные расходы учреждений в 23 800 в 
долл. США в его первоначально предложенном варианте1. После обсуждений в контактной группе, которая 
была учреждена для рассмотрения всех проектов, демонстрирующих технологии с низким потенциалом 
глобального потепления (ПГП), которые были представлены на 75-м совещании, Исполнительный комитет 
постановил отложить рассмотрение семи демонстрационных проектов, включая проект по пеноматериалам 
для Египта, до 76-го совещания (решение 75/42).  

2. На 76-м совещании ПРООН от имени правительства Египта повторно представила вышеупомянутый 
демонстрационный проект на сумму в 340 000 долл. США плюс эксплуатационные расходы учреждений в 23 
800 в долл. США.  

Цели проекта 
 
3. В секторе пеноматериалов существует большое число МиП, которые смешивают компоненты 
пенополиуретана вручную, что поднимает вопросы гигиены и охраны труда из-за отсутствия контроля 
выбросов или индивидуальной защиты. Обычно техническая помощь в рамках Монреальского протокола 
оказывается для поэтапного вывода из потребления ГХФУ-141b, используемых МиП, ввиду чрезвычайно 
малых объемов потребления ими ГХФУ (т.е. 100-200 кг в год). В рамках плана организационной деятельности 
по поэтапному отказу от ГХФУ (ПОДПО) для Египта системные компании получили финансирование для, 
кроме всего прочего, обеспечения базового оборудования для производства пеноматериалов, которое МиП 
могут брать напрокат для поэтапного прекращения потребления ГХФУ-141b. Вместе с тем финансирования 
для исследований и разработки новых материалов в секторе пеноматериалов выделено не было.  

4. В демонстрационном проекте предлагается разработка недорогого дозатора пены с автономным 
воздушным компрессором, не требующим подключения к сети, для набивной теплоизоляции или же изучение 
вариантов снижения стоимости дозаторов пены, имеющихся в настоящее время на рынке, которые могли бы 
использовать МиП. В нем также предлагается изучить вариант герметичной расфасовки пенополиуретановых 
систем с длительным сроком применения, которые можно использовать по требованию (они используются 
сейчас в Колумбии, Мексике и в Соединенных Штатах Америки для некоторых видов применения).  

Реализация проекта 

5. Разработка недорогого оборудования для производства дозатора пены требует подбора импортера, 
сборщика или поставщика услуг, связанных с дозатором; проведения обзора существующего оборудования и 
оценки необходимых модификаций; выпуска запроса предложений на производство нового недорогого 
дозатора пены; аттестации и оптимизации дозатора; и проведения семинара для представления итогов.   

6. Разработка расфасованных, готовых к использованию систем полиолов требует подбора системной 
компании, готовой участвовать в проекте; оценки систем, доступных в Египте и затем в других странах, 
действующих в рамках статьи 5, где имеются системные компании, занимающиеся пенополиуретанами; 
установки местного производственного оборудования в отобранных системных компаниях; испытания и 
тестирования на одном или двух предприятиях по выпуску пеноматериалов; и проведения семинара для 
представления итогов.          

 

                                                      
1 UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/75/45. 
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7. В качестве перспективных участников тендера отобрано несколько поставщиков оборудования и 
возможные системные компании.  

8. Ожидается, что проект будет завершен в течение 12 месяцев.   

Стоимость проекта 

9. Общая стоимость проекта в первоначально представленном виде определена в 340 000 долл. США, как 
подробно показано в таблице 1.  

Таблица 1. Предлагаемые расходы по проекту  

Мероприятие  Описание  
Стоимость          (в 

долл. США) 
Управление проектом  Местный эксперт  

Международный эксперт  
30 000 
30 000 

Определение местного потенциала  Техническая ознакомительная поездка для 
изучения оборудования  
Ознакомительная поездка для изучения 
химических реагентов   

10 000 
10 000 

Разработка и макетирование производственного 
оборудования  

Оптимизация существующего оборудования  
Разработка нового оборудования  
Разработка расфасованных систем  

50 000 
50 000 
25 000 

Аттестация/оценка в условиях эксплуатации   Оптимизация существующего оборудования 
Новое оборудование  
Расфасованные системы 

20 000 
20 000 
10 000 

Семинар по распространению технологии Общий для все трех подходов  25 000 
Коллегиальный обзор/экспертиза 
безопасности/подготовка   

Аудит эксплуатационной безопасности, 
коллегиальный обзор, подготовительные 
расходы  

30 000 

Непредвиденные расходы (10 %, округленно) 30 000 
Итого   340 000 

 
ЗАМЕЧАНИЯ И РЕКОМЕНДАЦИЯ СЕКРЕТАРИАТА  

 
ЗАМЕЧАНИЯ 
 
10. В отличие от проектного предложения, представленного на 75-м совещании, предложение, 
представленное на 76-м совещании, содержит дополнительное обоснование для утверждения проекта в рамках 
решения 72/40 и обязательство правительства Египта вычесть дополнительный объем ГХФУ-141b из 
остающегося объема потребления ГХФУ, отвечающего требованиям, необходимым для финансирования. 
Секретариат с удовлетворением отметил усилия ПРООН по разработке проекта, который обеспечит оказание 
непосредственной помощи МиП в секторе пеноматериалов без финансирования для подготовки проекта по 
линии Многостороннего фонда.  

