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Fig. 2

DPA Synergy Comparison
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Fig. 3
Gradient of L109 Viscosity Increase with Increasing Levels of
GMO, C9-DPA (top line) vs 4,4'-di-octyldiphenylamine in TMP
ester {middle line), and 4,4’-di-octyldiphenylamine (bottom
line)
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Fig. 4.
L1089 Visc vs B ppm for C9-DPA (top line), 4,4’-di-
octyldiphenylamine in TMP ester (middle line), and
4,4’-di-octyldiphenylamine (bottom line)
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