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To evaluate top two drop-in solvent cleaners on supplied parts.
Two products from the previous trials were heated to boiling in a beaker vapor degreaser. One part was

immersed into the solvent and cleaned for five minutes. At the end of the cleaning the part was removed
from the vapors and observed visually for cleaning results.

Parts were photographed before and after cleaning.
Both solvents removed a majority of the contaminant from the supplied parts within the five minutes.

However, neither product removed all of the buffing/milling contaminants. Lenium ES was more effective
than the Kyzen Metalnox M6960. The dirty and clean parts are shown in the photographs.

Substrates: Brass
Contaminants: Buffing/Polishing Compounds
Company Name: Product Name: Conc.: Efficiency: Effective: Observations:
Petroferm Inc Lenium ES 100
Kyzen Corporation Metalnox M6960 100 O

Soaking the parts in the hot solvent with ultrasonics followed by a vapor rinse may resultin an
improvement in cleaning efficiency. Additional parts would be needed to perform more testing on these
solvents as well as the other products.
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