11. Для удобства пользования ниже приводится резюме результатов обсуждений между секретариатом и 
ПРООН демонстрационного проекта, представленного на 75-м и 76-м совещаниях: 

(a) в отношении дополнительного обоснования для представления и утверждения предложения 
ПРООН объяснила, что проект будет содействовать более эффективному использованию 
пеносоставов с низким потенциалом глобального потепления (ПГП) (таких как метилформиат 
и метилаль) за счет оптимизации оборудования и состава с ориентиром на МиП, которые 
зачастую не получают прямой помощи от Многостороннего фонда. Хотя она и не может 
гарантировать, что МиП будут отказываться от пеносоставов с высоким ПГП, но наличие более 
дешевых пеносоставов с низким ПГП обеспечит лучший выбор для МиП;  
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(b) ПРООН объяснила, что новый дозатор пены будет оснащен упрощенными смесительными 
головками и более короткими шлангами, встроенным компрессором и присоединенными 
баками для химреагентов; его общая стоимость будет менее 10 000 долл. США. Поэтому 
проект потенциально способен обеспечить наличие недорогих дозаторов пены для 
использования в странах, где имеются МиП;  

(c) в отношении предприятия, на котором будет реализован проект, ПРООН пояснила, что, хотя 
некоторые производители уже выразили начальный интерес к разработке оборудования, но на 
данном этапе пока еще невозможно подбирать предприятия, так как отбор будет проводиться 
на основе конкурентных торгов;  

(d) в плане оптимизации существующих пеносоставов ПРООН указала, что это касается только 
МиП на небольших предприятиях сектора пеноматериалов, потребляющих небольшие объемы 
пеносоставов. В проекте предусматривается поэтому выпуск небольших, герметичных 
упаковок реагента со сроком использования до двух лет; по мере необходимости можно 
проткнуть упаковку для использования содержимого. Поддержка, оказываемая в настоящее 
время системным компаниям в Египте, не предусматривает актуализации таких нововведений; 
и     

(e) в отношении рационализации расходов по проекту2 ПРООН скорректировала бюджет проекта, 
сократив его с 340 000 долл. США до 295 000 долл. США, как подробно указано в таблице 2.  

Таблица 2. Пересмотренная стоимость проекта  

Мероприятие  Описание  
Стоимость          (в 

долл. США) 
Управление проектом  Местный эксперт  

Международный эксперт  
30 000 
30 000 

Определение местного потенциала  Техническая ознакомительная поездка для 
изучения оборудования  
Ознакомительная поездка для изучения 
химических реагентов   

7500 
7500 

Разработка и макетирование производственного 
оборудования  

Оптимизация существующего оборудования  
Разработка нового оборудования  
Разработка расфасованных систем  

50 000 
50 000 
25 000 

Аттестация/оценка в условиях эксплуатации   Оптимизация существующего оборудования 
Новое оборудование  
Расфасованные системы 

20 000 
20 000 
10 000 

Семинар по распространению технологии Общий для все трех подходов  0 
Коллегиальный обзор/экспертиза 
безопасности/подготовка   

Аудит эксплуатационной безопасности, 
коллегиальный обзор, подготовительные 
расходы  

25 000 

Непредвиденные расходы (10 %, округленно) 20 000 
Итого   295 000 

 

12. Проектное предложение, представленное на 75-м совещании, сопровождалось соответствующим 
поэтапным выводом из обращения 2,4 тонн ОРС (22,7 метрических тонн (мт)) ГХФУ-141b, тогда как в 
предложении, представленном на 76-м совещании, предлагаемый объем ликвидации был повышен до 4.4 в 
тонн ОРС (40,0 мт) при обязательстве правительства вычесть этот объем из остающегося потребления ГХФУ, 
отвечающего требованиям, необходимым для финансирования, в рамках этапа II ПОДПО для Египта. 
Проектное предложение в пересмотренном виде приведено в приложении I к настоящему документу.  

  

                                                      
2 В решении 74/21 c) двусторонним учреждениям и учреждениям-исполнителям предлагалось обосновать затраты на демонстрационные проекты, чтобы 
позволить утверждение большего числа демонстрационных проектов в пределах доступного финансирования в размере 10 млн долл. США в 
соответствии с решением 72/40, и продолжить поиск других источников дополнительного финансирования.  
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Вывод  

13. Секретариат отмечает, что, хотя осуществление данного проекта может принести пользу МиП 
пеносоставов за счет снижения стоимости дозатора пены и обеспечения расфасованных пеносоставов с 
низким ПГП, которые не сложно использовать по мере необходимости, предложение не обеспечивает строгой 
демонстрации новых заменителей ГХФУ с низким ПГП, так как в нем предусматривается использование уже 
коммерчески доступной технологии. Секретариат отмечает далее, что ПРООН скорректировала общую 
стоимость проекта, снизив ее с 340 000 долл. США до 295 000 долл. США, и что правительство обязуется 
вычесть 4,4 тонны ОРС ГХФУ-141b из остающегося потребления ГХФУ Египта, которое отвечало 
требованиям, необходимым для финансирования, в ходе обсуждения этапа II. 

