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ABSTRACT

The study of the gasification of a droplet via vaporization, which involves heat, mass and
momentum transfer processes in gas and liquid phases, and their coupling at the dreplet inte
face, is necessary for better understanding and modeling of complex spray and mixture fo
mation issues. The study of chemistry of fuel oxidation through autoignition is also a key to
improve efficiency of internal combustion engines generally. Both vaporization and &utoign
tion are needed to characterize a fuel and to develop efficient design of infgctiems for

internal combustion engine, propulsion and power generation.

Detailed investigation of the vaporization of an isolated of ethanol and 1-propanol droplet
was carried out in this experimental study. The experimental set-up consists of a heated
chamber with a cross quartz fibers configuration as droplet support. An alcohol droplet is lo-
cated at the intersection of the cross quartz fibre with a controlled initial diameter (300 -
600um). Ambient temperature is varied from 298 to 973 K at atmospheric pressure. The
guasi-steady theory has been used to compare and to explain all experimental results. The
results show that thé“daw is obeyed and an average vaporization rate is achieved in the case
of 1-propanol vaporization. The real impact of the water concentration on the vaporization
rate of an ethanol droplet in a large range of temperature is also examined, where two ‘quasi-
steady’ periods are observed on the d*-curves, clearly showing that the vaporization of an
ethanol droplet is accompanied by the simultaneous condensation of water vapour on the
droplet surface and thus the temporal evolution of the droplet squared diameter exhibits an
unsteady behaviour. The histories of the instantaneous vaporization rates calculated from the

d2 (t) curves of both 1-propanol and ethanol droplets confirm this phenomenon.

The autoignition experimental study of ethanol, 1-propanol and blends of ethanol and water
have been carried out in a rapid compression machine (RCM) at a compressed pressure of 30
bar over a temperature range of 750-860 K for stoichiometric mixture of fuel and air. The



thermodynamic conditions are relevant to those encountered in internal combustion engines.
The experiments have been performed in the twin piston at NUIG RCM. The compressed gas
temperature was changed by adjusting the initial temperature. Fuel-oxidiser mixtures were
prepared manometrically in stainless steel tanks. All gases and reactants used for the exper
ments had a purity of 99.9 % or higher. The ignition delay times recorded show a significant
decrease with increasing temperature. 1-propanol is more reactive than ethanol which results
in shorter ignition delay times. However, water addition to ethanol increases the reactivity of
the mixture and results in a shorter ignition delay times than 1-propanol. Ethanol and 1-
propanol auto-ignition process results in the same level of peak pressure but water addition to
ethanol reduces the peak pressure due to absorption by water of the part of the heat released.
Moreover, the heat release rate of ethanol is higher than 1-propanol but is reducedawhen w

ter is added to ethanol.

Keywords: Droplet, vaporization, alcohols-ldw, water vapour, average and instastan

ous vaporization rate, autoignition delay time, kinetics mechanism
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NOMENCLATURE

A: frequency factor, cAimol's*

B: Spalding transfer number

Bm: mass transfer number

Bt: thermal transfer number
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do: initial droplet diameter, um

d: droplet diameter, pm

Ea: activation energy, cal mol

k: Boltzmann constant

K: average vaporization rate, rfis

Kinst iNStantaneous vaporization rate, Asn

Ki: average vaporization rate at first linear part’starve of ethanol, mfs
K: average vaporization rate at second linear part-ofidze of ethanol, mffs
K theoretical average vaporization rate, ftsm

L,: enthalpy of vaporization, J/mol

m: fuel vaporization rate, mmz2/s
M: molecular weight, g/mol
P.: compressed pressure, bar

P..: ambient pressure, MPa

XiX



Psai Vapour saturated pressure, MPa
R: universal gas constant

S: surface area, (nfin

t: time, s

Tp: boiling temperature, K

T.: after compressed temperature, K
T reference temperature, K

Ts. droplet surface temperature, K
T.: ambient gas temperature, K

Y: mass fraction

AH: latent heat of vaporization, kJ/mol

Symbols

Qp: collision integral

A: thermal conductivity, W/m.K

&: characteristic energy of Lennard-Jones (J)

v: kinematic viscosity, m%/s

u: dynamic viscosity, mPa.s

y: intermolecular energy

p: density, kg/m3

o: characteristic length of Lennard —Jones, A or sensitivity coefficient
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T: ignition delay time, ms

Indices

F: fuel

g: gaseous

I: liquid

O: oxidant
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1General introduction

For ages, population of the world has depended on the fossil fuels as the main resources of
energy for many industries including the automotive. The reality that the fossil fuelsewill b
come extinct in near future has developed significant and extensive researches for alternative
fuels. Environmental concerns also have led to the increased interest in the future use of these
alternative fuels. This is where biofuels came into the picture; they have potential as they are
derived from renewable sources, they are environmental friendly as in reducing the pollutant
emissions and rather inexpensive means in terms of reducing the dependency on fossil fuels.
The term biofuels is usually defined and used to refer to that of alternative and substitutes for

petrol, diesel or aircraft fuels that are based from fossil.

There are so many reasons for biofuels to have imminently been alternative to fossil fuels.
The biofuels that are manufactured from biomass are identified to be renewable, biodegrable,
oxygenated and significantly produce much less pollutant emissions such as partictilate ma
ter (PM), unburned hydrocarbon (HC) and carbon monoxide (CO). They are also having pro-
spective to reduce the production of carbon dioxide JCthis is primarily based on the fact
that plants which are used for biofuels production absorp difing their growth which is

then released during the biofuels combustion.

Nonetheless, the study of the gasification of a biofuel droplet via vaporization is still
needed and necessary to give better understanding and modelling of complex sprag and mi
ture formation issues. The behaviour of biofuel droplets especially in atomization and spray is

still unknown and unpredictable. The proper characterization of this behaviour is necessary as



it involves heat, mass and momentum transfer processes in gas and liquid phase and their

coupling at the droplet interface.

1.20bjectives of study

The main objective of this study is to investigate the vaporization behaviour of an isolated
droplet and its characteristics which affects the atomization of sprays in conventional internal
combustion engines. A detailed description of the vaporization of an isolated droplet has been
realized in this experimental study aimed at investigating the low molecular weight alcohols;
ethanol and 1-propanol and the effects of their miscibility with water property will be further
examined. The characterization of the vaporization phenomenon is necessary for this liquid
fuel to design efficient injection systems for internal combustion engines, for propulsion and
power generation. An extensive theoretical calculation and evaluation is also carried out to
validate experimental results. Experimental studies of autoignition behaviour of alcohols at
various initial temperatures and at atmospheric pressure are also accomplished using a Rapid
Compression Machine (RCM), courtesy of Centre of Combustion Chemistry, Natioral Un
versity of Ireland, Galway. To better assess the effect of the presence of oxygemated c
pound in alcohol fuels especially on the engine efficiency and the pollutants formation, it is
very imperative to well validate a developed kinetic models for the combustion and oxidation
of the oxygenated component of biofuels. Well-known detailed kinetics combustion analysis
from literatureis carried out to predict and validate the experimental results. The effects of
different molecular weight alcohol on autoignition behaviour have been thoroughly studied
and the impact of water addition to ethanol oxidation has been assessed by sensityity anal

Sis.



1.3Challenges

The biggest challenge in this study is to overcome all the unworthiness of utilisatien of a
cohols as a reliable alternative fuel especially in automotive transportation. Many researchers
found that alcohols are still unpractical to be explored as the definite alternative fael to r
place the current conventional fossil fuels such as gasoline and diesel. However for many
decades, researches are trying to keep on working in detailing and improvirmptireess
and reliability of alcohols properties. The unpredictable and volatile behaviours of alcohols

made the whole studies even much more challenging.

1.4Thesis Layout

This thesis has been divided into seven chapters. After a brief overview of background and
introduction in chapter 1, chapter 2 mainly consists of literature review and bibliography
analysis related to biofuels generally and alcohols particularly. The development of isolated
droplet vaporization experimental works on alcohols particularly is also included in this chap-
ter. In addition, a description of the background history of autoignition characteristics of a
cohols is also incorporated in this chapter. Chapter 3 gives the insights of the experimental
set-up for isolated droplet vaporization study on ethanol and 1-propanol. The properties of
ethanol and 1-propanol are provided and all parameters and variables are defined. The post-
processing details are included to give crystal clear view on the overall processes.iAutoign
tion experimental set-up is also discussed and explained in great details. Chapter 4 describes
in greater length the theoretical calculation of droplet vaporization that includes all related
physical and thermodynamic properties. Chapter 5 reports the results of the experimental
works for the isolated droplet of ethanol and 1-propanol vaporization at various amimient te
perature ranges from 293K to 973K, which is necessary to gain both some physical insights

and to give accessible range for theoretical evaluation while the furnace pressure is main-
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tained atmospheric. Meanwhile in Chapter 6, detailed kinetic model from literature to predict
the autoignition behaviour of ethanol and 1-propanol is further exploited. Autoignkion e
perimental results from Rapid Compression Machine (RCM) of ethanol, 1-propanol and
ethanol/water mixture are presented. Sensitivity analysis that consisted a set of reactions of
potential species is also carried out for both alcohols and ethanol/water mixture to discuss for
further comprehension on the kinetic impact of water on ethanol oxidation. Conclusiens, i

perative findings and further works available in these studies areigi@rapter 7.



2 LITERATURE REVIEW

2.1 Biofuels and Alcohols in general

Recent growing alarm on declination of conventional petroleum based fuels particularly in
global automotive industry has caused significant interest in biofuels research. Biofuels such
as pure vegetable oils, biodiesel based on cross transesterification of vegetable oils or animal
fats and alcohols based on biochemical processes are currently readily available. These bio-
fuels issued from the biomasses which are known to be renewable, biodegradable; oxyge
ated and produce fewer pollutants (Agarwal, 2007) than conventional fuels require further
and more extensive investigations especially in terms of fundamental characteristics such as

vaporization and oxidation behaviours.

Biofuels are usually referred to liquid, gas and solid fuels predominantly for transport pro-
duced from biomass. A variety of fuels can be produced from biomass such as ethanol,
methanol, biodiesel, Fischer-Tropsch diesel, hydrogen and methane. They could be pure bio-
fuels or blend fuels in such a proportion that they can substitute conventional motor fuels
without or minimized altering of the car performance. Figure 2.1 (adopted fromeTian
(2012)) shows variety of oxygenated fuels can be obtained through wide range of processes
involving fermentation and catalytic reactions. From this figure, alcohols as the main interest
biofuels in this study are generally derived from the fermentation process of starch and sugar.
The lower molecular weight alcohols such as methanol and ethanol could be also produced

through gasification process from lignocelluloses sources such as crop and forest waste.



Figure 2.1: Summary of fuel components derived from biomass (Adopted fronefTakn

(2012)).

Nigam and Singh (2011) have generally classified the biofuels into two major categories
(Figure 2.2). Primary biofuels referred to as natural and unprocessed biomass sueh as fir
wood, wood chips and pellets, and are mainly those where the organic material is gilised e
sentially in its natural and non-modified chemical form. Primary fuels are directly combusted,
usually to supply cooking fuel, heating or electricity production. Meanwhile the secondary
biofuels are adapted primary fuels, which have been processed and produced in the form of
solids (e.g. charcoal), or liquids (e.g. ethanol, biodiesel and bio-oil), or gases (e.g. biogas,
synthesis gas and hydrogen). Secondary fuels can be used for multiple ranges of applications,
including transport and high temperature industrial processes. The secondary biofuels are fu
ther classified to first, second and third generation biofuels based on their raw material and

technology used for their production.

Figure 2.2: Classification of biofuels (Nigam and Singh (2010)).

2.1.1 The physical and chemical properties of alcohols-Ethanol and 1-propanol

Alcohols is an interesting alternative fuel for transportation purposes as they havwe prope
ties that allow its use in existing internal combustion engines without or with minor hardware
modifications. Comparisons of typical fuel physical properties have been made belween a
cohols such as ethan@,;HsOH) and 1-propanqCs;H;OH) as the main subjects in thisreu

rent study and gasoline as summarized in Table 2-1.



Table 2.1: Common physical properfie$ Ethanol, 1-propanol and Gasoline

Ethanol 1-Propanol Gasoline
Molar Mass (g/mol) 46.07 60.1° 102.5
C (wt. %) 52.2 59.96 86.5
H (wt. %) 13.1 13.42 13.5
O (wt. %) 34.7 26.62 0
Density (kg/mnt) 79¢° 80% 735-760
Boiling Temperature (K) 351.6 370.3  303-473
Autoignition Temperature (K) 763 753 723
Latent Heat of Vaporization (kJ/kg) 854 689 289
Lower Heating Value (MJ/kg) 26.8 30.9° 42.7°
Stoichiometric Ratio 8.95 10.28 14.4
Research Octane Number (RON) 109 117 91-9¢

2 All data from Jeulanét al. (2004) unless stated otherwiSelata from Reidbt al. (1987),

° data from Traret al. (2012) and' data from Andersost al. (2010).

A number of observations can be made from Table 2.1 regarding the properties of alcohols

as an alternative fuel or addictive to gasoline. Ethanol and 1-propanol have a very high octane

number, which induces a strong resistance to knock and consequently the ability to optimize
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the engine, thus allows for use at higher compression ratios and significantly improves the
engine performance. A fuel with a higher octane number can endure higher compiession r
tios before engine starts knocking, thus giving engine an ability to deliver more power eff
ciently and economically. They also have a density close to the gasoline which is suitable to
the existing internal engines without any further adjustment. In the meantime the presence of
oxygen in the formula of alcohols, can provide a more homogeneous fuel/air mixing and con-
sequently a decrease in unburned or partially burned molecule emissions (HC and @O) resul
ing in cleaner environment due to less pollutants.. A high latent heat of vaporization enabling

a “cooling effect” of air and consequently can enhance the volumetric efficiency.

However, the existence of oxygen included in the molecule (~30% wt) of alcohols can in-
duce an increase in the fuel volumetric consumption. Meanwhile the high latent heat of v
porization can tempt running difficulties in cold conditions, especially cold start. To lower
this phenomenon, some technical solutions may be applied. The most frequently used solu-
tion is to use E85 (85% ethanol) instead of pure ethanol. The addition of 15% light lmydroca
bon fraction in ethanol induces a strong increase in volatility and consequently an easier en-
gine start. Ethanol is more and more largely used in spark ignition (SI) engines as pure fuel or
“flex-fuel” blends up to 85 % in gasoline in Europe. With this high percentage, ethana-v
porization as fundamental process in combustion phenomenon must be correctly reharacte
ized. When compared to gasoline, with a higher latent heat of vaporization, ethanol can cause
difficulties at start-up in cold conditions. With a lower heat value, it is necessary to ignite
richer mixtures that are unfavourable for pollutant emissions. The introduction of engines that
can be fuelled by gasoline, ethanol or a blend of both at any appropriate proportia: are fr
quently called ‘‘flex-fuel”, and became attractive because car owners do no longer depend on
ethanol price and market availabiligthanol also leads to azeotropes with light hydrocarbon

fractions and can lead to volatility issues. Ethanol and 1-propanol are also miscibleawith w



ter, which can cause demixing issues when blended with hydrocarbons. The high oxygen
content in alcohols and its ability to oxidize into acetic acid provoke compatibility issues with

some materials used in the engine, such as metals or polymers. Alcohol, especially 1-
propanol combustion in engines encourages formation of aldehydes emissions, which can
have a negative impact on health (Koshland, (1994)). Aldehydes also play an important role

in formation of photochemical smog.

2.1.2 The historical background of alcohols in internal combustion engines

Alcohols particularly ethanol has been known as a fuel for many years. In fact, when Henry
Ford designed the Model T in earlyth@entury, his expectation was that ethanol; made from
renewable biological materials would be the most important fuel for automobile. Neverth
less, gasoline emerged as the dominant transportation fuel in the early twentieth century b
cause of two main factors; ease of operation of gasoline engines with the materials then
available for engine construction, and a rising supply of cheaper petroleum from oil dield di
coveries all around the world. Nevertheless gasoline had many drawbacks and less attractive
properties as an automotive fuel. It had a lower octane rating than ethanol, was much more
toxic (particularly when blended with tetra-ethyl lead and other compounds to enhance octane
rating), and emitted harmful air pollutants. Gasoline was more likely to explode andcburn a
cidentally; gum would form on storage surfaces, and carbon deposits would form irscombu
tion chamber. Petroleum was much more physically and chemically varied than eteanol, r
quiring intricate refining procedures to ensure the manufacture of a consistent ‘‘gasoline’’
product. Because of its lower octane rating relative to ethanol, the use of gasoline meant the
use of lower compression engines and larger cooling systems. Diesel engine technology,
which developed soon after the emergence of gasoline as the dominant transportation fuel,
also resulted in the generation of large quantities of pollutants. However, despite these env
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ronmental flaws, fuels made from petroleum have dominated automobile transportation for
the past three-quarters of a century. According to Agarwal, (2007), there are two key reasons:
first, cost per kilometre of travel has been virtually the sole selection criteria. Second, the
large investments made by the oil and auto industries in physical capital, human skills and
technology make the entry of a new cost-competitive industry difficult. Until very recently,

environmental concerns have been hardly considerable.