 
РЕКОМЕНДАЦИЯ 

14. Исполнительный комитет, возможно, пожелает изучить: 

(a) проект по демонстрации малозатратных вариантов конверсии производства на технологии без 
использования ОРВ для микропотребителей в секторе пенополиуретана в Египте в контексте 
его обсуждения предложений по демонстрационным проектам потенциальных альтернатив 
ГХФУ с низким потенциалом глобального потепления, в соответствии с описанием, 
приведенным в документе об обзоре вопросов, выявленных в ходе рассмотрения проекта 
(UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/76/12);  

(b) вопрос об утверждении проекта по демонстрации малозатратных вариантов конверсии 
производства на технологии без использования ОРВ для микропотребителей в секторе 
пенополиуретана в Египте в сумме 295 000 долл. США плюс эксплуатационные расходы 
учреждений в сумме 20 650 долл. США для ПРООН в соответствии с решением 72/40;  

(c) вопрос о том, чтобы настоятельно призвать правительство Египта и ПРООН завершить проект 
по плану в течение 12 месяцев и представить сводный окончательный доклад вскоре после 
завершения проекта; и  

(d) вопрос о том, чтобы вычесть 4,40 тонн ОРС ГХФУ из остающегося потребления ГХФУ, 
отвечающего требованиям, необходимым для финансирования, в рамках этапа II плана 
организационной деятельности по поэтапному отказу от ГХФУ для Египта.  
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Annex I 
 
COUNTRY: Egypt    IMPLEMENTING AGENCY:  UNDP 
 
PROJECT TITLE:  Demonstration of Low Cost Options for the Conversion to non-ODS Technologies in 

PU Foams at Very Small Users (VSUs) 
 

PROJECT IN CURRENT BUSINESS PLAN:  Based on ExCom Decision 72/40 

SECTOR:      Foams 
 Sub-Sector:     Rigid and Integral Skin PU Foams 

ODS USE IN SECTOR:      227.95 ODP (including 98.34 ODP as polyols) 

BASELINE ODS USE:      484.61 ODP 

PROJECT IMPACT (ODP targeted):     4.4 ODP (demonstration project) 

PROJECT DURATION:      12 months  
PROJECT COSTS:    US$ 295,000 

LOCAL OWNERSHIP:    100% 

EXPORT COMPONENT:   n/a  

REQUESTED MLF GRANT: US$ 295,000 

IMPLEMENTING AGENCY SUPPORT COST: US$   20,650 

TOTAL COST OF PROJECT TO MLF:  US$ 315,650 

COST-EFFECTIVENESS:   7.4 US$/kg 

PROJECT MONITORING MILESTONES: Included 

NTL. COORDINATING AGENCY: Egypt Environmental Affairs Agency (EEAA), 
National Ozone Unit 
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PROJECT SUMMARY 

The objective of this project is support very small PU users in a cost-effective way by: 
 - optimizing, validating and disseminating easy to use low cost PU metering equipment and  
 - introducing pre-packaged systems  
 
While the earmarked technologies will be applicable to VSUs anywhere in the world, the country selected for 
implementation is Egypt.  Egypt is a Party to the Vienna Convention and the Montreal Protocol and ratified the 
London, Copenhagen and Montreal amendments.  The country is fully committed to the phaseout of HCFCs and 
willing to take the lead in assessing and implementing new HCFC phaseout technologies, particularly in the foam 
sector—as it did for CFCs in 1992 when it submitted and completed the first foam sector investment projects ever 
under the MLF.  Egypt has local PU system houses that frequently combine importations and distributions for 
major international chemical and equipment manufacturers with local blending for SMEs.  In addition, most 
international PU chemicals suppliers are represented with offices or their own system houses.   Its existing HCFC 
phaseout program has a section dedicated to VSUs that is in need for the outcome of this demonstration project but 
will not require additional investment funding.  Similar projects in Brazil, Mexico and Nigeria are also in need to 
address its VSU customers.   
 

IMPACT OF PROJECT MONTREAL PROTOCOL OBLIGATIONS RELATED TO VSUs 

This project is a pilot project aimed to optimize PU sector technologies and will contribute indirectly to the 
fulfillment of Montreal Protocol obligations in any country with a VSU subsector.  In Egypt, Mexico and Nigeria 
this will facilitate existing, approved programs and NOT lead to additional funding—just better implementation 
because, if successfully validated, the optimized technology will contribute to availability of better and cost-
effective phaseout options. 
  

Prepared by:  Bert Veenendaal           Date: March, 2016 



 

PROJECT OF THE GOVERNMENT OF EGYPT 
DEMONSTRATION OF LOW COST OPTIONS FOR THE CONVERSION TO NON-ODS 

TECHNOLOGIES IN PU FOAMS AT VERY SMALL USERS (VSUs) 
 
 
1. PROJECT OBJECTIVES AND RATIONALE 
 
The objectives of this project are to: 
 
  - Optimize and validate low cost chemical and equipment options for ODS phaseout at VSUs;  
  - Demonstrate these in downstream operations; 
  - Transfer the technology to interested system houses and other users around the world, and 
  - Use the outcome in existing projects thus, at no additional costs, improving the success of these projects. 
 
   
2. CONTEXT 
 
  2.1 MARKETS/APPLICATIONS 
 
While VSUs are not limited in applications—rather in size—there are typical applications.  They are: 
 
For Rigid PU Foam - boat insulation 
      - repair of existing insulation 
      - home insulation improvement 
      - making disposable molds (mostly in ceramic applications) 
      - marine fenders 
      - concrete replacement 
For Integral Skin Foam - bicycle saddles 
      - safety coatings in exercise equipment  
      - fenders 
      - furniture parts 
   
  2.2 PREVIOUS WORK WITH VSUs 
 
MLF projects are since 1993 subject to Cost-Effectiveness (C/E) Thresholds.  These thresholds are not taking 
consumption volumes into account and therefore are frequently difficult to meet by very small users (VSUs).  Many 
VSUs practice hand-mix, an operation deemed an industrial hygienic concern as no emission control or personal 
protection is used.  These companies need low cost/easy to use equipment that meets applicable limits on cost-
effectiveness.  Others use infrequently PU foams and have problems with inventories in view of the relatively short 
life time of existing systems (3-6 months). 
 
A first attempt to deal fairly and effectively with small users (SMEs) was a 1995 study by UNDP called 
“Determination of Cost-Effective Phaseout Approaches for Enterprises with relatively Small ODS Use”.  The 
Multilateral Fund Secretariat (MFS) prepared, based on this study, Document 17/55 (June 30, 1995) called 
“Strategy Paper for Small Foam producing Enterprises”.  It recommended dividing projects by size and foam 
category; to assign to large and medium sized enterprises specific C/E thresholds and to make the approval of small 
projects subject to specific cost containment procedures. This would have addressed the issue.  However, the study 
was not accepted at that time and was never transformed into a formal policy.  Nevertheless, anybody who reads the 
document and is familiar with approval procedures will recognize later use of many of the proposed elements.      
 
 
 
 
 



 

The cost effectiveness increases exponentially when the consumption decreases as following graph shows: 
 

 
 
Following approaches have been tried by UNDP to obtain cost containment when dealing with SMEs: 
 
 Management :  Use local experts; work with group projects 
 Technology :  Evaluate and validate new technologies  
 Equipment :  Use more retrofit; develop low-cost equipment 
 Trials/Tests :  Get suppliers involved 
 IOCs  :  Regardless of the technology applied, calculate IOCs based on the lowest  
      cost (validated) technology 
 
The largest success has been creating ODS projects using PU System Houses as project managers.  This approach 
provided not only local project management but also larger economy of scale and supplier-arranged trials/tests. 
   
The validation of new technologies was almost equally successful. UNDP conducted in the foam sector ten (10) 
demonstration projects to evaluate new—or to modify existing—technologies.  Through this program, methyl 
formate (MF) and methylal (ML)—both oxygenated hydrocarbons or HCOs—are already approved in over 10 
countries -- Brazil, Cameroon, Dominican Republic, Egypt, El Salvador, Nigeria, Russia, South Africa and 
Trinidad-Tobago and in several of these countries by now successfully completed.  One system house in Mexico 
offers successfully preblended hydrocarbons, including smaller users in sprayfoam. While some of the 
demonstrated technologies suffer under economic constraints, such as high license fees (supercritical CO2) or high 
operating costs (HFOs) the program in general has saved the MLF millions of dollars in project costs. 
 
Attempts to decrease equipment costs had mixed results. UNDP has, as part of CFC as well as HCFC phaseout 
plans, consistently searched for lower cost equipment as described in detail above.  Such attempts had mixed 
results: 
 

 Retrofit of equipment has significantly decreased costs when using water, MF or ML technologies 
(Mexico, Dominican Republic, El Salvador);  

 Renting out equipment to very small users (VSUs) failed because of frequent mishandling of 
equipment as well as chemicals (Egypt, Mexico); 

 An attempt to import low cost equipment in one country (Colombia) failed because of lack of 
training and local equipment service; 



 

 An attempt to lower costs of ISF equipment in Mexico was very successful but still is off UNDP’s 
goal and requires further fine-tuning; 

 Infrequent use leads to aging issues with chemicals. 
 

 2.3 PROPOSED EFFORTS RELATED TO THIS DEMONSTRATION PROJECT 
 
a) One issue identified by UNDP was that all Pour-in-Place (PIP) equipment is based on sprayfoam equipment—
being relatively low cost equipment and easily fitted for PIP operations. However, such spray-foam equipment has 
features that are not needed for PIP operations such as: 
 

 High pressure pumps 
 Long supply hoses, and misses features such as: 
 Built-in compressor 
 Two phase electrical hook-up 
 Chemical tanks 

 
UNDP therefore looked in the market for equipment that would fit better the purpose of PIP applications.  
Equipment found suitable—albeit not ideal—was equipment from Pumer/Brazil (see picture below): 

 

 
 

Pumer-1000 DT medium pressure injector 
  
While this dispenser cuts the current price of a PIP dispenser considerably, it still does not meet several of UNDP’s 
criteria: 
 

 It is still too expensive 
 It has medium injection pressure rather than the desired low pressure 
 It has no built-in compressor 