In accordance with the report produced by United Nation Environment Programme, UNEP
(Assessing Biofuels, 2008), world ethanol production for transport fuel has tripled from 17
billion to more than 52 billion litres between 2000 and 2007, while biodiesel expanded
eleven-fold from less than 1 billion to almost 11 billion litres. This production resulted in lig-
uid biofuels providing a total share of 1.8% of the world’s transport fuel by energy value in
2007. A recent estimate for 2008 arrives at 64.5 billion litres ethanol and 11.8 billion litres
biodiesel, up 22% from 2007 (by energy content). From 2005-2007 (average) to 2008, the
share of ethanol in global gasoline type fuel use was estimated to increase from 3.78% to

5.46%, and the share of biodiesel in global diesel type fuel use from 0.93% to 1.5%.

Policies have essentially triggered the development of biofuel demand by targets and
blending quotas. Mandates for blending biofuels into vehicle fuels had been enacted in at
least 36 states/provinces and 17 countries at the national level by 2006. Most mandates r
quire blending 1015% ethanol with gasoline or blending526 biodiesel with diesel fuel. In

addition, recent targets define higher levels of envisaged biofuel use in various countries.

For decades, regulations have been made and implemented to provide a ‘greener’ and
‘cleaner’ environment towards the usage of conventional fossil fuels. Engine requires certain
minimum levels of octane to run smoothly and to resist knocking. Aromatics and alcohols
have been the most popular choices. Aromatic compounds, such as benzene and toluene are

known to have higér octane levels, but the presence of these compounds produces more
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smoke, smog, as well as benzene (Surisatigl. (2011). The US Environmental Protection
Agency, EPA has approved using several alcohols and ethers in unleaded gasoline. For years,
ethanol and methyl tertiary butyl ethers (MTBE) are the two most popular additives. Accord-
ing to Rasskazchikowvet al. (2004), the use of ethanol as high octane additive has beien just
fied despite its higher cost due to its low toxicity, reduced environmental pressure wien bur

ing ethanol-containing fuel and a fact that it was produced from renewable sources.

Due to the phase out of lead in all gasoline grades and the adverse health amd enviro
mental effects of MTBE, the synthesis of higher alcohols, from synthesis gas has attracted
considerable interest. Low molecular weight alcohols such as ethanol have replaced-other a
ditives as octane boosters in automotive fuels. Adding alcohols to petroleum products permits
the fuel to combust more completely due to the presence of oxygen, which increases the
combustion efficiency and reduces air pollution. However, the presence of alcohols in fuel
can cause corrosion to metallic fuel system components. In order to make the best-use of a
cohols as alternative fuels; the engine or the vehicle can be redesigned; one or more additives

to ethanol or methanol can be blended to improve its characteristics.

Using ethanol as a fuel additive to unleaded gasoline causes an improvement in gngine pe
formance and exhaust emissions (Al Hassan, (2003); Al-Faragedtt, (2004)). Ethanol
addition resulted in an improvement in brake power, brake thermal efficiency, volunhetric e
ficiency and fuel consumption; however the brake specific fuel consumption and equivalence
air-fuel ratio decreased because of lower calorific value of the gasoline-alcohol fuel blends.
Using an ethanelinleaded gasoline blend leads to a significant reduction in exhaust emi
sions of CO and HC for all engine speeds. Ethanol diesel blends up to 20% can very well be
used in present day constant speed compressed ignition engines without any hardware mod
fication (Meiringet al (1983); Moulounguket al (2001)). Hsietet al. (2002) have exper

mentally investigated the engine performance and pollutant emissions of commercial spark
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ignition (SI) engine using ethanol-diesel blends at various blended rates. Results showed that
with increasing the ethanol content, the heating value of the blended fuels is decreased, while
the octane number of the blended fuels increases. They also found that with increasing the
ethanol content, the Reid vapour pressure of the blended fuels initially increases te a max
mum at 10% ethanol addition, and then decreases. Results of the engine test indicated that
using ethanelgasoline blended fuels, torque output and fuel consumption of the engine
slightly increase; CO and HC emissions decrease dramatically as a result of the Idacing ef
caused by the ethanol addition; and @anission increases because of the improved cembu

tion whereas NQemission depends on the engine operating condition rather than the ethanol
content. Exhaust gas temperatures and lubricating oil temperatures were lower for ethanol
diesel blends than mineral diesel. The engine could be started normally both hot and cold.
Costa and Sodre (2004) have studied the comparison of performance and emissions from a
four-stroke engine fuelled with hydrous ethanol or 78% gasoline-22% ethanol blene-The r
sults showed that torque and brake mean effective pressure were higher when gasoline-
ethanol blend was used at low engine speeds. However, higher torque and brake mean effe

tive pressure were achieved when hydrous ethanol was used at high engine speeds.

Alcohols such as methanol and ethanol have been studied extensively and they are used
currently either as gasoline additives or pure fuel. Both alcohols however, have low energy
densities, relatively high vapour pressures, and they are ndtghipscopic On the other
hand, saturated4{&lcohols, namely n-propanol and iso-propanol have a better energy density
and lower affinity for water compared to methanol and ethanol. Though both propanol iso-
mers can be produced commercially via fermentation, currently they are produced largely
from petrochemical feedstocks. Recently, Shen and Liao (2008) and Atsumi and Liao (2008)

demonstrated techniques to produce n-propanol from glucose using bacteria Escherichia coli.
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As such, there is growing interest ig (Gaturated) alcohols as potential alternatives to lower

molecular weight alcohols.

2.2 Isolated Liquid Fuel Droplet Vaporization

2.2.1 Liquid fuel droplet vaporization

Liquid fuel droplet vaporization is fundamental mechanism in spray combustion for var
ous applications such as internal combustion (IC) engines, aerospace-propulsion engines and
industrial burners. In these systems, fuel is injected into combustion chamber as a spray or
jet. This spray or jet breaks down into droplets that evaporate due to the surroundisig atmo
phere forming a combustible mixture that ignites once appropriate conditions are achieved.
Numerous works on investigating the major spray characterisfiasy(macroscopic and im
croscopic characteristics) have been carried on conventional fuels such as gasoline and diesel
(Hiroyasu and Arai (1990); Zhao et al. (1997); Zhao et al. (1999); Kong et al. (1999); D
santes et al. (1999); Payri et al. (200Bgsantes et al. (2005); Taskiran and Ergeneman
(2011)) as they influence the combustion efficiency and exhaust emissions. The evaporation
process controls the combustion process that is eventually controls the design of combustion
chamber and performance of engine. However it is highly necessary also to study the vapor
zation of a single droplet before completely characterizing spray vaporization andseombu
tion. For many years, studies have been conducted experimentally and numerically in various

environments to highlight the influence of the isolated parameters.

2.2.2 Quasi-steady Theory
The soealled ‘quasi-steady’ model was established by the work of Godsave (1953) and
Spalding (1953) in early 1950 and has led to the development of a theoretical model capable
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of describing the gasification process of a fuel droplet. The model, renowned as ‘Quasi-

steady model” or else called the d*law, shows that during the gasification process, the droplet
surface area, represented by the droplet-squared diameter, changes linearly during its lifetime.
The d*law consists much of the crucial physics and rough approximations of droplét gasif
cation. However, this model is based on a few vital hypotheses. The most commorm-hypoth

ses are as listed below:

a. Constant and uniform droplet temperature: The mechanisms of the heating and mass

transport inside the liquid phase are negligible.

b. The droplet is always symmetrically spherical: This means that both natural and
forced convections are always absent and thus the droplet remains spherical during its
lifetime. The consequence of this assumption is that non-radial motion in the gas-
phase is absent. Hence the analysis reduces to one dimension i.e. in radial direction

only.

c. The gas-phase quasi-steadiness: This assumption indicates that the gas-phase immed
ately adjusts itself to the local boundary conditions and droplet size at each instant of

time.

d. The processes are considered as spatially isobaric; the pressure is equal tanthat of a

bient.

e. The properties of transport in gas phase are constant. Such properties are thrermal co
ductivity and calorific capacity. The number of Lewis must be equal to 1. That means

the thermal diffusivity will always equal to the mass diffusivity.

le=—=—-—=1 (2-1)

A
p. p.D

Ol R
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where/ is thermal conductivityp density,C, the specific heat per unit mass dndinary

diffusion coefficient.

f. The change of the liquid phase: the mechanism of transport is quicker in the gas
phase. At the instant time, at the surface of the droplet, there will be equilibrium be-
tween the liquid and the vapour where the saturated vapour pressure corresponds to

the temperature at the surface of the droplet.
g. The effect of Soret and Dufour are negligible.

h. Absence of droplet-droplet interaction. Only an isolated droplet in an infinite oxidant

ambient is considered.
i. No internal liquid motion inside the droplet.

J. Single component fuel.

By applying those hypotheses above, the problem is solved by the main three conservation
eqguations; continuity equation, conservation of energy equation and conservation of species

equation.

Continuity Equation

dm
W =0 (2'2)
m=4- 112 * Prg * Vr = constant (2-3)
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Conservation of energy equation

2
% Ppg Ve Gy

Conservation of species equation

d

with the boundary conditions of:

dT

E[r2°(ng'vr'Yi

)
dr/]

Asr—oo: T=T,and Y. =0

At the interface:

_d<2)L dT)
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dy
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Therefore the solutions:
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m=4-m-75ppg D -In(1+Br) =4 -1 75 ppg D -In(1+ By) (2-10)

Yes Cpg (2-11)
_1_YFs BT—E'(Tamb_Ts)

With Ygs the mass fraction of the fuel in gaseous form and the Spalding transfer rieimber

represents the ratio of the driving force for vaporization to the resistance to vaporization.

Bt andBy are thermal transfer number and mass transfer number respectively. These num-

bers are equal under the condition of quasi-steadinedse iel.

If the fuel vaporization rate at the droplet surface is equal to the consumption rate at the

droplet surface, then

. d 4 (2-13)
=iz n on)

Substituting Eg. 2-13 into Eq. 2.-10 and integrating gives,
d2=dy® - K-t (2-14)

whered is the diameter of the dropledy is its initial diameter and is the vaporization
rate and is the timeK is a constant and could be written in terms of binary diffusion coeffi-

cient as

K=8-29.p.In(1+B) (2-15)

Pri

By utilise the hypothesis of Lewis Number equal to unity, the vaporizatiorKratsuld

also be written in another form that consists mixture of thermodynamics properties,
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A 2-16
K=8-—2—.In(1+B) (2-16)

Cpg * PF1

From above equations, it is shown that the evolution of the squared-diameter of the droplet

against time is linear under the ‘quasi-steady’ assumption.

2.2.3 The limitations of the theory

Eventhough the ‘quasi-steady’ theory or also called the d’law is very successful ined
scribing the gasification process of a fuel droplet, the hypotheses upon which the theory has
been developed are subjected to several experimental and numerical analyses and also
critisms due to its simplicity. The most controversial critisms which are already identified and

constantly discussed are as follows:
a. Constant and uniform droplet temperature

Based on previous studies (Chin and Lefebvre, (1983); Nomura et al., (1986), Sa
hin et al., (2005)) there are a lot of evidences that show the existence of the tran-

sient heat-up period of the droplet preceeding to the occurrence Gfltve. d
b. Unity of Lewis number

The Lewis number is not always a unity and it keeps changing during the process of

vaporization (Raghunandan and Mukunda, (1977); Udeotok, (2012)).
c. Spherical symmetry

This assumption is used in derivation of tHdalv, means that the convectiol e

ther natural or forced is absent and therefore the droplet and the flow, temperature
and species field surrounding it remain spherical during the entire droplet lifetime.
This assumption facilitates the analytical development. However, the assumption is

no longer valid as under practical applications, the droplet deforms during &asific
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tion due to the pressure of natural convection or strong forced flow. Eventhough
numerous experimental and numerical studies have been undertaken to verify the
implications of this assumption, the results shows thatitHaw still holds even
under convective flow conditions but under the condition that the droplet reaches its
thermal equilibrium first. Nonetheless, a new improved method of suspended drop-
let has been studied by Renaetdal. (2004), Mikamiet al. (2005) and Chauveaat

al. (2007). The findings showed that the droplet is retaining its spherical symmetry
shape by improving the method of the support fibre. Instead of single suspended f
bre with a droplet hanging at the end of the fibre, the new method consists of two
perpendiculars of fine quartz fibres. The droplet is positioning at the intersection of
these two fibres. The details of this method will further discussed and elaborated at
chapter 3 under experimental set up. By comparing to the existing literaturé, the e

fects of heat transfer are significantly minimized.

There are other affectsnown as ‘thermocapillary effects’ where the spherical
symmetry is not only consist of the spherical shape but also due to the temperature
distribution inside the droplet. Thermocapillary effects can modify the shape of in-
side of the spherical symmetry. Studies showed that the theoretical results-are di

similar with the surface which is free or not (Wilson (1994); Ha and Lai (2001)).

. Soret and Dufour effects

Soret effect describes the flow of matter caused by a temperature gradient (thermal
diffusion), while Dufour effect describes the flow of heat caused by concentration
gradients. The two effects occur simultaneously. Both effects are believed to be
small in most cases although sometimes their contribution may be significant
(Coelho and Silva, (2002); Postelnicu, (2004); Gopalakrishnan and Abraham,

(2004))
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e. Quasi-steadiness

Several studies have shown that the deficiency of Hawdis a result of the non-
steadiness of the gas-phase surrounding the droplet or of the vapour accumulation
near the droplet interface (Last al, 1980; Waldman, 1975; Law and Faeth, 1994).
However, the effects of this assumption on théad are not yet completely recog-

nized (Faeth, 1983).

2.3 The Experimental Techniques and Methodology
There are a few known techniques or methods available in determining the liquid fuel drop-

let vaporization experiments. The most known techniques are as following:

a. A porous sphere with liquid fuel being fed to its interior at such rate that the surface

is just wetted to support combustion;
b. A free-fall single droplet or droplet stream eventually levitating;
c. Acoustic levitation
d. A single droplet suspended at the end of a thin quartz fibre.

Each technique has been utilised for so many years and impose its own merits and limit

tions.

2.3.1 Porous sphere

The porous sphere experiment is an accurately steady-state and thus is the one that most
closely conforms to the steady-state assumption of tand (Godsave, (1953); Williams,
(1973)). In combustion experiment, it allows detailed probing of the flame structure (Canada

and Faeth, (1973).The main downsides of this method are the excessively large sipe of dro
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let and the deterrence of observing certain transient phenomena which is inherently present in
droplet combustion. In this method the diameter of the sphere made up of an inert grous m
terial is maintained constant during combustion. Fuel is supplied to the surface of the sphere
at a rate equal to the rate of its combustion which depends on the diameter of the sphere and
ambient conditions. In recent years, a number of studies employing this method have been
carried out on measuring burning rates of liquid fuel. Balakriskehah (2001) have invest

gated quasi-steady burning of spherical fuel particles in a mixed convective envirosment u

ing the porous sphere method and suggested a correlation for the variation of mass burning
rate with the free stream Reynolds number. Raghatvah (2009) studied methanol congsu

tion using the porous technique to measure the mass burning rates and suggested correlations
for the same envelope and wake flame regimes. Recently, Parag and Raghavan (2009) carried
out experimental study using porous sphere technique to determine the burning rates of eth
nol and ethanol-blended fossil fuels. They found that the mass burning rate of fuel increases
with sphere size and air velocity, and when water is added to ethanol, the mass burning rate
decreases. For ethanol blended with diesel, the mass burning rate does not vary significantly.
For ethanol blended with gasoline, the mass burning rate increases with increasing gasoline

content due to higher volatility of gasoline.

2.3.2 Free-fall droplets

Meanwhile, free droplets experiments offer the advantages of small sizes, non-interference
from suspension fibre and the capability of using volatile fuels. Nevertheless, this method
provides more complex and elusive experimental methodology. Moreover, as the droplets are
not stationary, more additional equipment is required to obtain detailed photography. The free
fall motions also entail that the intensity of forced convection is continuously changed as the
droplets size is incessantly diminished. A number of studies have employed this technique in
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investigating the vaporization and combustion behaviour of hydrocarbon and alcohols drop-
lets. One of the earliest experimental studies have been carried out by Kemalgéi971)

in developing a successful technique for achieving spherical combustion of free fuel droplets
under a zero-gravity condition in a freely-falling chamber. It was followed by an improved
experimental apparatus set up by Okajima and Kumagai (1975) in their further investigation
of the combustion of free droplet, where the combustion of fuel droplets in weak forced con-
vection has been studied for the first time. Wahgl (1984) studied the combustion chara
teristics of isolated, low Reynolds number, multicomponent droplets freely falling in a hot,
oxidizing gas flow. Lee and Law (1992) have experimentally studied vaporization amd co
bustion of methanol and ethanol droplets in both dry and humid environments. Their results
demonstrated that the alcohol droplets had freely absorbed water from wet environment
whether the water is present in the ambient gas or is generated at the droplet flame. Stengele
et al (1999) conducted an experimental set-up where the evaporation of free-falling, non-
interacting binary mixtures of n-pentane and n-nonane droplets was investigated. The results
showed that the evaporation distance and the velocity of the droplets decreases with elevated
pressures. A comparison with theoretical calculation showed an excellent agreement of the

measured results.