 
UNDP has had discussions with the manufacturer and believes that further economizing and adaptation will be 
possible.  Other companies have offered to prepare bids based on UNDP’s design criteria which are  
 

 Better efficiency in the use of chemicals; 
 Economizing (cost reduction) of existent equipment or 
 Developing new, low cost equipment; 



 

 Easy in operation and maintenance 
 Ready to use with just a two phase electrical connection. 

 
b) For integral skin equipment a similar program will be based on a previous attempt to economize equipment in 
Mexico for that particular purpose: 
 

 
 

Low cost ISF Foam Dispenser, developed by Zadro/Mexico  
 
For this application, different properties are required: 
 

 Variable chemical ratios 
 Gear pumps allowing high viscosity 
 Heating for chemicals 

 
In addition, in both cases, the issue of local maintenance needs to be addressed.  Emphasis will be put on local, 
sustainable capacity for training and equipment service to ensure the required level of sustainability of results. 
 
c) Another issue is infrequent use of chemicals such as for setting poles for fences, electricity, etc.  This application 
requires small, pre-determined amounts of chemical to set a pole—much like cement but much faster in solidifying.  
Because of irregular, in field use, users in this application have problems with chemical life time—now typically 3-
6 months.  A life time of at least one year is desired.  UNDP located a US company that manufactures prepackaged 
chemicals for pole setting applications with a life time of up to 2 years and intends to bring this technology to 
existing system house in, initially, Egypt but later in any country that has system houses and is interested.   
 
2.4. Estimated Potential Project Impact 
 
Depending of the stage of development and the size of a country, VSUs’ market share in foam applications can 
range from 5%--such as Egypt—to more than 30%-- such as Nigeria.  
 
Indeed, the Egyptian HPMP mentions that “from available information it has been determined that “Micro Users” 
(=VSUs) account for 22.3 t HCFC-141b and, assuming an average use of 250 kg/y per company, include up to 100 
companies.”   
 
The current demonstration project will contribute to a complementary phase-out of 4.4 ODP tons at VSUs 
unaccounted in HPMP-I and now being identified as additional VSUs under HPMP-II preparation process. 



 

Other countries such as Brazil, India, Mexico and Nigeria will have much larger VSU sub-sectors and many more 
VSUs and the outcomes of this demonstration program are essential to ensure smooth HPMP implementation in 
VSU sector.  
 
The amount of HCFC-141b phase-out that may benefit from this project, or the number if VSUs that would apply 
the solutions proposed in sections A, B and C of the previous section 2.3 would be very hard to estimate, but may 
very well amount to over 600 metric tons of HCFC-141b and thousands of VSU enterprises globally. 
 
2.5 CHOICE OF HCFC REPLACEMENT TECHNOLOGY 
 
Foam dispensers in general—but small, low cost ones in particular—are based on blending two reactive 
components: isocyanate, and polyol blend.  The polyol blend includes polyol as main component but also other, 
minor, components such as blowing agent(s), stabilizer, catalysts etc.  When blended, this leads to a controlled 
blowing and polymerization reaction, resulting in polyurethane foam. 
 
The foam dispenser poses in principle no restriction on the type of blowing agent.  This implies that any HCFC 
replacement can be used.  However, there are safety considerations to be taken into account.  Based on such 
considerations, flammable systems have in general been avoided unless special safety features have been 
incorporated.  However, one cannot take the flammability of a pure component to predict the flammability of a 
blend or mixture.  If the blowing agents are water, methyl formate (up to 5.5%), methylal (up to 5%), HFCs or 
HFOs—or combinations of these—then the blend is non-flammable.  If the blend contains hydrocarbons (HCs) 
then the result is as a rule flammable.  Methyl formate and methylal blends, if properly prepared, can thus be treated 
the same way as water, HFCs and HFOs.  As blends are prepared by System Houses these have to take safety 
precautions when blending the original components. 
  
A new development might change this situation: preblending of HCs at system house level.  Up to recently, the 
normal procedure would be that the end processor had to blend hydrocarbons in-house.  UNDP discovered 
exceptions in the market where the end processor, to save the costly preblending installation, received preblended 
HC systems (Bayer) or injected HCs directly in the mixing head (Elastogran/BASF).  UNDP analyzed both 
approaches in a previous pilot project in Egypt and concluded that both approaches are feasible and can save 
costs.  One system house in Mexico has taken up this approach and is investigating its use, along with commercial 
refrigeration and panel applications, in sprayfoam and small injections (”pour-in-place” or PIP) with remarkable 
good and safe results.  The equipment has to be pneumatic or, in case of electric, explosion proof.  As this project 
envisions to include pneumatic equipment, it will therefore include this substance in the HCFC replacement 
technologies that will be evaluated on the selected equipment. 
 
 
3. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
  
The concept of this project is to develop: 
 

 Easy-to-use and maintain low-cost foam dispensing units for PIP Rigid Foam applications that 
include air compressors and is relying on two phase electrical power;   

 Low-cost variable ration foam dispensers for integral skin applications Alternatively, look into 
lowering the costs of existing low-cost equipment already on the market; and 

 For infrequent PU users, make available the option of prepackaging PU systems that are sealed, 
have a long lifetime and can be used upon demand.  

 
The implementation of the equipment part of the project will be staged as follows: 
 

1. The selection of an importer/installer/service provider – based on an open call bidding via requests for 
proposals (latter giving better flexibilities with previously untried approaches); 

2. Review of existing offerings of low-cost equipment followed by negotiations with selected providers on 
required modifications and potential cost savings – on modifications it currently roughly estimated to be 



 

below US$ 10,000 per PIP simplified machine (below US$ 10,000 for ISF and US$ 5,000 for RPF machine 
with modifications in electronics, removal of spray function and less hosing, gun cleansing mechanisms 
with simplified mixing heads and better local service for sustained operations), but yet to be tested on the 
actual costs below this target threshold; 

3. Selection of equipment to be validated;  
4. Purchase and validate the most promising equipment (1-2 different dispensers); 
5. Workshop to present the outcome(s). 

 
Interested equipment suppliers that can potentially meet requirements from the project are listed below as 
prospective bidders to provide such services (selection is subject to universal UN procurement procedures which 
apply to projects under implementation): 
 

- Pumer  Belo Horizonte  Brazil  RPF only 
- Cannon Milano   Italy  ISF and RPF 
- Zadro  Guadalajara  Mexico  ISF only 
- Tec Mac Milano   Italy  ISF and RPF 
- FSI  St. Louis  USA  RPF only 

 
The implementation of the chemical part of the project is envisioned as follows: 

 
1. Selection of a system house willing to cooperate on this approach;  
2. Identification of existing prepackaged systems with stable storage life-time/easy component perforation 

when in need for field application. One making these is “Foam Supplies, Inc. (FSI) in the USA but there 
might be more companies on the global market. Evaluate this technology at the selected system house; 

3. If successful, install a local component facility and/or assembly facility; 
4. Conduct trials/tests to assure that the equipment is suitable for the earmarked ODS phaseout technologies; 
5. Include the outcome in the mentioned workshop in technology section. 

 
VSUs currently use the — unprotected — hand-mix approach, opening and blending from containers delivered by 
system houses and mixing these with a stick or electrical mixer. The main issue is, of course, the unprotected use of 
PU chemicals, but also the issue of lifetime of the chemicals is important.  Systems normally have a lifetime of 3-6 
months and VSUs frequently exceed this.  In addition, they do not properly protect chemicals from humidity, thus 
further lowering life time. 
 
The project foresees the manufacture of small, properly sealed packages that, when needed, are punctured and used.  
This avoids exposure to emission and skin.  That is not the case with current smaller system houses’ deliveries in, 
200 l drums.  Previous experience taught that local, knowledgeable service and availability of spare parts are 
essential to success.  Therefore, the consideration for local production/assembly of selected equipment is essential. 
Likewise, prepackaged systems have only a chance in the market when produced and marketed —or at least 
backed-up—by a local system house. 
 
While the project includes trials/tests, these will be conducted to the extent possible at system house development 
facilities and with one or two selected customers.  Industrialization should take place through National Phaseout 
Plans.   
 
It should be noted that these plans for Egypt and Mexico have already funds dedicated to VSUs. More specifically, 
it should be emphasized that the results of this pilot project will be immediately applicable in already approved 
VSU projects in Mexico, Brazil, Egypt and Nigeria without rising costs to MLF (currently designed approach of 
renting equipment to VSUs does not work), as well as in future such programmes in other countries, as such 
optimized equipment can be then purchased from ready developer at lower cost. 
 
In summary, a successful cost reduction program requires following features: 

 
 An effective local commercial operation providing importation, sales as well as after sales support; 



 

 Inclusion of auxiliaries such as an air compressor and a set of pour guns; 
 Standard, two phase electrical requirement; 
 A simple, built-in gun cleaning systems; 
 A set of small chemical tanks with protection against humidity, to the extent possible consisting of 

commodity parts; 
 A cost goal of US$ 5,000 for RPF and US$ 10,000 for ISF equipment; 

 
 
4. PROJECT COSTS 
 
Cost forecasts for demonstration projects are problematic as these projects are by nature unpredictable.  UNDP has 
used to the extent possible guidance provided by the Secretariat in Document 55/47 Annex III, Appendix II.  
Applying this guidance leads to the following summarized cost expectations: 
 

DEVELOPMENT/OPTIMIZATION/VALIDATION/DISSEMINATION 

# ACTIVITY 
BUDGET 

(US$) 
Description of sub-activities  

1 Project Management 
30,000 
30,000 

Local expert 
International expert 

Local coordination, sourcing of service capacities 
International development coordination 

2 
Identifying local 
capacity 

7,500 
7,500 

Study tour  
Study tour  

For equipment development 
For prepackaged systems 

3 
Production eqt 
development 

50,000 
50,000 
25,000 

Optimize existing equipment 
Develop new equipment 
Develop prepackaged systems 

 

4 
Validation/Field 
evaluation 

20,000 
20,000 
10,000 

Optimize existing equipment 
New equipment 
Prepackaged systems 

 
 
 

5  Workshop 0  

This usual activity to disseminate results will be 
implemented under current/next phase of HPMP 
to help with funds optimization under current 
demo projects’ window 