2.3.3 Acoustic levitation

The acoustic levitation of droplets is a valuable tool for studying heat and mass transfer at
the droplet surface because it allows steady droplet positioning. However, acoustic levitation
results in an acoustic streaming near the droplet surface (which may affect the heat and mass
transfer rate). A key element of the heat and mass transfer processes at the surface of lev
tated droplets is the acoustic streaming. This technique has been actively purseed by r
searchers especially from University of Erlangen-Nurnberg (Yarin et al. (1999) and Yarin et
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al. (2002)). The acoustic levitation of single droplets is a recent development that attempts to
avoid some of the errors intrinsic to the previously-used experimental methods of droplet free

flight, free fall or pendant suspension on a capillary or filament.

2.3.4 Suspended droplet on support fibre

The fourth method, which is the main technique applied in this study is the suspended
droplet experiment. First advantage of this method is the easiness in set up and performance.
As the droplet is motionless, the detailed cine-microphotography could be taken of its evapo-
rating or burning sequences. Most of the isolated droplet evaporation experiments have been
conducted with the droplet suspended on a support fiber to avoid the experimental difficulties
for free-falling droplets (Hiroyasu and Kadota (1974); Nomeiral. (1996); Morinet al.
(2000); Ghasemnst al. (2006)). However, due to the thickness of the suspension fibre, it is
quite difficult to suspend a droplet much smaller than 1000 micrometers. This large size of
droplet is much larger than the standard size of typical droplet in sprays. Recent study by
Dahoet al (2012) on droplet vaporization of various vegetable oils and blends domestic fuel
oil-cottonseed oil at different temperatures have utilized the fibre-suspended technique with
diameter of 400 um. The droplet diameters are in range between 1000 to 1420 um. The sup-
port fibre also usually has relatively larger thickness (around 150um) and therefore is able to
increase the vaporization rate of the droplet due to the induced heat transfer from the fibre to
the droplet during vaporization process. The suspension fibre also significantly distorts the
droplet’s spherical shape. Therefore, the assumption of spherical symmetry of the droplet is
no longer valid. However, recent developments (Rerewal. (2004), Mikamiet al. (2005)
and Chauveaet al. (2007)) have improved the suspended droplet method to provide more

accurate data results by diminishing or minimizing the effect of heat transfer from the support
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fibre to the droplet. This new improved technique of suspended droplet will be further elabo-

rated in details in chapter 3.

Conclusions

Most droplet evaporation and combustion experiments have been conducted witlpthe dro
let suspended on a support fiber to avoid the experimental difficulties for free-falling drop-
lets, such as for obtaining high-resolution droplets images. The main concern abost the su
pended droplet technique is the existence of the heat conduction effects from the support fibre
to the evaporating droplet. The literature reports many studies appreciably improving the
technique by reducing as much as possible the fiber diameter, others by taking into account in
numerical models this phenomenon, then correlating their results with experimental data. It is
only very recently that experimental studies could implement extremely fine suspéansion f
bres, allowing the production of new results with improved technique (Rextald2004),

Mikami et al. (2005) and Chauveaat al. (2007)).

2.4 Influence of different parameters

2.4.1 Influence of temperatures and pressure

In the early work for high-pressure evaporation under natural convection, Kadota-and H
royasu (1976) have considered a mathematical model of a single droplet evaporating in high
pressure and high temperature gaseous environments. The calculation covered the unsteady
and steady state of droplet evaporation considering the effect of natural convection- The ca
culated results showed the reverse effect of ambient gas pressure on droplet lifetime; i.e. the
droplet lifetime decreases with an increase in pressure at high temperatures andewith a d
crease in pressure at low temperatures. Hartfield and Farrell, (1993), have studied the vapor

zation of single refrigerant R-113 (trichlorotrifluoroethane) and n-heptane droplets- exper
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mentally. They have observed that the gas temperature affected strongly droplet vaporization
whereas gas pressure had a weaker effect. Steeigale(1999) conducted an experimental

set up to study the evaporation of free falling, non interacting droplets in a higher pressure
environments. The experiments were carried out with binary mixtures of n-pentane and n-
nonane. Ghasemneit al. (2006) on the vaporization of kerosene droplet experimentally in-
vestigated at high temperatures and high pressures under normal gravity. The evaporation
rate increased monotonically with an increase in gas temperature. At low temperature, when
the ambient pressure increased, the evaporation is also increased. However, at high temper
ture and higher ambient pressure, evaporation rate is increased to a maximum value around

2.0 MPa and then decreases.

2.4.2 Influence of gravity and convection

Most non-convective droplet evaporation experiments have been conducted at normal grav-
ity. The presence of natural convection enhances the evaporation slightly for low pressure but
significantly strong at high temperatures (Rista@l. (1993). However, droplet evaporation
experiments at microgravity have been carried out from atmospheric pressure to supercritical
pressure. These experiments are significant not only for microgravity applications but serve
as comparison bases for accuracy test of evaporation models. The purpose of creating a m
crogravity environment condition for droplet vaporization and combustion is to remove the
influence of buoyancy. The aim is to create a situation in which the evaporation induced or
Stefan velocity is much larger than the relative velocity between the droplet and ambience
that created either by buoyancy or a forced convection. Burning behaviour of a sugpended
octane droplet under both normal and microgravity fields has been studied experimentally by
Sato (1990). The studies concerned the effects of natural convection at high ambient pressure
levels up to four times the fuel critical pressure. Experimental results showed that the burning
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rate constant increases with the increase of the ambient pressure at subcritical pressures and
decreases at supercritical pressures for both microgravity and normal gravity fields. That
means the natural convection increases the burning rate constant and its effect become
stronger as the ambient pressure increases. Noshaia(1996)studied the evaporation of
suspendedh-heptane droplet under microgravity in a closed chamber. Microgravityi-cond
tions were used to repress the effect of natural convection in the ambient gas. They studied
the effect of temperature and pressure on the evaporation rate. They also studied the effect of
these parameters on the heating and evaporation time. The effects of forced and natural con-
vection were studied in isolation by Okajima and Kumagai (1982). They used a free falling
chamber provided with a wind tunnel. This was used to study the effect of forced convection
without natural convectiaorRungeet al. (1998) andGdkalpet al (1994)investigated evapo-

ration of droplets of binary mixtures to bring in the effect of multiple components in droplet
evaporation process. These experiments were done in a convective environment amd at amb
ent pressures. Dadt al. (1999) reported an enhancement of the evaporation rate of a droplet

in an environment without forced convection due to flow induced by natural convection in
the gas phase surrounding the droplet. The natural convection could be due to thermal or so-
lutal buoyancy. However, according to Mandal and Bakshi (2Qh8%e effects were irgsi

nificant as they found out that the internal circulation can be induced by a small temperature
variation caused by the droplet evaporation. Therefore, the internal circulation is responsible
for the enhanced evaporation rate in otherwise stationary environment in a closed chamber.
Their work showed that there is evaporation induced internal circulation within certpin dro

lets while evaporating even under atmospheric conditions. This circulation enhances the
evaporation rate significantly as compared to diffusion-driven evaporation. These findings
seemed to agree with Hegsethal (1996) on suspended methanol droplet experiment where

the results showed that when a droplet evaporates sufficiently fast, it exhibits a vigageus int
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rior flow. This flow was driven by surface tension gradients. Chaugeali(2011) have qa

ried out experiments of-decane droplet vaporization under both normal and microgravity in
stagnant hot atmospheric environment. By using the improved ‘cross-fibre’ suspended drop-

let technique, the results showed that for ambient temperature below 950 K, deviation from
the d*law is observed during droplet vaporization in microgravity condition. However, for
temperatures beyond 950 K, the experimental results demonstrate thdftlake holds
throughout the entire lifetime. Based on their results, they concluded that microgravity cond
tion is not necessarily guarantee thatdhéaw holds during droplet vaporization. These ob-
servations are based on their argument that once the flow radial velocity is attained beyond
the critical velocity, the effect of natural convection becomes unimportant as the correspond-

ing radial evaporation characteristic velocity becomes significantly influential.

2.4.3 Influence of external heat transfer

As our study is concerned with the vaporization of a single droplet suspended by a support
fibre, therefore it is essential to discuss the effect of heat transfer conduction from the support
fibre. In the early work for high pressure droplet evaporation under natural convection,
Kadota and Hiroyasu (1976nve considered the effects of fibre conduction and liquid-phase
radiative absorption in simplified manner. They evaluated the fibre conduction with a simple
one-dimensional steady-state analysis where the radiative analysis was assumed to occur on
the droplet surface. Eventhough it was only a qualitative significance, their calculatibns ind
cated enhancement on the evaporation rate. Shih and Megaridis (1995) have numesgically an
lyzed the effect of fibre conduction on droplet evaporation under forced convection. They
have observed that for a fibre parallel to the flow direction, only small enhancement of
evaporation was found. Less heat input through the fibre is resulted. Avedisian and Jackson
(2000) have observed the effect of support fibre on the soot patterns for droplets burning in a
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stagnant ambience in reduced gravity. They have observed the nonlinearity in the variation of
d?dy* due to the influence of fibre. The soot that aggregated forming inside the flame was
also found to be evolved into nonsymmetrical. The effect became more significant with
thicker fibre. A study to investigate the effect of heat conduction through the support fibre on
evaporation of a droplet in weakly convective flow was initiated by Yang and Wong (2002).
A droplet of n-heptane or n-hexadecane was suspended at the tip of a horizontal or vertical
fibre in an upward hot gas flow. In general, they found that the heat conduction through the
fibore enhances the evaporation, with a stronger effect for a lower gas temperature and a
thicker fibre. Also, the evaporation rate is enhanced in an oxygen-containing gas flow due to

the additional heating from the oxidation around the droplet.

Conclusions

Temperature and pressure play a significant role in effecting the behaviour of vaporization
of isolated droplet fuel. However, previous studies on most alkanes droplet showed that the
later has less impact on the vaporization rate. Studies also showed that the natural convection

is significantly noticeable at higher temperatures conditions.

In our study, all experimental works are carried out at normal gravity and ambierst atmo
pheric pressure. Eventhough the gravitational force and ambient pressure play a significant
role in influencing the vaporization rate of the droplet; it will not be covered in this study.
Concerning the effect of external heat transfer from the supporting fibre, Chaetvahu
(2008), in their studies of the effects of heat conduction through a support fiber showed that
their results obtained are important in the sense that they make it possible to clearly show that
the effects of the suspension fiber can be very important and can even hide the benefit of the
experiments conducted in reduced gravity if the fiber has a too important size. Taking into
consideration these results, it would be thoughtful to revisit the studies carried out previously
on the effect of the pressure on the droplet vaporization rates, because all these experiments
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were conducted with fibers having large sizes, introducing therefore the possibility ®f a sy
tematic over-estimation of the measured vaporization rates. The effect of the droplet suspend-
ing technique such as buoyancy and natural convection is eliminated by using a novel cross
micro-fiber system. This technique enables to preserve the spherical shape of the droplet
throughout the vaporization process in normal gravity atmosphere. As this study involved a
single value of ambient pressure i.e. at normal atmospheric pressure, thus the influence of

natural convection which is dependent on elevated pressures is negligible.

The heat conduction from the suspended fibre seems to play a big role in influencing the
vaporization ofthe droplet. The ‘extra’ heat is used to enhance the vaporization rate; there-
fore the actual vaporization rate is not achievable and overestimated. Studies showed that the
‘extra’ heat transfer from the fibre increases with the thickness of the fibre. Fortunately, an
advanced and novel technique, the ‘cross-fibre’ technique (Renaud et al. (2004), Mikamiet
al. (2005) and Chauveaet al. (2007)), employed in this current studies apparently reduced

the said effect of the heat conduction from the suspended fibre.

2. 5 Vaporization and combustion issues and challenges of droplet alcohols

Recent concern regarding environmental issues due to hydrocarbon fuel has intensified the
interest in alternative fuels such as alcohols. However, due to the latent heat of vaporization
properties of alcohols that is relatively higher than conventional hydrocarbon fuels,xhere e
ist some significant worries over their vaporization efficiency and therefore the heterogeneity
and uniformity of the fuel/air mixture for combustion process. Alcohols are also known to
possess higher miscibility property with water. Therefore, it is our main concern in this study
to properly characterize the extent of this property to the vaporization behaviour of alcohols.

Alcohols droplet vaporization mechanism has been first investigated more than three decades
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ago by Law and Binark (1979) through a theoretical study of spray vaporization of a mono-
disperse fuel spray in a cold and humid environment. The results showed that the associated
condensation heat release is considerable and significantly enhance the fuel vaporization rate
heterogeneously on the droplet surface. The subsequent study was carried out experimentally
by Law et al. (1987) with the vaporization of suspended alcohols droplets such as methanol
and ethanol in cold and humid environment. They observed that the condensation and subs
guent dissolution of water into the alcohols droplet is significant and resulting in tlee devi
tion of diameter-squared evaluation of the droplet from the clasSitalvd Meanwhile Choi

et al. (1988, 1989) on the combustion of methanol droplet suggested the potential importance
of surface condensation of the matter vapour produced at droplet flame. Those claims were
confirmed by Choet al. (1990), Leeet al. (1990) and Lee (1990) by experimental sampling.

Lee and Law (1992) continued to study the effect of water condensation on alcohols droplet
through experiments of free-falling methanol and ethanol droplets combustion in both dry
and wet environments. Their results demonstrated that the alcohol droplets had freely ab-
sorbed water from wet environment whether the water is present in the ambient gasior is ge
erated at the droplet flame. Marchese and Dryer (1996) simulated a time-dependerst combu
tion of isolated, bicomponent liquid droplets of methanol and water using a spherosymmetric,
finite element, chemically reacting flow model. The results are then compared with prev
ously reported data from microgravity drop tower, freely falling isolated droplet asd su
pended droplet combustion experiments. Results suggest that droplet experiments using
methanol-water mixtures should strongly characterize the magnitude of the liquid mass tran
port rate in a given experimental configuration. Numerical results are consistent witlh exper
ments when it is speculated that sufficient internal liquid phase motion is present to reduce
the effective liquid mass Peclet number (dimensionless number used in calculations involving

convective heat transfer. It is the ratio of the thermal energy transferred to the fluid by con-
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vection to the thermal energy conducted within the fluid) to the order of one. Such internal
motion has been noted in droplet combustion experiments and most likely arises from droplet
generation/deployment techniques and/or surface tension gradients. From Mukhopadhyay
and Sanyal (2001), a theoretical model for combustion of alcohol droplets has belen deve
oped by considering the quasi-steady sphericosymmetric gas phase equations. The results
showed that for alcohols with boiling temperatures lower than that of water, an amount of
moisture that is generated during combustion is absorbed by the droplet. It prolongs droplet
lifetime and consequently reduces flame temperatuistudy to clarify the effect of watery
vapour concentration in hot ambient on droplet evaporation of a single suspended droplet of
ethanol, which posses the hydrophilic property andh@éxadecane, n-heptane droplets with
dehydrophile property has been carried out by éte@l. (2001). The results showed that the
watery vapour increases the evaporation of the ethanol droplet after entering into the droplet
and it promotes evaporation velocity with occasional micro-explosion. In recent studies,
Hopkins and Reid (2005) and Hopkins et al. (2006) studied multicomponent droplets of
methanol/water, ethanol/water and 1-propanol/water. The results showed that the evaporation
and growth of a multicomponent droplet depend on kinetic and thermodynamic parameters,
including the gas and liquid-phase diffusion coefficients and the activity coefficientsaand v
pour pressures of the constituents. &aal (2010) have studied the evaporation of ethanol-
water and methanol-water droplets by a technique measuring the surface tensionaoncentr
tion variation during evaporation process. The results showed evidence of rapid evaporation
of more volatile component at initial phase followed by a diffusion-controlled slow erapor

tion towards the end of droplet lifetime. Mandal and Bakshi (2011) recently proposed the
same measurement of surface concentration of an evaporating multicomponent droplet on an
ethanol-water droplet under three different ambient conditions. The results showed that the

decrease of surface concentration of ethanol is fastest in the case of the hot nitrogen blowing
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over the surface of the droplet. Also, the slow convection at atmospheric temperature was
found to enhance the rate of evaporation of ethanol eventhough the total rate of evaporation is

not significantly changed.