7 Safety review  25,000 
Operational safety 
Design safety 

At manufacturer as well as enduser 
At manufacturer 

8 Contingencies 20,000 
10% of technical lines (3, 4 
and 7) 

Based on discussion for further costs optimization 

      TOTAL  295,000   
 
5. IMPLEMENTATION FRAMEWORK AND MONITORING 
 
Following tentative implementation schedule applies:   
 
 

TASKS                2016                2017 
  1Q  2Q  3Q  4Q  1Q  2Q  3Q  4Q 
Project Start-up                                                     
    MF Project Approval                                        
    Receipt of Funds                                               
    Grant Signature                                                 
    Monitoring/oversight activities in place           

 
       

 
 

 
 
 
 
    

 
X 
   X 
       X
 

 
 
 
 

X 

 
 
 
 

X 

 
 
 
 

X 

 

 Implementation 
    Selection of partner 
    Identification, evaluation and optimization of existing 
    and new approaches 
   Industrialization, trials/tests 

  
 
 

    

 
 

 
 

    
X 

 
 

    
   
    X 
 
    

 
 

X 
 

X 

 
 
 
 

X 
Dissemination Workshop        X 



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

MILESTONES FOR PROJECT MONITORING   

TASK MONTH* 
(a)  Receipt of funds 2 
(b)  Project document signatures 3 
(c)  Bids prepared and requested 5 
(d)  Contracts Awarded 6 
(e)  Equipment Delivered 8 
(f)  Training Testing and Trial Runs 10 
(g) Completion 11 
(h)  Dissemination/reporting 12 

   * As measured from project approval 
 

The project document includes the customary implementation and milestones achievement plan and meets decision 
72/40 requirement to be completed in one year. The project will be backed by two missions from assigned 
international expert during its lifetime of 12 months, and from UNDP MPU office to ensure progress is achieved in 
accordance with plan of actions.  

With the team present on the ground (HPMP team) the daily supervision will be ensured. With respect to the 
equipment development process, since it being simpler than the three-way injection machine with SAIP in the 
previous project, it is not seen as a major barrier in delaying the project’s outcomes.   

 
6. PROJECT JUSTIFICATION 
 
6.1 CONFORMACE WITH APPLICABLE POLICIES 
 
The project is submitted in response to ExCom Decision 72/40.  The relevant part of this decision states as follows, 
and the way UNDP has addressed them are added in bold.  

 
 (i) The following criteria would be applied when selecting projects:  
 

a. The project offered a significant increase in current know-how in terms of a low-GWP 
alternative technology, concept or approach or its application and practice in an Article 5 country, 
representing a significant technological step forward;  

 
While the first part of the condition recommends that the demonstration should relate to a low-GWP 
alternative, the second part of the sentence also allows for “applications and practices representing a 
significant technological step forward”. This demonstration clearly falls under the latter category as 
described in paragraphs 2 and 3 above. As mentioned, it will save a significant amount of funds to the MLF 
by addressing very small users (VSUs). 
 
That said, the project will also result in a conversion of HCFCs to low-GWP solutions in VSUs. While in 
theory, they may shift to HFCs, these alternatives would typically be more expensive than if they were to go 
to solutions involving low-GWP. It is anticipated in fact that a vast majority of the VSUs – if given the 
proposed technology solutions of this demonstration – would select water-blown technology, while others 
may use methyl formate, methylal, HFOs, etc. There would therefore be a positive climate impact, albeit 
hard to quantify. Having said that, the use of HCs for foams in VSUs is very unlikely due to safety concerns. 

 



 

b. The technology, concept or approach had to be concretely described, linked to other activities in 
a country and have the potential to be replicated in the medium future in a significant amount of activities 
in the same sub-sector;  

 
Paragraphs 2 and 3 above provide a detailed description of the context and the proposed approach, and 
linkages to the replication of VSUs in other article-5 countries are provided.  

 
c. For conversion projects, an eligible company willing to undertake conversion of the 

manufacturing process to the new technology had been identified and had indicated whether it was in a 
position to cease using HCFCs after the conversion;  

 
Despite being a demonstration project, certain complementary phase-out is expected. New equipment and 
systems will be developed with equipment suppliers, to be then used in a system house in Egypt, to ensure 
proper implementation of the VSU component which otherwise is likely to fail in other similar VSU 
programmes.  
 
That said, section 2.4 above tries to estimate the potential impact that this project may have in Egypt and 
worldwide, if it succeeds to address the VSU problematic being tackled in this demonstration. 
 

d. The project proposals should prioritize the refrigeration and air-conditioning sector, not 
excluding other sectors;  

 
This demonstration falls into the latter category (VSUs in foams). While the first category of project 
proposals seem to allow to test newer technologies in selected enterprises before these can be replicated 
elsewhere, the current proposal reaches out to very small users level with low GWP solutions to 
comprehensively cover PU foam sector from largest to smallest companies. This ensures a full sector 
coverage which in UNDP view is considered the intended end result of testing new non-ODS/low GWP 
technologies as in foams so in other sectors. 

 
e. They should aim for a relatively short implementation period in order to maximize opportunities 
for the results to be utilized for activities funded by the Multilateral Fund as part of their stage II 
HCFC phase-out UNEP/OzL.Pro/ExCom/72/47 36 management plans (HPMPs);  
 

Implementation time for this project is considered 12 months as required by the decision 72/40.   
 
f. The project proposals should promote energy efficiency improvements, where relevant, and 

address other environmental impacts;  
 

The relevance of this aspect for foam projects may be linked to the insulation value as compared to HCFCs 
baseline, and incremental improvements could be achieved.  
 