Conclusions

Most of the experimental studies of the vaporization behaviour on the hydrogenated fuels
such as alcohols are always correlated with the interference of water existence. The highe
miscibility with water and the hygroscopic nature of alcohols seem to change the owverall pe
formance of alcohols fuels in terms of vaporization and combustion characteristics. Most of
the observations and findings from the literature suggested that alcohols droplets have freely
absorbed water from the environment and subsequently dissolved therefore changaig the v
porization behaviour of ethanol vaporization. However the extent to which these mvater i

pact on actual vaporization behaviour of alcohols is still lack in literature.

Therefore, in our present study, experimental results concerning vaporization behaviour of
both lower and higher molecular weight alcohols; ethanol and 1-propanol droplets respectiv
ly are presented. A new and wide range of temperatures is covered in this wodk-laie
will be further examined and the histories of the instantaneous vaporization rates wét be pr
sented to have more comprehensible understanding on the actual vaporization behavior of
alcohols. The so-called impact of water vapour on the overall alcohols droplets vaporization
behavior is also investigated. To further emphasis on this issue, a quantitative measurement
of water content during vaporization of alcohols is carried out. Due to the lack of-exper
mental data in the literature, the “quasi-steady” model calculation has been used in order to

compare with our experimental results.
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2.6 Alcohol blends vaporization

Apart from the study on pure alcohols, blends of alcohols with diesel oil or fuel oil have
been anticipated for a number of applications in engines and combustion appliances. The ad-
dition of some alcohols to a hydrocarbon fuel allows some use of energy from renewable
sources without seriously changing the characteristics of the fuel and also it reduces pollutant
emissions. However there are some limitations on alcohol-hydrocarbon mixtures. The limited
miscibility of the components is the major constraint. Alcohols also readily absorb water,
which further reduces the range of miscibility. The behaviour of evaporating or burning drop-
lets of alcohols-hydrocarbon mixtures has been little studied. Hdlbdt (2010) have stud-
ied the measurements of single suspended droplet evaporation behaviour for mixtures of pure
and denatured ethanol with No. 2 fuel oil (a complex combination of hydrocarbons with ca
bon numbers in the range @nd higher produced from the distillation of petroleum crude).
No. 2 fuel oil is usually used for heating and is very similar to diesel fuels. The results
showed that the mixtures behave identically to pure ethanol up to the point where the ethanol
disappears, after which the evaporation rate becomes that of pure fuel oil. The departure from
the d-law is due largely to the inclusion of natural convection. Burning characteristics of
free-falling droplets of diesel/ethanol and biodiesel/ethanol mixtures have been experimen-
tally studied by Boteret al. (2012). They observed that the diffusion-limited mechanism for
multicomponent droplet burning with highly disparate boiling points was demonstrated for
diesel/ethanol and biodiesel/ethanol mixtures. Three phases have been identified; steady
burning with more volatile components with lower boiling points, an intermediate transient
heating period as the dominant surface components transition from more volatile todess vol
tile and the last phase consists of steady burning by the co-gasification of both components.
Ethanol micro explodes earlier during burning with stronger intensity. The additionasf eth

nol also reduces the yellow luminosity of the flame at early stage of droplet lifetime tindica
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ing an overall reduction in sooting propensity. Experimental studies on Brazilian gasoline
type C and hydrated ethanol mixture at various concentrations have been carried out by
Delgadoet al (2006). The physio-chemical properties for a better comprehension df the e
fects caused by the flex-fuel technology have been evaluated. The results show that the mi
tures of hydrated alcohol-gasoline increased the octane properties such as Motor Octane
Number (MON), (RON) and Anti-Detonant-Index. The specific mass and electric conductiv-
ity also increased in values with the addition of ethanol. Parag and Raghavan (2009) carried
out experimental study to determine the burning rates of ethanol and ethanol-blended fossil
fuels. They found out that the fuel mass burning rate increases with sphere size and-air velo
ity, and when water is added to ethanol, the mass burning rate decreases. For ethanol blended
with diesel, the mass burning rate does not vary significantly. For ethanol blended with gaso-
line, the mass burning rate increases with increasing gasoline content due to higher volatility

of gasoline.

Conclusions

Most commonly, alcohols are used as a pure fuel or blended with either gasoline or diesel.
As our studies concern the vaporization behaviour of alcohols and the effect of water vapour
during the process, the results and the data are imperative for the future worke-of alc

hol/hydrocarbon blends especially in internal combustion engines applications.

2.7 Autoignition Studies

Autoignition process is defined as a spontantaneous process where a mixture of fuel and
air undergoes a chemical reaction leading to ignition and combustion without the &id of e
ternal sources such as a flame or spark. Generally, autoignition is always associatgd with i

nition delay time (IDT), T and usually measured in milliseconds. Ignition delay time is a key
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characteristic of a fuel which indicates its relative reactivity at given conditions. Common
definition of ignition delay time is the time period between the creation of the combustible
mixture (at the end of compression) and heat release (Figuréf 2 3)iel/oxidiser mixture is
compressed and heated to temperatures and pressures high enough to allow combustion to
occur, ignition is not instantaneous but instead takes place after some time later. During this
period, the fuel molecules decompose (initiation) and react chemically with the oxidiser to
produce reactive radical species. These radicals then undergo a chain reaction with more fuel
molecules producing more and more reactive radical species (propagation), resulting in the
exponential growth of what is termed the “radical pool” (chain-branching). When the radical

pool becomes of critical mass, the remaining fuel fraction is consumed instantaneously
(chain-terminating) leading to an explosive release of energy (ignition). Ignition delay mea
urement is significantly important especially for the design of superior performing engines, as

well as for gas turbine design and chemical kinetics research.
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Figure 2.3: Definition of ignition delay time used in this study
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2.7.1 Autoignition Experimental Devices

The main key to improve the efficiency of internal combustion engines is the understan
ing of the chemistry that takes place when a fuel burns. To predict the chemistry ofifuel ox
dation at wider range of temperatures and pressures requires a complete qualitative and quan-
titative characterization of these chemical reactions. Nonetheless, to study the details of fuels
chemistry in an internal combustion engine is impractical, not uncomplicated and nist effor
less since they involve turbulent reactive flows that are complex to analyse or repeat under
controllable conditions. Its environment is also plagued by varying conditions of temperature
and pressure, combined with intricate fluid motions (laminar, transitional or turbulent). To
overcome some of the challenges in predicting the chemistry of the fuel oxidation, seme si
plified experimental laboratory devices offer an alternative to complex engine environments.
They eliminate some of the complexities that exist in real engines but at the sameetime pr

serve the ability to work efficiently under engine-relevant conditions.

The option of simplified experimental devices is restricted by the range of temperatures
and pressures at which they can operate; and only the RCM and shock tube can reach engine
relevant temperatures and pressures rapidly enough and yet endure the high pressures that

transpire after the ignition event.

Shock tube

Shock tubes are usually used at higher temperatures (T > 1000 K) due to their capability to
rapidly bring the mixture to test conditions. In the shock tube, the premixed gas is heated by a
shock wave in approximately 1 ns to pre-selected temperatures and pressures. The shock
wave is usually generated by the rupturing of a diaphragm that separates two sections con-

taining high-pressure and low-pressure gas respectively. Typically reflected shockatemper
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ture and pressure range in the tube shock are 1000-3000 K and 1-17 atm. Howeveg; the tim
scale behind the shock wave is very short; normally fall between 10-1000 ps, which limits
the test period, and therefore unfit for testing at lower temperatures (Cressley1972),
Lifshitz, (2001)). According to Wirme#t al. (2009), shock tube experiments are generally
carried out with a premixed mixture of fuel, oxygen, and argon, since the shock wave beha
iour is optimized in monatomic carrier gases, such as argon. Dilute fuel mixtures that contain
only small proportions of fuel and oxygen in more than 90% of argon are therefore studied
under the most optimal shock wave conditions, since the fraction of polyatomic gas is kept

small.

Rapid Compression Machine (RCM)

Meanwhile RCMs have been widely used in the low to intermediate temperature region
(700 K < T < 1100K). The RCM is a device that can rapidgmpress a premixed
fuel/oxygen/diluents gas mixture to a preselected temperature and pressure. It can simulate
only a single stroke of the combustion engine and thus allows the study of autoignition under
more favourable conditions than those in real engine. Post-compression conditioms of te
perature and pressure in RCM are typically in the range of 700-1200 K and 1-6 MPa. The
typical test times are in the region of 1-200 ms. One shortcoming with RCMs is tha-inevit
ble loss to the walls which is due from relatively longer test times in the RCM. For years,
RCMs have been utilized in autoignition and oxidation studies of alkane fuels and recently on
oxygenated fuels at low to intermediate temperature range. Matelti(1995) have studied
n-heptane oxidation and autoignition in a rapid compression machine at low to intermediate
temperature regimes and high pressures. N-heptane exhibits a high reactivity charagterized b

a relatively short ignition delay and by a relatively low ignition limit in accordance with the
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octane number of this fuel. The delay times show a remarkable negative dependence upon

gas temperature in the range of compressed temperature 700-860 K.

A detailed experimental study of the nine isomers of heptane has been performed in a rapid
compression machine by Sille¢ al (2005). The interest in the study lies in determining the
role of molecular structure of the/ld;s hydrocarbons on the rate of combustion of the-var
ous isomers. Ignition delay times were measured, and their dependence on the reagtion cond
tions of temperature and pressure was studied, and the comparative reactivity profiles of the
different isomers were obtained. The study has resulted in an RCM data for the nine isomers
of heptane. In general, results showed shorter ignition delay times for isomers witk- low r
search octane number (RON) with the longest ignition delays and/or failure to ignite for iso-

mers with high RON.

Healy et al (2008) have presented an extensive range of experimental data for meth-
ane/propane mixtures in the temperature range of-74850 K at various compressed gas

pressures and equivalence ratio in both shock tube and rapid compression machine.

Lee et al. (1993) have reported the autoignition characteristics of methanol, ethanol and
metyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) in a RCM at pressure range 20-40 atm and temperature within

750-1000 K.

An RCM also has been used to study the effects of fuel structure and additives on the Ho-
mogeneous Charge Compression Ignition (HCCI) of pure hydrocarbon fuels and mixtures
under well determined conditions by Tanaiaal, (2002). The results indicated that for
HCCI combustion, the ignition delay and the burn rate can be independently controlled using

various fuel mixtures and additives.

38



Flow reactors

Another common experimental device to study the autoignition behaviour of fuels is flow
reactors. Flow reactors imitate the flow conditions inside the gas turbine premixers therefore
their data generally used for both gas turbine design (Spadaccini and TeVelde, (1982)) as
well as chemical kinetics research (Gokulakrishetal. (2007)). Recent experimental works
on flow reactors by Beerer and McDonell, (2011) on alkane autoignition at high pressures
and intermediate temperatures showed a number of differences in ignition delays trend ident
fied between high and intermediate temperatures, including overall activation energies, rel
tive reactivity of ethane and propane and impact of small quantities of ethane or propane
mixed with methane on the ignition delay time. They concluded that these contrasting trends

are attributed to the different elementary reactions that control the ignition process.

Conclusions

Studies show that the choice of simplified experimental devices is limited by the range of
temperatures and pressures at which they can operate. It is also observed that only the shock
tube and rapid compression machine (RCM) can reach engine-relevant temperatures and
pressures rapidly enough and at the same time withstand the high pressures that occur after
the ignition event. The shock tube is known to be accommodating for the study of high-
temperature and high-pressure reactions, while intermediate and low-temperature reactions
can be studied at various ranges of pressures in rapid compression machine. Both devices
provide useful data as they could present significant data on ignition delay time of reactive

fuel gases.
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2.7.2 Development of Autoignition Studies on Alcohols

To better assess the effect of the presence of these new molecules in fuels on thé-engine e
ficiency and the pollutants formation, it is imperative to carry out experimental investigations
and to develop well validated detailed kinetics models for these oxygenated components of
biofuels. Major parts of the experimental studies of oxidation and ignition of alcohols have
only been performed recently. However, most of the experimental investigations of alcohols
have been carried out at temperature above 770 K. This is mostly due to a lack of reactivity

of these compounds at lower temperature (Btaad. (2012)).

Natarajan and Bhaskaran (1981) have performed an experimental and analyticalanvestig
tion of the ignition of ethanol-oxygen-argon mixtures behind reflected shock waves over the
temperature range of 1300-1700 K atspuees of 1.0 and 2.0 atm. The equivalence ratio, ¢ is
varied at 0.5, 1.0 and 2.0. The experimental ignition delay data were found to correlate with
initial ethanol and oxygen concentrations and with initial temperature. A 56 steps kinetic
model for ethanol oxidation in the temperature range mentioned was assembled using pub-

lished rate coefficient data wherever available.

Dunphy and Simmie (1991) have studied the ignition characteristics of ethanol-oxygen
mixtures behind reflected shock waves from 1080 to 1660 K in the pressure range of 1.8-4.6
bar, with equivalence ratio, ¢ varied from 0.25 to 2. In general, the results showed that an in-
crease in total pressure was accompanied by a uniform decrease in the observed gnition d
lay for any particular reaction mixture. The results stdthat the observed delay time-d

creases as the initial reactant concentration increases.

As a continuation from their first experimental studies on ethanol oxidation, Daathy
(1991) have modelled a high-temperature oxidation of ethanol in a 97-steps, 30-species rea
tion mechanism and the results of the calculations were then compared to recenesneasur
ments of the ignition delays of mixtures of ethanol, oxygen and argon behind the reflected
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shock waves in a range of 1080-1660 K at pressure of 1.8-4.6 bar with equivalence ratio of

0.251t0 2.0.

Lee et al. (1993) have investigated the autoignition characteristics of alcohols such as
methanol and ethanol and ether (methyl-tert-butyl ether) in a rapid compression machine in
the range of 20-40 atm and at low temperatures of 750-1000 K. The results showed higher
autoignition temperatures than paraffins which is consistent with the high octane number of
these fuels. It also confirmed the intrinsic resistance to autoignition of oxygenated faels rel

tive to reference fuels.

Marinov (1998) has studied a detailed chemical kinetic model for high temperature ethanol
oxidation. The model has been developed and validated against a variety of experimental
data. The laminar speed data obtained from a constant volume bomb and counterflow thin-
flame, ignition delay data behind the reflected shock wave, ethanol oxidation product profiles
from a jet-stirred and turbulent flow reactor were used for computational study. The results
showed that high temperature ethanol oxidation exhibit strong sensitivity to the fall-a#f kine

ics of ethanol decomposition.

Li et al. (2007) have reported the experimental profile of stable species mole fraction for
ethanol oxidation in a Variable Pressure Flow Reactor (VPFR) at initial temperature range of
800 K to 950 K, constant pressure of 3 to 12 atm and various equivalence ratios from 0.3 to
1.4. A new updated ethanol mechanism has been proposed and validated against wide range
set of data and showed a significant improvement of predictions. The detailed kinetics
mechanism for ethanol combustion was developed, taking into consideration of a hierarchical

manner of reacting system..

Yateset al. (2010) have carried out a detailed chemical kinetic modelling study tocehara

terize the autoignition behaviour of full range of blends of both methanol and ethanol with a
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Primary Reference Fuel (PRF) 80 base fuel. The study provided a few main observations.
The cool-flame temperature rise was progressively reduced in proportion to the blend fraction

and it primarily determined the characteristics of the blend autoignition chemistry.

In comparison with methanol and ethanol, studies of combustion and oxidation on higher
molecular weight alcohols such as propanol and butanol were limited and only recently pe
formed. Norton and Dryer (1991) have presented experimental results for the flow oxidation
of methanol, ethanol, n-propanol, iso-propanol, tert-butyl alcohol (TBA) and methyl tert-
butyl ether (MTBE) at initial temperatures of 1020-1120 K and at atmospheric pressure. The
results demonstrated that in comparison with alkanes, alcohols have a more com@ex oxid
tion mechanism, which involves the production of both oxygenated and non-oxygemnated i
termediates directly from the fuel. According to their observations also, the primary alcohols
are more inclined to dehydrogenation than to dehydration because of the weaknesstf the C-
bond. The direct production of aldehydes from primary alcohols causes these fuels to have
much shorter reaction times than do the corresponding alkanes. Meanwhile the sedendary a
cohols react both by dehydration to alkanes and by dehydrogenation to ketones. Tlertiary a

cohols are susceptible to unimolecular dehydration.

Sinha and Thompson (2004) studied diffusion flamessebdxXygenated hydrocarbons and
their mixtures including iso-propanol, dimethoxy methane and dimethyl carbonate. They
concluded that the intermediate pools in their flames were strongly related to the fuel stru

tural features.

Johnsoret al. (2009) have studied the ignition characteristics of the two isomers d-prop
nol (n-propanol and iso-propanol) in a shock tube device. Ignition delay times for propanol-
oxygen-argon mixtures have been measured behind reflected shock waves at higa-temper
tures, range of 1350-2000 K at atmospheric pressure with equivalence ratio of 0.5, 1.0 and
2.0. The experimental results illustrated that ignition times for the n-propanol mixtures are
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faster than for iso-propanol in all cases. A kinetic model has been developed to describe the
decomposition and ignition pathway of both n-propanol and iso-propanol isomers in this
temperature range. It is based on previously validatedh€mistry with sub mechanisms
added for the propanol isomers. The results showed that the overall trends in the data are ca
tured fairly well by the mechanisms which include a greater level of reactivity for the n-

propanol mixtures relative to iso-propanol.

Frassoldatet al. (2010) have developed a kinetic model to describe the combustion of n-
propanol and iso-propanol. It was validated by comparing predictions made using this kinetic
model with new experimental data on structures of counterflow non-premixed flames. The
kinetics mechanism was made up of more than 7000 reactions among 300 species. The
agreement between this kinetic model and experimental data showed satisfactory results. In
general, they observed that the structures and overall combustion characteristics of n-

propanol and iso-propanol flames are similar.

Veloo and Egolfopoulos (2011) have measured laminar flame speeds and extinction strain
rates ofn-propanol/air,iso-propanol/air and propane/air mixtures. A model was algs pr
sented which predicted experiments accurately, with deviations at rich conditiams of

propanol/air and propane/air flames.

Mosset al. (2008) have carried out the autoignition measurements of four isomers of bu-
tanol using shock tube at 1 and 4 bar pressure and higher temperature of 1200-1800 K at
various equivalence ratio and fuel mole percentage. Kinetic modelling indicates that the con-
sumption of 1-butanol and iso-butanol which are the most reactive isomers takes iplace pr
marily by H-atom abstraction resulting in the formation of radicals, the decomposition of

which yields highly reactive branching agents.
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Heufer et al. (2011) reported high pressure ignition delay results of stoichiometric n-
butanol/air mixtures under the conditions behind the reflected shock of approxima#éy 10-
bar and temperature 770-1250 K. The results showed non-Arrhenius behaviour aatemper
tures lower than about 1000 K for the pressure range studied. They found that the rate of in-

crease of ignition delay with decreasing temperature appeared to change around 1000 K.

Autoignition experiments for n-butanol have been performed by Wadhadr (2011) using
a heated rapid compression machine at compressed pressures of 15 and 30 bar, in the low-
intermediate compressed temperature range of 675-925 K. Over the conditions studied, the
ignition delay decreased monotonically as temperature increased and the experimental data
was performed and the reactivity in terms of the inverse of ignition delay showed nearly se
ond order dependence on the initial oxygen mole fraction and slightly greater than first order

dependence on initial fuel mole fraction and compressed pressure.

Effect of water on combustion and autoignion behaviour of alcohols

Previous studies by Christensen and Johansson (1999) have shown that water injection in
an HCCI engine significantly delays combustion timing, thus increasing the required intake
temperature for a specific operating point when compared to pure fuel. This method was
found successful in terms of controlling the ignition timing. A later investigation by Steinhi
ber and Sattelmayer (2006) found that a fuel-water mixture, or an emulsion, is more effective
at retarding combustion timing and reducing pressure rise rates in comparison with separate
injections. A study by Megaritist al. (2007) used forced induction and residual gas through
negative valve overlap (NVO) to run an HCCI engine on wet ethanol containing up to 20%
water, the findings suggest increased air heating can extend the operating range ofrethanol-

water mixtures beyond the limitations of their experimental set-up.
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Mack et al. (2009) discussed the experimental results from a HCCI engine running on wet
ethanol. Fuel mixtures studied range from pure ethanol to mixtures containing as high as 60%
water. Stable HCCI operation was obtained for fuels containing up to 40% water. Incomplete
combustion and excessive intake temperatures limited the operating range at higher water
concentrations. The maximum value of the cumulative heat release profiles decreases with an
increase in water concentration. Exhaust emissions data is also presented and disgussed. H
drocarbon and carbon monoxide emissions tend to increase with increasing fuel water content

while NG levels are low, which is typical in HCCI engines.

Conclusions

The autoignition of alcohols has been studied by numerous authors either in shock tubes or
rapid compression machines (RCMs). The experimental works either in shock tube or RCMs
have been structured to adapt the realistic conditions in internal combustion engines. The d
velopments of autoignition study on oxygenated fuels have attracted interests especially on
alcohols. Starting with the lower molecular weight alcohols such as ethanol and methanol, the
development was already extended to heavier alcohols, namely n-propanol and n-butanol.
The experimental results of various mixtures have provided the data for future improvement
of kinetics mechanisms. In our current work, the effect of the impact of water additibn to a
cohols autoignition behaviour is wholly initiated by the lack of the study concerned in the

literature.

2.8 Conclusions
In the first part, the literature review underlines the important results and findings concern-
ing the vaporization of an isolated single droplet. The key assumptions that govern the ‘quasi-

steady’ theory have been conferred, with the lack or supports have been identified. The influ-
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ences of various parameters on vaporization of alcohols have been discussed to give a clearer
view on their impact to vaporization behaviour. However, our main concern in this study is
the miscibility property of alcohols with water; therefore the effect of water addition to the
vaporization of alcohols especially on ethanol is really significant and required further inve
tigation. The effects of water on overall vaporization of droplet ethanol will be explored in
details in terms of dlaw compliance and the effects on instantaneous vaporization rate at

various ambient temperatures.

In the second part of the review, the results and findings concerning the autoignition cha
acteristics study have been emphasized. The common typical devices for the autoignition
study; i.e. shock tube and RCMs was briefly explained. The developments of autoignition
study on oxygenated fuels have been considered. Nonetheless, there is still a lack of autoign
tion study on the effect of the impact of water addition to alcohols. Kinetics mechanism from
literature will be applied to capture the impact of water addition. Sensitivity analysis will be
employed so that the actual impact of water addition in ethanol autoignition behaviour is

known and discovered.

In the next chapter, a detailed interpretation of the vaporization of an isolated droplet has
been carried out in this experimental study aimed at investigating ethanol and 1-propanol
droplets. An alcohol droplet is located at the intersection of the cross quartz fiber with a con-
trolled initial at various ambient temperatures and at atmospheric pressure. The real impact of
the water concentration on the vaporization rate of an ethanol droplet in a wide ramge of te

perature will be thoroughly examined.

The autoignition experiments of ethanol, 1-propanol and blends of ethanol and water have

been carried out in a rapid compression machine (RCM).
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3 EXPERIMENTAL STUDI ES

3.1Experimental studies of an isolated droplet of alcohol vaporization

3.1.1 Experimental Apparatus and Equipment

The main apparatus that has been utilized in this study is known as Multi User Combustion
Chamber, courtesy of CNRS, Orleans, France. The MUCC has been developed in year 1988
for the purpose of combustion test. It has undergone a number of modifications since then
and has been utilized for many applications. Under its actual configuration, the MUCC a
lows the experimental study of evaporation for various combustible fuels even in yoor ox
gen environment. It is possible to carry out evaporation experimental works either a single
droplet or a series of several droplets (up to 9 droplets). It also permits us to carxy out e
periments with different criteria or parameters such as droplet size, gaseous nitrogen pressure
and temperature in the chamber. Every experimental result could also be recorded in a video
form. Therefore we are able to determine the time and speed of droplet evaporation at various

configurations.

The experimental apparatus MUCC (ggmpendix A-Ifor more details) utilised in chara
terising the mechanism of isolated droplet vaporization are composed of these three main

elements:

a. Under-pressure chamber that consists of furnace, mobile piezo-electric injector
(three motors that allow the displacement of frame in three dimensions), a moving

frame, and other support equipments.

b. Programmable Logic Controller (PLC) and temperature operation panel that control
the temperature, pressure, lighting and the cooling system of the furnace and its in-

verter.
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c. A computer to permit the supervision of the experiments, post-processing data such

as data collection and data analysis.

‘ High speed Camera \ ‘ Nitrogen Supply \
—

PLC and operational
panel

Under pressure
Chamber and furnace

Droplet injector data ac- Oscilloscope
quisition Microdrop™

Figure 3.1: The main apparatus of Multi User Combustion Chamber (MUCC) at CNRS, O

leans, France
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3.1.2 Experimental Technique
The experimental set-up is also described elsewhere by Renaud et al. (2004) and Chauveau

et al. (2008) and schematically represented in Figure 3.2.

7
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Thermal Insulatcr
Plezo-electric ]
Trjectar | Pressure Chanber
Conputer e
Hecnc Sigml — Supppating fibers [ RewnmticMitin
Gereretcr e System

Figure 3.2: Schematic diagram of the whole experimental apparatus.

Cross Fibre Technique

The cross-fibre technique is a novel method in investigating the vaporization of an isolated
droplet in a closed chambdt.is an ‘improved’ version of a conventional droplet suspended
method (Figure 3.3). Instead of a single support fibre, it consists of two fine intersecting
qguartz fibre of 14 um thickness each (Figure 3.4). The droplet under investigation will be

formed at the intersecting point of the two perpendicular quartz fibres.

The droplet injection on the frame is carried out in a region of the vaporization chamber
which is located at the lower part of the chamber at ambient temperature, called the ‘cold
zone’ in order to avoid any pre-vaporization before the start of the experiment. A piezo-
electric injector is utilized to generate the droplet, by supplying a monodisperse liquid jet i
pacting the support. Once the droplet of controlled initial diameter{3I pm) is formed

on the intersection of the quartz fibres, it is then introduced into the furnace by the aid of mo-
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torized displacement system. The average total transfer time measured from the lower region
of the chamber into the furnace is about 700 ms. As soon as the droplet is exposed to the hot
environment in the furnace; the temporal evolution is recorded using a high-speed video

camera with various frame rates from 20 to 400 fps dependent on the ambient temperature.

Nitrogen (99.95% purity) fills the medium of the furnace to allow pure vaporization and to

avoid any oxidation or ignition to occur particularly at elevated temperatures.

‘1_06 pm

1 mm

Figure 3.3: Single fibre suspended droplet technique (Chauveau et al. 2011)

9
500 pym

Figure 3.4: Cross-fibre supported droplet technique used in MUCC.
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Purging of pressure chamber

To ensure pure vaporization and to prevent any droplet combustion to occur during expe
iment, a high level of pure nitrogen is essential. Therefore, it is necessary to conduct a purge
to the pressure chamber. The purge is performed during heating of the furnace. In a worst
case, the pressure chamber will be filled with atmospheric air. The air is commamy co
posed of approximately 21% of oxygenJ@nd 78% nitrogen (). However, to run thexe
periments only gaseous Nitrogen is needed in the system. The principle and procedure of

purge is simple. It consists of depressurization and pressurization of air in the chamber.

The percentage of oxygen is reduced by half in each purge. Therefore it is ploss#ye
that after four successive purges, the oxygen percentage will reduce to approximately 1.3%.
(And indeed, in some cases, the pressure chamber is filled with nitrogen with a smal propo

tion of tiny fuel residual injected during experiment).

1

Materials and Fuels

Alcohols such as anhydrous ethanol with high purity GC grade (Sidxitich contain
99.6% of ethanol), and standard ethanol (in this study we refer this ethanol as ethanol 95%)
that contain approximately 5 % water (Ethyl Alcohol 96.2 Re Puro by Carlo Erba) and 1-
propanol (Sigma-Aldrich) are used for these experiments. EthanaolCIGIH) is a lower
molecular weight alcohol; its molecular structure shows a polar fraction due to the hydroxyl
radical and a non polar fraction in its carbon chain. Due to its short carbon chain, thee prope
ties of ethanol polar fraction overcome the non polar properties. That explains the hygrosco
ic nature of ethanol. Conversely, 1-propanol {CH,CH,OH) is an alcohol which is having

almost equally both polar and non polar fractions in its molecules. However, the polarity fra
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tion in 1-propanol molecules is fewer comparatively to ethanol due to its longer carbon chain.

1-propanol also exhibits higher boiling temperature than ethanol.

The physical and chemical properties of ethanol and 1-propanol are presented in Table 3.1.

Table 3-1 Physical and chemical properties of ethanol and 1-propanol

Properties Ethanol 1-propanol
Density, p (kg/m° @ 298K) 790 803
Dynamic viscosity, pu (mPa.s @ 298K) 1.074 1.945
Surface tensiorg (10°N.m @ 293K) 22.75 23.74
Latent heat of vaporization,, I(kJ/mol) 42.32 47.45
Boiling temperature, J(K) 351.32 370.3
Molecular weight, N, (g/mol) 46.07 60.1

3. 1.3 Experimental Operating Conditions

In all experiments, the pressure in the furnace is kept at atmosphegie @t1lPMPa, while
the ambient temperature is varied from 298 to 973 K. The homogeneity of the temperature is
controlled by three thermocouples K-type placed inside the furnace. The ambient relative
humidity is measured bYAISALA HMT333 Humidity and Temperature Transmittéfor
each experiment set, a minimum of 700 images are captured and recorded to permit sufficient

temporal resolution with at least six experiments performed for each test condition.

3.1.4 Experimental Instability
The instabilities occur during the motion of droplet from lower chamber to the furnace

(Figure 3.5). This movement is accompanied by vibrations and subsequently inducas oscill
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tions. It was decided then to show the evolution of surface area of the vaporized droplet only

when the droplet was stabilized.

0.5

1-Propanol
T,=673K

0 20 400 600 300
t(s)

Figure 3.5 Representative set of runs showing the instabilities during the motion of the drop-

let from lower chamber to furnace.

3.1.5 Post-Treatment of the Data and Measurement Uncertainties Analysis

1. Computations and Post-Treatment of the Data

The images captured by the high speed video camera are transferred to a compuger and an
lysed by post-processing to deduce the droplet instantaneous surface area and hience its d
ameter temporal variations.

Visualization of the vaporization phenomena is carried out using a fast video camera

(Phantom v5). The vaporization sequence is first recorded in the camera memory and then

transferred on the hard disk of the acquisition computer. The maximum frame rate of the
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camera at full resolution of 1024 x 1024 pix&ds1200 fps.The objectives coupled to the

camera allow getting a resolution of approximatelyfh 8pixel.

The first step of the treatment is to convert the film obtained in series of consenutive i

ages. To perform this task, the software Cine Viewer 640™ is used.

Then, we define a grey level threshold (usually at nominal value, S = 70/256) in order to
"binarize" the image. These binarized pictures represent the droplet projected surface. From
these pictures, we can extract an equivalent diameter for each drop. These dimensiens in pi
els are converted into metric sizes by knowing the resolution of the optical system, obtained

by in-situ calibration.

Figure 3.6 displays the representative sequences of anhydrous ethanol droplet vaporization
at T, = 473 K using the cross-fibre technique and its corresponding images time respectively.
Note that the cross-fibre technique allows for the formation of a nearly spherical droplet even
in a normal gravity and the sequences demonstrate that the droplet spherical shepe is pr

served during the entire droplet lifetime.
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Figure 3.6 The evolution of the droplet life time for anhydrous ethanol at 473K (a) Images

extracted from the video, and (b) their corresponding time reporting on the figure.

2. Estimation of the Droplet Size Measurement

It is possible to determine the droplet size directly from the image captured. As thie coord
nates of the image are in pixels, one can deduce the droplet size as the conversidmoof pixe

the width is known (1 pixel corresponds to 9.8 micrometer).

3. Measurement of Uncertainties and Experimental Reproducibility

The method for determining the droplet diameter mainly includes two sources of errors; the
first is the conversion factor from pixels to actual measured size in mm. To determine this
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factor we use a calibration target types USAF that has been positioned in place of the droplet.
The manual operation causes a pointing accuracy of = 1 pixel on each of the lines of sight to
give a conversion factor of 9.5 um/pixel of £0.06. The rod (0.5 mm square) had eight squares
in X and Y direction. A standard measurement (Photoshop) gave us H = 421 pixels and L =
420 pixels with a magnification factor of Gr = 9.5 pum /pixel. If now we consider a pointing
error of 1 pixel outward in each direction we obtain 423 pixels in H and L where the magnif
cation factor, Gr = 9.46 um/pixel. If we now consider a pointing error of 1 pixel inward in
each direction, we obtain 418 pixels in H and L where Gr = 9.57 um/pixel. Therefore, the

magnification factor is defined as, Gr = 9.5 + 0.06% pm/pixel.