The other fact that the use of high-pressure spray foam equipment would be replaced by low-pressure 
simplified machines may result in some energy savings, but these would be minor and hard to quantify in a 
short timescale of a demo project. The use of small-packaged systems of chemicals would result in a decrease 
of chemical waste and unwanted chemical emissions as well.  

 
While the current window for these projects prefers demonstration projects for the HVAC sector, it does 
clearly not exclude other sectors.  Therefore UNDP requests to consider this project in the foam sector based 
on: 
 
 UNDP’s success rate in demonstration projects for this sector that has led to 
 Lower project costs (MF, ML, pre-blended/direct injected HCs with low GWPs) 
 New or modified ODS phaseout technologies that decrease cost thresholds 

 Despite of past successes, there is still need to find solutions for very small users (VSUs); 



 

 There is a need to redirect funds already approved and earmarked for VSUs that were based on 
approaches that proved untenable such as the provision of rental of equipment through system houses – 
this will help spread the existing low GWP technologies in this sector to a wider clientele to ensure more 
comprehensive uptake of these on national levels.   

 
The projects includes some elements that could be seen as project preparation but most of that 
preparation—i.e. the basic outline of requirements for systems as well as equipment—has been finalized and 
the submittal of just a project preparation request would delay the eventual outcome unnecessary. 
 
The project further cannot be seen as resulting in HCFC reduction targets being not associated with direct 
phase-out at any recipient system house, but is more geared towards optimization of general costs of 
equipment and preparing easy-to-use formulations for VSUs to assist in implementation of already approved 
VSUs sub-projects in the mentioned countries, as well as in future programmes of this type elsewhere. 
 
6.2 SELECTION OF IMPLEMENTATION LOCATION  
 
Egypt has been selected for this project because it has in its HPMP a sub-project for VSUs using rental equipment 
for very small users.  After this approach has shown in Mexico to be untenable (rental equipment is damaged by 
inappropriate use, despite provision of application instructions; chemical are not cleaned out, causing clogging….), 
UNDP plans to redirect the funds to a low equipment cost approach.  However, such an approach needs a proper 
and comprehensive study.   
 
Several potential importers/service providers have already been located—which will speed up the implementation.  
For the systems, a system house that is willing to cooperate has also been identified. 
 
Finally, overall, provided accumulated experience with the low cost HC technology optimization via three-way 
injection and preparation of pre-blended HC polyols in Egypt, the main technology report was submitted 
expediently  (decision 66/15 approved it) for consideration of the Executive Committee where this technology 
further recommended for replication. Follow-on political changes in the country did not allow to make a 
complementary investigation study on density optimization at UNDP’s initiative; which is now complete and 
complementary report was submitted to the Executive Committee at its 75th meeting (decision 75/21). Nonetheless, 
with the restoration of stable situation end of 2014, UNDP is confident that the current demonstration project is 
implementable, aided by the fact that less complex equipment, compared to the low cost HCs, is in focus of the 
current project. 
 
 
7. RISKS AND BARRIERS     
 
There have already been several successful attempts to address the needs of SMEs.  This has led to adjustment in 
approaches (group projects around system houses, alternative, more affordable technologies).  No approach, 
however, has been successful with VSUs.  While this approach addresses past shortcomings such as local service, it 
is an uncharted way and therefore success is not secure.  However, UNDP has shown in other demonstration 
projects that by and large, success of its approaches in more likely than not. 
 
A potential barrier is the attitude of VSUs.  For these companies, PU foam is often a very small part of their 
production—even a necessary evil—and changes do not always get the required attention and dedication. Working 
with local system house of distributors—very small users frequently do not buy directly—can reduce this barrier.  
Users are always considered a barrier for any project’s successful implementation—in terms of not inclined to 
change, lacking financial means, not looking for additional work, etc. VSUs are not different.  MLF-financed 
projects are designed to counter that attitude with a mixture of Government regulations, technical support and 
financial assistance. This is the case with MF, ML and low-cost HCs programmes. 
  
VSUs are included in foam sector plans in programmes such as Mexico, Egypt, Nigeria and other countries, and the 
outcomes of this proposed project will help address HCFC consumption in such approved and future funded foam 



 

sector plans here in the former group there are now challenges discovered with the rental of equipment to VSUs as 
described in the current project document. This sector was accepted as eligible by the MLF Secretariat and then by 
the Executive Committee in approving such sector plans, and it needs, based on current HPMP implementation 
experience, a better approach from the chemical and equipment side, as proposed in this project. 
  
If no remedies are obtained such as being proposed in this project, the situation in current sector plans will be left 
unaddressed with resulting non-compliance prospects. 
     
 
8. REPORTING 
 
A final report can be expected 12 months after project approval.  Interim reporting will follow existing reporting 
guidelines. 