The second source of error is from the automatic treatment of images. To determine the
surface droplet in squared-pixel, it is necessary for the binarization of the droplet antd the bo
tom. However, this procedure uses a threshold value which is a constant for anyegiven s
guence of vaporization. A variation of the voluntary value of this threshold (£ 20 grey level)
around its nominal value (S = 70/256) causes a variation of £ 3.5% in the droplet diameter of
a 450 um initial diameter of a droplet. However it should be noted that this errorcdannot
stant throughout the life of the drop, and significantly increases at the end of droplet lifetime
(> 10%). If a real calculation of uncertainty is taking into account the possible error in the
beginning and at the end of life of the droplet, with addition on the magnification and the

time, one will obtain,
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Table 3-2: Uncertainties Calculational5 greylevel

Item Unit Value Error
do In pixels 48.6 +1 X
d In pixels 13.5 1.2 Y
Gr pm/pixel 9.5 +0.06 Z
t S 3 +0.001 W
K 0.065572943 +0.003132 4.78%

K consists of linear formulbetweerd, andd and definedas follows

K= (% — 2 (M) (3-1)

w

The valuef d anddy are takernn pixels beforetheintervention ofGr. Their uncertainties
are takerto avariationof + 15 greylevelthresholdswhichis already excessivaserror. Dur-
ing thetime, an error of 1msis madeknowingthat in general thenapshotérame ratesre
betweer?200 and 100@rames/sAgainthe values overestimated relative tbe variabilityof
the cameralf we refer toa more realisticerror, i.e. = 10 greyleve] we obtainthe following

result
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Table 3-3: Uncertainties Calculational0 greylevel

Item Unit Value Error
do In pixels 49.1 0.6 X
d In pixels 14.1 +0.8 Y
Gr pm/pixel 9.5 +0.06 Z
t S 3 +0.001 W
K 0.06654433: +0.002041 3.07%

With the images treatment utilized in this study, the vaporization rates are obtaied b
tween 3 and 5% of error depending on the size of the initial diameter of the droplet. With one
manual analysis of the images, we could not obtain a good precision result. However, with
our treatment technique, we could achieve a considerable time of treatment with sufficient
images to analyze. In our present experimental work, minimum of 700 images are captured

and recorded for each experiment with at least 6 repetitive experiments performed for each

test condition to permit sufficient temporal resolution.

Concerning the variability and reproducibility between the different tests, mean and stan-
dard deviation of the average vaporization rate for all test runs at each condition are calcu-

lated. Figure 3.7 shows the measurements of the droplet vaporization rate of 1-propanol at T

= 673K were repeatable within £
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Figure 3.7: Representative set of runs showing the reproducibility of droplet vaporization e

periments

3.2 Experimental studies of autoignition alcohols and alcohol-water mixture on Rapid
Compression Machine (RCM)

In this section a detailed description of experimental studies on autoignition behaviour of
ethanol, propanol and ethanol/water mixture will be given. The experimental works have
been carried out using a rapid compression machine (RCM) courtesy of Chemistm-of Co
bustion Centre, National University of Ireland, Galway (NUIG), Ireland (Director: Dr. Henry

Curran).

3.2.1 Experimental Apparatus and Equipment
A rapid compression machine (RCM) is a device designed to perform the compression
stroke of a reciprocating Diesel engine, such that the autoignition of fuels may be studied u
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der more defined conditions than those found in an engine by excluding the complicating in-
fluences of blow-by, spatial inhomogeneities etc. A RCM must be capable of the near-
adiabatic compression of a low-pressure test gas into a confined volume of elevated pressure
and temperature and of maintaining these conditions. Achievable post-compressien cond
tions in RCM studies are 10-60 atm and- 600-1100 K, and as such the RCM is a valuable

tool for the study of the principles of homogenous charge compression ignition (HCCI).
HCCI involves the compression of a homogenous (fuel) lean mixture of fuel/air. The use of a
dilute and premixed fuel/air mixture allows ignition to occur at many points simultaneously
when the piston is close to top-dead-centre, preventing thermal runaway of the combusting
mixture and eliminating the high temperature combustion zones responsible fan@a

ticulate matter production.

Figure 3.8: The NUIG RCM

The RCM in NUIG has its origins in the Shell-Thornton (Affleck and Thomas, (19€9)) r
search laboratory, where it operated since its creation in 1969 until the mid 1980°s. The ma-
chine arrived in NUIG, Galway in 1995 where it was re-commissioned and modifiedrto ope
ate in its new environment. A description of these initial minor modifications and a detailed
description of the workings of the machine are given by Brett (2001). A schematic of the
NUIG RCM is given in Figure 3.9 (Affleck and Thomas, (1968)). Briefly, to compress the
test gas the RCM uses two horizontally opposed pistons which are tightly sealed inside two
compression sleeves which adjoin the reaction chamber. The RCM is symmetrical; two large

drive chambers are positioned behind each piston and serve as a reservoir for high pressure
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compressed air to drive the pistons forward at high speed. The two halves of the RCM are
distinguished by the terms “fixed” and “free” referring to the non identical compression

sleeves which allow the reaction chamber to be attached in the centre of the RCM. Following
compression the pistons may be withdrawn to their pre-fired position by applying a vacuum
to these same drive chambers. Adjacent to each drive chamber is an oil-containing hydraulic
chamber through which the piston must pass as part of a complicated oil-hydraulic system
which controls the starting, stopping and velocity of the pistons. By pressurising tha-hydra

lic system the pistons are held in the pre-fired position whilst the drive pressure is applied.
Once the desired pressure is contained in the drive chamber and the test gas has been admi
ted to the reactionhamber assembly, the pistons may be driven forward instantaneously by
venting a portion of the pressure applied to the hydraulic system. This motion confines the
test gas in the reaction chamber at an elevated temperature and prklbsexperiments

were performed with creviced piston heads, an idea that was first engineered by Park and
Keck (1990) and further developed by Lee and Hochgreb (1998). According toeSake
(2007), provided their optimal size and shape, piston head crevices effectively swallow the
cooler boundary that is scraped from the chamber wall during the piston movementethus pr
venting it from mixing with the hot compressed gas. The net effect is a more homogeneous
distribution of temperature during the post-compression period. Since the rates of chemical
reactions are extremely sensitive to temperature, non-homogeneous temperature fields render
realistic kinetic modelling very difficult or even impossible. Wirmel and Simmie (2005)
highlighted the importance of an optimal piston head design. It was shown, by means of a
computational fluid dynamic (CFD) study, that the crevice volume, its distance from the
chamber and the ease with which the gas can flow into the crevice are crucial design consid-

erations.
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Figure 3.9 Schematic diagram of the NUIG RCM

3.2.2 RCM Experimental Procedure
The procedure for performing an experiment with the RCM is briefly described below,

with details inAppendix A-2

Mixture preparation

In this study test mixtures are prepared in one of the three stainless steel mixing tanks using
standard manometric methods. Oxygen and diluents gases are obtained from BOC Ireland
Ltd. and are presented in Table 3-4 and are used without further purification. All fuels are
obtained from Aldrich Chemical Co. Ltd. and are presented in Table 3-5. Gaseous fuels of
anhydrous ethanol and propanol also are used without further purification. The mixing tank is
always flushed with the diluent as it is to contain for the next test mixture before being
evacuated to I8 Torr (~10° bar). Liquid fuel is then allowed to vaporize into the evacuated
mixing tank. Partial pressures of fuel and all gases are measured using a 2000 mbar digital
manometer (Chell cd101) to an accuracy@® mbar. Test gas mixtures are typically made
up to a final pressure of 2000 mbar and are allowed standing for at least a couple of hours to

ensure homogeneity.

The preheat temperature is set above the saturation temperature of each alcohol to ensure
complete vaporization of the fuel. A magnetic stirrer mixes the reactants which are heated to
avoid condensation of the mixtures. The temperature inside the mixing tank is allowed ap-
proximately 1.5 to 2 hours to reach a steady-state condition. Both reactive and non reactive
(absent of @) mixtures are prepared for all experiments. The non reactive (NR) mixtures are

prepared as a reference to be used for species reaction calculation and kinetics modelling.
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Each compressed temperature condition is repeated at least three times to ensura-reproduc
bility.

The reaction chamber is fitted with pressure and temperature sensing devices to measure
the initial conditions in the reaction chamber. A pressure transducer (Kistler type 603B, SN
51740) is mounted flush with the reaction chamber wall and is used to monitor the change in
pressure inside the reaction chamber during compression and any post-compression in-
cludeng ignition. The pressure experienced by the transducer is recorded as a charge signal.

This signal is sent to a charge proportional amplifier (Kistler type 5001) where it is amplified

to a known setting determined by the user, before being recorded as a-~timitageofile by

an oscilloscope (Nicolet TDS). For all experiments with the rapid sampling chamber the
charge amplifier is set to 20 Mechanical Units/Volt and the transducer sensitivity is set to
4.684 pC/V, as calibrated by the manufacturer for this specific pressure transducer (SN
51740). The temperature is measured by thermocouple type-J. There is first a characterisation
of the inside gas temperature as a function of the wall temperature. This is then used in order

to determine the initial gas temperature before the shot.

Table 3-4: Diluent gases used in RCM experiments.

Gas Purity (%) Major Contaminations (volume per million)

Ar <250 vpm
N2 (CP Grade) 99.95
O, <1 vpm

Hydrocarbon < 0.0014%
H,0 < 0.025%
O, 99.50
C0O,<0.0014%

C0O <0.0014%
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Table 3-5: Fuels used in RCM experiments.

Fuel Purity (%)

Anhydrous Ethano  99.5

1-Propanol 99.9

Determination of gas compressed temperatuge, T

The adiabatic compression/expansitatility in the applicationGaskq (C. Morley,
http://lwww.gaseq.co.uk/) is used to calculate the initial test gas pressure required to reach a
specific compressed gas temperatiire,;To do soGasEqrequires the initial mixture compo-
sition, the values of initial pressui®,and initial temperaturdl; as well as an accurate value

of Pc. The compressed temperatiirecan be defined from adiabatic process as;

P Te y dT
In=< = L S -
nPi e (3-3)

wherey is the ratio of specific heat at constant pressGg o specific heat at constant

volume C,),

(3-4)

ﬁ|~dﬁ

<

3.2.3 Experimental Operating Conditions
The details of operating conditions for autoignition experiments for alcohols and alco-
hol/water mixture have been performed using a NUIG rapid compression machine and are

presented as below (Table 3-6):
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Table 3-6: Autoignition operating conditions.

Fuel Pi(bar) Ti(K) Pc(bar) Tc(K)
C,Hs0OH 1 330 - 380 30 780 - 860
CsH,OH 1 340 - 380 30 750 - 850

C2HsOH (70% vol)/HO(30% vol) 1 350-370 30 790 - 835

Anhydrous ethanol (Sigma-Aldrich, 99.5%), 1-propanol (Sigma-Aldrich, 99.9%) and pure
water (Mili-Q-Milipore, 0.22 um) are used as the reactants. To determine the mixture compo-
sition, the mass of fuel, equivalence ratio and oxidizer ratio are specified. The diluents gas
used is Nitrogen (N. Equivalence ratio is fixed to ¢ = 1.0 (stoichiometric condition) at all
experiments. Proportions of,@Gnd N in the mixture are determined manometrically and

added at room temperature (Table 3-7, 3-8 and 3-9).

For molar calculations,

CeHy, 0, + m(0; + 3.76 N) — xCO;, + %HZO +3.76mN, (R1)

VA
Wherem:x+%—z

For Ethanol,
m= 3,

CHsO+3Q+11.28 N — 2CO7 + 3H0O + 11.28N
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For 1-propanol,
m=4.5

C3HgO +4.5Q +16.92 N — 3CO;z + 4H,0 + 16.92N

Table 3-7: Mixture Preparation of Anhydrous Ethanol for both Reactive and N@an Rea

tive.
Reactive Non Reactive
Calculated  Accumulated Measured Measured
Species No. of Mole Partial Pre- Partial Pre- Partial Pre- Partial Pre-

sure (mbar) sure (mbar) sure (mbar)  sure (mbar)

C,HsOH 1.0 131 131 125 125
Oz 3.0 393 524 500 0
N> 11.28 1476 2000 1909 1910

Total 15.28

Table 3-8: Mixture Preparation of 1-Propanol for both Reactive and Non Reactive.

Reactive Non Reactive
Calculated Accumulated Measured Measured
Species No. of Mole Partial Pre- Partial Pre- Partial Pre- Partial Pre-

sure (mbar) sure (mbar) sure (mbar)  sure (mbar)

CsHgO 1.0 89 89 88 88
O, 4.5 401 491 482 0
N> 16.92 1509 2000 1965 1965

Total 22.42
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Table 3-9: Mixture Preparation of Anhydrous Ethang®Hor both Reactive and NoreR

adive.
Reactive Non Reactive
Calculated  Accumulated Measured Measured
Species No. of Mole Partial Pre- Partial Pre- Partial Pre- Partial Pre-

sure (mbar) sure (mbar) sure (mbar)  sure (mbar)

C,HsOH 1 138 138 133 133
H>O 1.39 192 330 314.10 314
O, 3 414 744 714 0
N> 11.28 1557 2300 2208 2207
Total 16.67

3.2.4 Experimental Reproducibility

The typical uncertainty in ignition delay time measured by NUIG RCM based on the ob-
servation and measurement of Wurneglal (2007) is around +£10%. This uncertainty is
mostly due to the properties change with temperature and pressure. In present studies, each
compressed pressure and temperature condition is repeated at least three times to ensure good
reproducibility. The mean and standard deviation of the ignition delay for all test runs at each
condition are calculated, as an indication of reproducibility (cf. Figure 3.10). The results
show that the standard deviation calculation is less than 10% of the mean in every case. This
estimation of uncertainties is in agreement with Wedteal. (2011) and Leet al (1993) in

terms of RCM calculated error of ignition delay that represents the indication of reprbducibi

ity.
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Figure 3.10Representative set of runs showing the reproducibility of experiments.

3.3 Conclusions

A detailed description of the vaporization of an isolated droplet has been carried out in this
experimental study intended at investigating ethanol and 1-propanol. The experimental set-up
consists of a pressure chamber in which the furnace, the droplet formation, the droplet sup-
port and motion devices are located. An alcohol droplet is located at the intersection of the
cross quartz fiber (diameter of 14 um) with a controlled initial diameter (range of GO0
pm) in Nitrogen medium to allow pure vaporization and to avoid any oxidation or ignition to
occur at various ambient temperatures from 298 to 973 K; the ambient pressure is maintained
at atmospheric pressure; at various ambient relative humidity. When the droplet is exposed to
the hot environment in the furnace, the temporal regression is recorded using a high-speed
video camera with various frame rates. For each experiment set, a minimum of 700 images
are recorded to allow sufficient temporal resolution and at least six experimentsr-are pe
formed for each test condition. The images captured by the high speed video camera are

transferred to a computer and are analyzed by post-processing to deduce the dropket instant
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neous surface area and hence its diameter temporal variation. Note that the errorianalysis

determining the droplet diameter is calculated to be ar8&hd

The study of autoignition of ethanol, 1-propanol and blends of ethanol and water have been
performed in a rapid compression machine (RCM) at a compressed pressure of 30 bar over a
temperature range of 750-860 K for stoichiometric mixture of fuel and air. The thgrmod
namic conditions are pertinent to those encountered in internal combustion engines. The e
periments have been carried out in the twin piston at NUIG RCM. The compressenhgas te
perature was changed by adjusted the initial temperature. Fuel-oxidiser mixtures avere pr
pared manometrically in stainless steel tanks. In present studies, each compressed pressure
and temperature condition is repeated at least three times to ensure good reproducibility. The
mean and standard deviation of the ignition delay for all test runs at each condition are calcu-

lated at less than 10%, as an indication of reproducibility.
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4 THEORETICAL MODEL CALCULATIONS

A requirement of comparison between experimental and theoretical vaporization rate, K
and K, respectively is realized in this chapter. Theoretical vaporization rates #alculated
by two methods; the first method based on the calculation of the binary diffusion coefficient,

D, and the second method based on the estimation of the thermodynamic properties.

For these two methods we determine the vaporization rate based on the equations (2-15)
and (2-16) that have been discussed and derived from the Chapter 2 based on assumption of

unity value of Lewis number, where the vaporization rate, K is defined as;

Ky =8-29.p . In(1 + B) (2-15)
PF1
/19
Kthz = 8 . . ln(l + B) (2'16)
Cpg * PF1

4.1 First method: calculation and estimation of binary diffusion coefficient

In this calculation of the first method, the vaporization rate is calculated from equation (2-

15). We should determine all the unknown and known variables such as;

pr the density of the fuel where the subscript ahdg corresponds to the state of fuel

liquid and gaseous respectively
D the binary diffusion coefficient

B the Spalding transfer number

This type of calculations was inspired mostly by Chesneau (1994) and Morin (1999).

In the case of droplet vaporization, the derivation of conservation equations shows the e

istence of thermal transfer numbey &1d mass transfer numtigy. These numbers are equal
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under the assumption of quasi-steady condition. The transfer number represents the ratio of

the driving force for vaporization to the resistance to vaporization.

(4-1)
B., — YFs - YFamb
M Y — Y
and whenYgamp = 0 andYg = 1, equation 4.1 becomes,
YFs
B., = 4-2
— @ — 4-3
BT - I * (Tamb Ts) ( )
v

BT == BM == B (4-4)

with Ygs the mass fraction of gaseous combustible fuel at droplet su@gg#he molar
calorific capacity of gaseous mixtuig, the molar latent heat of vaporizatidnm, the amip

ent gas temperature affigthe droplet surface temperature.

The equality of these two numbers permits us to determine the droplet surface temperature,
Ts by iterations. For all calculation, we have utilized the software of mathematicalacalcul

tion, MATHCAD™,
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Figure 4.1 shows the calculated droplet surface temperdiwkethanol and 1-propanol
droplets at any given ambient temperatdig, The plot shows that at any given ambient-te

peratureTs of 1-propanol droplet is always higher than those of ethano

350

Ethanol
----- 1-Propanol .

w
b
o
]

Droplet Surface Temperature, T, (K)

200 400 600 800 1000
T (K)

Figure 4.1: Calculated droplet surface temperaflytgr 1-propanol and anhydrous ethanol

droplets at various temperatures and=F0.1 MPa.

4.1.1 Expression of mass transfer numBagr,

The mass transfer number is given by;

Yrs
B, = 4-5
MET Ty (4-5)
or
Psat MF
B, = —% . _Z 4-6
M= p_Pa M, (4-6)
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The saturated vapor pressug, is calculated from equation of Wagner for alcoholslstu

ies (Reidet al 1987);

P A-x+B-x' +C-x*+D-x°
ln( Sat) _ x + x2 +C-x°+ x (4-7)
P. 1—x
with x =1 - % , A, B, C and D are constants for alcohols properties.
4.1.2 Expression of thermal transfer number
The thermal transfer numbdy is given as;
Cog
Br ===+ (Tgmp — T§) (4-8)

Ly

The calorific capacity is calculated according to the reference temperBtasedefined by

Sparrow and Gregg (1958) where

T, T.
T, = T, + ‘”””3 > (4-9)
and it is estimated by the method of Joback (Reml. 1987) where
C,=A+B-T,+C-T,>+D-T,° (4-10)

with A, B, C and D are constants.

To calculate the latent heat of vaporization at droplet surface temperature, the Watson rel

tionship is used (Reidt al. 1987);

Te ~ TS)n (4-11)

L,=1L (
v vTh Tc_Tb

wheren is defined as per relation of Viswanath and Kuloor @eil. 1987);
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1 10
7 ) + 0.8794] (4-12)

n= [0.00264 (Lm, .
R' b

and the latent heat of vaporization at normal boiling temperdtugis calculated based on

the method suggested by Vetere (Reid et al. 1987) and defined as;

0.4343 In P. — 0.69431 + 0.89584 - %
Lva =R- Tb . ¢
0.37691 + 0.89584 - % + % (4-13)
¢ .(Zb
P ()

whereR is the perfect gas constaii, is the normal boiling temperatur&; and P; are the

critical temperature and the pressure respectively. For alcohols, the average absolute percen
age of error between calculated (Vetere method) and experimental values of latent heat of
vaporization at normal boiling point is estimated around 3.8% (&ead. 1987). Figure 4.2
shows the comparison &f between ethanol and 1-propanol in terms of various surface te

perature of the droplét.

50
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Figure 4.2: Calculated latent heat of vaporizatlgifor 1-propanol and anhydrous ethanol

droplets at various droplet surface temperatures ard®1 MPa.
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4.1.3 Calculation of binary diffusion coefficient, D

In the case where experimental values are not available, such as ethanol-water gas diffusiv-
ity, ethanol-nitrogen gas diffusivity, and water-nitrogen gas diffusivity, the Chapman- En-
skog correlation (Reidt al. (1987) was used to approximate the binary diffusivity coefficient
of combustible fueF in ambientO.

0.00266 - T,/

- p- MF01/2 0po? - Qp

(4-14)

whereT, is the reference temperatukRejs the pressurél is the molecular weighg; is the

characteristic length an@;, the diffusion collision integral.

This equation is derived directly from the resolution of the equation of Boltzmann,tindica
ed for diffusion in a binary system.
Meo is given by the molar masses of componé&rasd O;
2

1,1 (4-15)
Mg~ Mo

Mgy =

The diffusion collision integral{2, depends strongly on temperature and the intermolecu-
lar forces between the collided molecules. The function of Lennard-Jones potential gives a
good description of the transport properties where it relies on the intermolecular eaergy b

tween these two moleculegand their separation distance,

o~ 12 o\ 6
¢=41K0 _(ﬁ] (4-16)
with ¢ ando are the characteristic energy and length of Lennard-Jones respectively.

The integral collision depends on term defined&sag, with k is Boltzmann constant and

is given by the relationship of Neufield (Restlal. 1987);
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A C E G

Qp = 4-17
D = T8 T expD-T) | exp(F-T7) | exp(H-T7) (4-17)
with A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H are constants, and
k-T,
T =— (4-18)
€ro
wherek is Boltzmann constant.
The characteristic energy and length are defined by:
1
ero = (&r - €0)2 (4-19)
and
_ (O-F + O-O) (4_20)

Orp = )

The relations betwee#, <, ok, oo, and the critical parameters are used to determine the

values (Hirschfeldeet al. 1954):

&

©= 0.771T, (4-21)
and
3 b,
— (2. 4-22
o (2 n-N) (4-22)
where
T
by = 18.4 - — (4-23)

andN is Avogadro number.
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Figure 4.3 shows the calculated value of binary diffusion coefficizmtf ethanol and 1-
propanol. The value dD is positive temperature dependent with ethanol is always higher

than 1-propanol at all temperatures.

Ethanol
----- 1-Propanol
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Binary Diffusion Coefficient, D (mm?/s)
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200 400 600 800 1000
T, (K)

Figure 4.3: Calculated binary diffusion coefficiebtfor 1-propanol and anhydrous ethanol

droplets at various ambient temperatures and B.1 MPa.

4.2 Second method: estimation of the thermodynamic properties

For the second method calculation, we determine the vaporization rate from equation (2-

16),

/19
— 9 .ln(1+B)
pg " PF1

Kip, = 8-

Therefore it is imperative to calculate these followings terms;

Ag the thermal conductivity of the gaseous mixture
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Cpg the specific heat per unit mass of the gaseous mixture
pr the volumetric mass of liquid combustible

B  the Spalding transfer number

The calculation of this method is using the similar methodology than the previous first
method. By the assumption of equality of mass transfer nuBkeand thermal transfer
numberBry, the droplet surface temperatufg,is determined iteratively and used for thé ca
culation of thermodynamics and transport properties of the combustible droplet. The main
difference between the previous method and this method is the utilisation of the frermod

namics and transport properties of the mixtures.

4.2.1 The expression of transfer numb8gsandBr

Yrs Psat  Mp
By = By=—+—.—~ 4-24
7S MUP =P Mo @29
whereYgs is defined in terms of molecular weight and pressure as;
Yis = [1+( P 1) M) (4-25)
s Psat MF

whereMo andMg are the molecular weight of the gaseous oxidant and liquid combustible
fuel respectivelyPsy is defined as the saturated vapor pressure calculated at the droplet su

face temperature (equation 4-8).

C
Br = fg : (Tamb - Ts)
v

with
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T. — T\"
L,=1L -(C 5)
v vThb TC_Tb

4.2.2 Estimation and calculation of thermodynamic and transport pexperti
The physical parameters in the droplet film region such as thermodynaigsagd
transport propertiesk) are evaluated at temperature defined as reference tempefature,
(Hubbardet al. 1975; Lefebvre, 1989);
Tr =Ts + Ar(Tamp + T5) (4-26)
whereA, is the averaging parameter. For the one-third Ajle, 1/3.
To calculate the specific heat of gaseous mix@yg one needs to calculate first theiind

vidual molar specific heat of the oxidant and the combustible fuel, represent@g, land

Cor respectively at reference temperatiggnd by utilizing the method of Joback.
However, in our study we define the molar fraction of combustible fuel as;

_ Psat
F =
Pamb

(4-27)

whereP,npis the ambient gas pressure.

Therefore by considering the concentration of combustible fuel droplet at infinity is zero,

the molar concentration of oxidant will be;
xO = 1 - xF (4-28)

The specific heat of the gaseous mixture of combustible fuel and oxXggntherefore

could be written off as;
Cpg == xp . CpF + (1 - xF) . Cpo (4'29)
And the thermal conductivity of gaseous mixture is estimated by utilizing the relation pro-

posed by Euckan (Reid et al. 1987) for polyatomic gases;
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/1g = Xr* AF + (1 - xF) . Ao (4'30)

Where
9
(CpF ) 4
_— 4-31
F — MF <%>_1 ( )
R
and
9
Ao = Co=R) N3 (4-32)

M, Mo Cpo
(T) -1

wherelr ando are the viscosities of combustible fuel and oxidant respectively and they

are defined by equation proposed by Chapman-Enskog (Reid et al. 1987) as;

1
Urp = 2
g“ - QD
1
2669)(M0 * T-r-)z (4_34)
Uo = 2
g“ - QD

4.3 Comparison between the two methods

Kin1 and Ky, are the theoretical vaporization rates that are calculated using two different
calculations. The difference between these two methods comes from the calculation of the
modynamic and transport properties. In the second meaeds determined by evaluating
the thermodynamics properties at a reference temperature) as the first method, but also by
evaluating a reference composition. Therefore, it is closer to the real case of dropletvaporiz

tion. In the first method of calculation, we use semi-empirical relationships to determine the
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binary diffusion coefficient of the liquid into the mixture using the characteristic length and

the diffusion collision integral of the molecules.

Droplet surface temperaturé and binary diffusion coefficienf) are the main factors in
influencing the increase of vaporization rate of both alcohols droplets. These two factors are
calculated theoretically for both 1-propanol and anhydrous ethanol and plotted against var

ous ambient temperatures in Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.3.

As mentioned before, the increase of average vaporizationkKate,influenced by the
droplet surface temperature and binary diffusion. From the theoretical calculation, it demon-
strates that as the temperature increases, both droplet surface temggrahaehe binary
diffusion D, for both 1-propanol and anhydrous ethanol droplets also increase accordingly
(Figure 4.1 and Figure 4.3). The value of the binary diffuBlas higher for anhydrous eth
nol at all temperatures. On contrary, 1-propanol droplet surface tempeéraisit@gher than

anhydrous ethanol at all temperatures.

Figure 4.4 and Figure 4.5 show the measured experimental and calculated theoretical ave
age vaporization rate of anhydrous ethanol and 1-propanol droplets respectivelymAt a te
perature T lower to 473 K, the value of the average vaporizaoaf anhydrous ethanol
droplet is higher than that of 1-propanol. Nevertheless, as the temperature increases beyond
this limit, the average vaporization rate of 1-propanol droplet is superior to anhydraus eth
nol. By the presentation of boky, andK values for both alcohols, one can conclude that for
temperature J lower than 473 K, the average vaporization rate of both alcohols is mainly
influenced by the diffusion factor and at iigher to 473 K, the droplet surface temperature,

Ts is more dominant in increasing the average vaporization Katempared to the binary

diffusion coefficient.
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Figure 4.4: Theoretical and experimeraaerage vaporization ratd&, andK for ethanol

droplet at various temperatures and=0.1 MPa.
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Figure 4.5: Theoretical and experimeraaerage vaporization ratd&y, andK for 1-propanol

droplet at various temperatures and=F0.1 MPa.
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4.4 Estimation and calculation of Grashof , Prandlt, Schmidt and Lewis Numbers

From the theoretical calculation, a number of dimensionless properties could also be calcu-
lated. The Grashof number is defined in terms of surface droplet temperature and other the

modynamics properties by (Ebrahimian and Habchi (2011) :

3, (Tamb - Ts) : (pg)z (4_35)
(Ho)z * Tamb

Gr =g -d,
with g the gravitational acceleratiopy is the volumetric mass of ambient géisy, the gas
ambient temperaturdy the droplet surface temperatupe, the dynamic viscosity of ambient

gas,d, is the droplet initial diameter, The volumetric mass and the dynamic viscositg-are d

termined by the reference temperature.

Grashof number is calculated and estimated to determine the effect of buoyancy on the
droplet vaporization. Figure 4.6 shows the variation of Grashof number with ambient-tempe
ature, T.. At lower temperature rangd.( < 373 K), the Gr number is increased with,

however it is then negatively dependent at higherange.
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Figure 4.6: Evolution of Grashof number in function of temperature for ethanol and 1-

propanol droplets vaporized Mp ambient at various temperatures and=R.1 MPa.

Meanwhile, the Prandtl number could be defined as:

Pr = g Crg

g

(4-36)

where the specific heat and thermal conductivity of gaseous mixture are estimated by the

reference composition and the temperature according to equation (4-25).

In order to calculate the Lewis number, a dimensionless Schmidt number could be defined

as:
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wherepgq the viscosity angg the density of gaseous mixture dddhe binary diffusion co-

efficient of fuel-oxidant.
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Al == --- 1-Propanol

0.88 —

o
®
=
l
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Figure 4.7: Evolution of Prandtl number in function of temperature for ethanol and 1-

propanol droplets vaporized Mp ambient at various temperatures and=R.1 MPa.
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Figure 4.8: Evolution of Schmidt number in function of temperature for ethanol and 1-

propanol droplets vaporized My ambient at various temperatures and=R.1 MPa.

One of the major assumptions applied in ‘Quasi-Steady’ model utilised in this study is that
the properties of transport in gas phase are always constant. Such properties are thermal con-
ductivity and molar specific heat. Therefore, the Lewis number must be equal to unity. In
other words, the thermal diffusivity will always equal the mass diffusivity. The Lewrs nu

ber is defined as:

L Ao (4-38)
e = — -
Pg*Cpg D

where the thermal conductivityy, the densitypy and the specific hed,y of the gaseous
mixture are estimated and calculated based on the reference temperature and composition and

D the binary diffusion coefficient.
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Lewis number could also be calculated directly from the correlation of Schmidt and Prandit

numbers:

_Sc

== (4-39)

Le

In our case of ethanol and 1-propanol fuels vaporization, the calculations of the Lewis
number (Figure 4.9) show that the values are not unity (the Lewis number varies between 1
and 2). At lower temperature 1-propanol fuel seems to have higher value of Lewis number
compared to ethanol fuel. Nevertheless, the Lewis number seems to converge to unity for
both alcohols as the ambient temperature increases, therefore they are in almost agreement

with the principal assumption of quasi-steady theory.

2.4

- Ethanol
----- 1-Propanol

1

Lewis Number, Le
>
|

08 I I 1 I ) l I
200 400 600 800 1000
T. (K)

Figure 4.9: Evolution of Lewis number in function of ambient temperature for ethanol and 1-

propanol droplets vaporized Ny ambient at various temperatures and=F.1 MPa.
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4.5 Conclusions

Theoretical calculation of average vaporization rate for both anhydrous ethanol and 1-
propanol droplets have been realized in this chapter. The theoretical calculations acsmbased
the concept of ‘quasi-steady’ where the assumptions as explained in chapter 2 are applied.
Two different methods; one is based on the functionality and influence of binary diffusion
coefficientD and the other is determined by evaluating the thermodynamics properties at a
reference temperature and also at reference composlien comparison of experimental
average vaporization rate, K for both alcohols with these theoretical calculated vaporization
rates,Kyp andKyy2 is in a very good agreement. Various dimensionless numbers ame calc
lated to determine the influce of buoyancy (Gr Number) and the assumption of ‘quasi-

steadiness’ (Le number).
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5 RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

5.1 Ethanol and Anhydrous Ethanol

5.1.1 Average Vaporization Rate

Average vaporization rate from the experiments is calculated by a linear least-square fit in
the quasi steady zone of thecurves. However in the case of both ethanol (95%) ang-anh
drous ethanol, the apparent ‘quasi-steady’ period occurs two times throughout the droplet
lifetime (Figure 5.1). The normalized temporal evolutions of squared-diandétagainst
time of anhydrous ethanol and ethanol 95% droplets, at various ambient temperatures are
shown in Figure 5.2 and 5.3 respectively. In these experiments, thdécbquasi-steady’
period for both ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol occurs two times throughout the droplet
lifetime. Average vaporization rates are deduced from the d2-curves presenting two parts: the
first linear part allows in determining a first average vaporization rate called hereafter “initial
vaporization ratd;”, and the second linear part a second average vaporization rate called “fi-
nal vaporization raté;”. Both Figures 5.2 and 5.3 show few common features, dfid;’
versust/dy?> curves for all temperatures are deviated from tHawl. The initial averagear
porization rateK; ceases to be constant at a certain point through the droplet life. For ethanol
(95%) the deviation from the linear part occurs at mid stage of the vaporization of the droplet
(and d/dy®> < 0.4) whereas for anhydrous ethanol, the deviation only starts towards the end of
the droplet life (and @dy> < 0.2). When the droplets are formed in a closed chamber filled
with nitrogen gas, one prevents the combustion of the droplets and excludes the effect of a
bient moisture on the evaporation process. Even so, there is still some humidity innthe cha
ber (leak, wall adsorption...). This could explain why even anhydrous ethanol produces a

non-lineard>law.

9C



Note that these figures do not exhibit the droplet heat-up periods for the reason that during
this period of the droplet lifetime, the droplet is moved from theadled ‘cold chamber’ to
the furnace. This movement is accompanied by vibrations and subsequently inducas oscill
tions. It was decided then to show the evolution of surface area of the vaporized droplet only

when the droplet was stabilized.

0.4

Anhydrous_Ethanol
T= 473 K, dg= 609 pm

16

t(s)

Figure 5.1: Definition and calculation of initial average initialakd final vaporization rates,
K: from thed? (t) curve for anhydrous ethanol droplet;=T473 K and R=0.1 MPaK; andK;

are calculated from the blue and red part respectively.
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1.2
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Figure 5.2: Normalized squared-diameter curves for ethanol (95%) at different temperatures;

P.=0.1 MPa.
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1.2

Anhydrous Ethanol
— T,=293K; d,= 651 pm— T, =423 K; d,;= 442 um
1 — T,=313K; d,= 602 pm-— T, =473 K; d,= 609 um
— T,=333K;d,=601 um— T, =548 K; d,= 525 um
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Figure 5.3: Normalized squared-diameter curves for anhydrous ethanol at differenatemper

tures; R=0.1 MPa.

The different values in initial water concentration in both ethanol forms are also affecting
the droplet lifetime. With greater initial water concentration, the droplet lifetime is isignif

cantly prolonged (+30%) as shown in Figures 5.4 and 5.5.
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Ethanol_95%
1T e Anhydrous Ethanol

60
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Figure 5.4: Normalized squared-diameter curves for ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol at

temperature, J= 473 K and; R=0.1 MPa.
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1.2

— Ethanol_95%
————— Anhydrous Ethanol

0 5 10 15 20 25
t/d,? (s/mm?)

Figure 5.5: Normalized squared-diameter curves for ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol at

temperature, J= 673 K and; R=0.1 MPa.

As shown in Figure 5.6, the average vaporization rétesalculated from the first linear
part of thed” curves are similar for both ethanol forms. Therefore it shall be noted that the
first linear part ofd® curves for both ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol may entirely and
totally consist only of ethanol vaporization. Ethanol is the major component evaporating at

this first stage as it has lower boiling temperature than water.

Meanwhile, a second ‘linear’ part of the d’-curves could be observed towards the end of the
curve for all temperatures of anhydrous ethanol vaporization. We define previously that the
gradient at this period as a final vaporization ritefor the calculation of the final average
vaporization ratekK;, a comparison is made with the theoretical calculation of water vaporiz

tion rate.The theoretical water vaporization ralg,;H.0 andK,,H-0 are calculated based on
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the ‘quasi-steady’ model of equations 4-1 and 4-2. As observed in Figure 5.6, ¢évelution of

K for anhydrous ethanol is in a very good agreement with the theoretical water vaporization
rate, KiniH20. This comparison is important as to correlate the ‘deviation’ of the anhydrous

droplet from the quasi-steady of ttelaw to the fact that it is entirely due to the disturbance

and interference of water vapour from ambient in the vaporization behaviour of anhydrous

ethanol.
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Figure 5.6: Average vaporization ratédor anhydrous ethanol and ethanol (95%) at diffe
ent temperatures is calculated from the first linear part of ttiecurves; (a) all tests and

(b) average value.
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Figure 5.7: Average vaporization rates calculated during second linear partiottirees

for ethanol (95%), anhydrous ethari{,
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Figure 5.8: Theoretical and experimeraaérage vaporization rates of the second part of the
d2-curves for ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol (n&)emhd the theoretical averaga-v
porization rates calculated for water droplets (nétgdg) at various temperatures and+

0.1 MPa; (a) all tests and (b) average value.

5.1.2 Instantaneous Vaporization Rate

The instantaneous vaporization ratg.; is calculated from the®-curves by determining
the derivative of these curves. According to Law et al. (1987), the derivative dff ¢favill

give the instantaneous vaporization rate,

d 2 -
Kinst = _% [d*(D)] (5-1)
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In order to avoid errors in the calculation of the derivative, a smoothing is carried out on
thed? (t) curves by using a FFT (Fast Fourier Transfer) low-pass filter. This method removes
only the high frequency components with a parabolic window (Ctigimction). Then the

derivative is calculated on this smoothed curve.

Figure 5.9 and Figure 5.10 show the origidal(t) curve and their corresponding instant
neous vaporization rat&;,s; versus time for both ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol. It is
clearly observed, that in both cases the instantaneous vaporizatioj@is, significantly
unsteady for the initial part corresponding to the ethanol vaporisation piridde second
period, Kz, attributed to the water vaporization is almost quasi stdadgrder to illustrate
that, the equivalent average valuekgk is plotted in Figures 5.9 and 5.10, corresponding to
the vaporizing rat&; andK; respectively. That shows that although it is easy to determine a
linear trend on the? (t) curve, the unsteadiness of the phenomenon is clearly revealed by the
evolution ofKi,s; according to time. This evolution is certainly due to the interferenceaof w
ter concentration on the ethanol droplet vaporization and also to the water condensation from

the ambient moisture, due to the temperature decrease at droplet surface.
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Figure 5.9: Evolution of the instantaneous vaporization katg,(t) and the squared droplet
diameter for ethanol (95%) droplet at (a) Too=473 K (d0 =407 um) and (b) Too= 673 K (d0 =

523 pm); Poo= 0.1 MPa.
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Figure 5.10: Evolution of the instantaneous vaporization Katg(t) and the squared droplet
diameter for anhydrous ethanol droplet at (g5 #73 K (& = 609 um) and (b) T.= 673 K (&

=320 um); P.= 0.1 MPa.

In order to compare these evolutions for different temperatures, a normalization of these
curves has been conducted. The time has been normalized by the droplet total vaporization
time tyap. Figures 5.11 and 5.12 show the variation of normalized instantaneous vaporization
rate,Kinst for both ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol against the time normalizgg by
is observed that by considering normalized timd,Ry the instantaneous vaporization rate,

Kinst presents the two domains, previously described, ethanol vaporization first and then the
water vaporization. In this figure one can observe that the first part of the vaporizatien pro
ess occurs mainly at 1/3 of the total vaporization time for the ethanol (95%), even though this

occurs around at 70% of the total vaporization time for the anhydrous ethanol.
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Nevertheless, one can observe in Figure 5.13, that the instantaneous vaporization rate for
the anhydrous ethanol is always higher than the ethanol (95%) for the initial part of the total
vaporization time, corresponding to te This can be explained by the fact that for thie ca
culation of a mean vaporization rate the variation of instant vaporization rates is divided by a
time period. For the anhydrous form the time period considered is longer thus compensating
the systematic higher values observed for instant vaporization rates and therefore making

mean values equivalent to (95%) form.

Another interesting observation that could be made from Figure 5.13 is the behaviour of
anhydrous ethanol at temperature 673 K whereKtheis always almost a constant, ‘quasi-
steady’ and equal to K; throughout droplet lifetime. The disappearance of ethanol component
only occurs at the end of the lifetime, as underlined also by Marchese and Dryer {iL996).
seems that at this higher temperature anhydrous ethanol behaves as a single component with-

out or with slight water concentration interference.

Morin (2000) had studied the vaporization of n-alkanes droplet. The results showed that the
instantaneous vaporization rate increases with time. However, for alcohol fuels sud as eth
nol and 1-propanol as in our current studies show the opposite resultk,dttecreases
with time. The nature of alcohols which is miscible with water has changed the ovetall pro

ess of vaporization.
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Figure 5.11: Comparison of the instantaneous vaporizatiorKig€t) of ethanol (95%)

droplet at various temperatures//.1MPa
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Figure 5.12: Comparison of the instantaneous vaporizatiorKigd€t) of anhydrous ethanol

droplet at various temperatures//.1MPa
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Figure 5.13: Comparison of the instantaneous vaporizatiorkigsgt) of anhydrous ethanol

and ethanol (95%) droplets at various temperatutes). PMPa

5.1.3 Influence of Water Vapour on Ethanol Vaporization

To further substantiate the effect of environment water content on ethanol dropletaraporiz
tion under different temperatures, calculations of estimated water inside the droplet has been
carried out (Sahariet al, 2012). One of the possible approaches is to estimate the initial d
ameter of the droplet from the second linear part of the vaporization called afterwards “the
condensed water” droplet, from the existing d/dy> againstt/dy> curve. By identifying the
inception point where the start of constinis attained, a horizontal extrapolation will give
the equivalent value of’ftl> (Figure 5.14). Therefore, as the valuedgfis known, the

squared diameter of the water droplétis determined. Figure 5.15 shows the volume pe
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centage of condensed water for anhydrous ethanol. The volume percentage of measured con-
densed water is almost constant at all temperature for anhydrous ethanol (approxirBately 3-
%), and as the initial water content in anhydrous ethanol is low at value less than 0.4%, ther
fore it verifies that the water vaporization observed for anhydrous ethanol is causediby amb

ent constant relative humidity.

1.2

J Anhydrous Ethanol
T,=473 K, d,= 609um

'| Horizontal extrapolatiotnto axis d,/d,?

0 10 20 30 40
t/d,? (s/mm?)

Figure 5.14: Example of determination of water diameter in the dropletdrdthcurves for

anhydrous ethanol at 473K.
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Figure 5.15: Volume percentage of condensed water at different temperatures for anhydrous

ethanol droplets.

Zang and Williams (1996) studied the combustion of spherical alcohol droplets uirder m
crogravity conditions by theoretical analyses. They explained the water dissolutiommpheno
ena. The same observation arises from Marchese and Dryer (1996) on methanol dreplet co
bustion where the? curve deviated significantly from thi-law predictions. This behaviour
is a result of the absorption of combustion intermediates and products. Water is one of the
main combustion products and it produces non-linédaw behaviour. During the alcoho
droplet combustion, water first diffuses back to the droplet, and it is then absorbed during the
first half of the burning history. Then, the water gradually builds up inside the liquid and du
ing the second half of the combustion history, vaporizes along with alcohol. Lee and Law

(1992) reported the vaporization and combustion of freely-falling methanol and ethanol drop-
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lets in dry and humid environments. They demonstrated that water vapour, either from the
ambience or generated at the flame, can freely condense at the droplet surface end subs
guently dissolve into the droplet interior. Cabal. (1991) did the same observations earlier.

As mentioned and fully described by Law al (1987) one can assume that the sames ph
nomena can occur for the vaporization phenomenon alone. During the initial fuel &aporiz
tion, the surrounding water vapour condenses at the droplet surface. Then the condensed w
ter further diffuses into the droplet interior because of its miscibility with ethanol. Since the
present vaporization rate is based on the rate of change of the droplet diameter, the condensed
water tends to artificially increase the droplet size, slowing down the instantaneousaraporiz
tion rate as can be observed in Figure 5.9 and Figure 5.10 durikggbeegod. However, this
continuous water condensation will decrease because of the reduction in the water vapor
pressure difference between the ambience and the droplet surfacet &b{1987) havee-

ported the evolution of the droplet temperature for methanol droplets vaporizing in humid air,
and demonstrated that decreases to a minimum and then increases again. These authors
have explained this increase by the condensation heat release as well as the favourable wet
bulb temperature of water. In our work, this temperature increase at the end of the ethanol
vaporizing period could explain the increase of vaporization rate of w&teobserved in

Figure 5.8, comparatively to the theoretical water curve. The longer condensation period for
the anhydrous ethanol, could explain the higher level of vaporizationKsatespecially at

high temperatures.
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5.2 1-Propanol

5.2.1 Average Vaporization

In these experiments, the temporal evolution of squared-diandétagainst time of 1-
propanol droplet is significantly linear with constant vaporization rate throughout the droplet
lifetime. Soealled ‘quasi-steady’ behaviour is preserved and it is seen that the vaporization of

1-propanol is clearly described by the classifdhw as illustrated in Figure 5.16.

0.3
- 1-propanol
T,=473K, d,= 504 um
0.25 —
0.2 —

'Quasi Steady’

t(s)

Figure 5.16Evolution of squared diametet* against time, t for 1-propanol droplet at ¥

473 K; B, = 0.1 MPa

Meanwhile, Figure 5.17 portrays the time histories of normalized squared-diameter of 1-
propanol droplet at different ambient gas temperatures. The average vaporizatikratsde,

increases significantly with temperatures. The common main phenomena in the vaporization
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process are the increase of the droplet surface temperature and the increase of thd-binary di
fusion coefficient with increasing temperature. Both phenomena contribute to the increase of

the vaporization rate.

1.2
1-propanol
- T,=298K;d,;=539 um-— T_=573 K; d;=478 um
— T,=323K; d,=403 um T,=623 K; d;=591 um
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— T_=373K;d,=597 um— T_ =748 K; d,= 523 um
— T,=423 K; d,;= 537 um— T, =823 K; d,;= 475 um
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Figure 5.17: 8(t) curves for 1-propanol at various temperatures:=m®.1 MPa

A plot of average vaporization rates against ambient gas temperature is shown in Figure
5.18 where a polynomial fit of degree two is plotted (with the valug’ef 0.999873). It is
clearly shown that at all ambient temperatures, the average vaporidttiow the fit pre-

dominantly, with slightly lower values observed at higher temperatures.
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Figure 5.18: Average vaporization rates, K for 1-propanol droplet at various temperatures;

Poo = 0.1 MPa. The dotted line is the polynomial fit of the data.

5.2.2 Instantaneous Vaporization Rate

The calculation of instantaneous vaporization rate of 1-propanol is similar to that of ethanol

droplet. In order to avoid errors in the calculation of the derivative, a smoothing is carried out

on thed? (t) curves by using a FFT filter. This method removes only the high frequency co

ponents with 40 to 50 points of window (Ori§ifunction). Then the derivative is simplylca

culated on this smoothed curve. Figure 5.19a shows the orifif@lcurve and their coer

sponding instantaneous vaporization r&gs; against time for 1-propanol droplet at ambient

gas temperature of 473 K. It is clearly illustrated that a ‘quasi-steady’ vaporization period oC-

curs throughout the droplet lifetime. The same behaviour but wattglat ‘unsteadiness’ is

observed at ambient gas temperature of 673 K (Figure)5.19b
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In order to compare lucidly these evolutions for different temperatures, a normalization of
these curves has been carried out. The time has been normalized by the droplet totat vaporiz
tion time, t,ap. We can observe from Figure 5.20 that the quasi-steady behaviour of 1-
propanol droplet is achievable for all lower temperatures up.20673 K. However, an in-
teresting observation could be seen beyond this temperature, where the instantaneBus vapor

zation rateKis; reveals a bit of unsteady behaviour with the valud§gfgradually decres

ing over time.
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Figure 5.19: Evolution of the instantaneous vaporization Kaig(t) and the squared droplet

diameter curves for 1-propanol droplet at ¥ (a) 473 K and (b) 673 K.
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Figure 5.20: Comparison of the instantaneous vaporizatiorKig€t) of 1-propanol droplet

at various temperatures,¥0.1MPa.

5.3 Comparison between Ethanol and 1-Propanol Vaporization Characteristics
In this section a comparison of the vaporization behaviour has been carried out between

anhydrous ethanol and 1-propanol droplets in terms of average vaporization and iestantan

The normalized temporal evolutions of squared-diametexgainst time of 1-propanol and
ethanol, at various ambient temperatures are shown in Figures 5.21a and 5.21b. Thevaporiz
tion of 1-propanol is clearly described by the classitilaw. The change of squared-

diameterd? of 1-propanol droplet is almost linear with constant vaporization rate throughout
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the droplet lifetime. On the other hand, the curve representing the vaporization behaviour of
anhydrous ethanol shows a significant deviation from the ligfelaw. The so-glled ‘quasi-

steady’ behaviour is apparently not preserved in anhydrous ethanol vaporization. However,

as the ambient temperature is increased (Figure 5.21b), the significant deviation from linea
ity gradually diminishes. In other words, the slope is approaching almost a constant value for

ethanol droplets at extremely higher temperatures.

1.2

:|—|- Anhydrous Ethanol, T,=373 K; d;=509 pm
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=+ =+ 1-Propanol, T,=373 K; d,=597 um
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A Anhydrous Ethanol T, =673 K; d,=430 pm
1 =4 1-Propanol, T,=623 K; d,=591 um
A 1-Propanol, T,=673 K; d,=558 um
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Figure 5.21: Normalized squared-diameter curves for anhydrous ethanol and 1-propanol

droplets at (a) low temperature b) high temperature.Jand pressure.f= 0.1 MPa.

As observed in Figures 5.22a and 5.22b, at two different ambient températudr/3 and
673 K respectively, the instantaneous vaporization katg,for 1-propanol droplet is almost
always a constant, unlike the anhydrous ethanol droplet which shows the unsteadiness over
time. There is also an obvious sudden chand@é.ikvalue of anhydrous droplet at the devi
tion point which we define as the start point of water vapour vaporization. The histories of
the instantaneous vaporization ratg,: also confirm that the steady-state behaviouraf v

porization is achievable in 1-propanol droplet.
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Figure 5.22: Evolution of the instantaneous vaporization kKaig(t) and the normalized
squared diameter for anhydrous ethanol and 1-propanol dropletsat73 K (a) and (b)

T,.=673 K.

5. 4 Effect of Ambient Relative Humidity

Figures 5.23 (a-d) show the variation of so-called initial and final vaporizatiorKyated
K: of ethanol droplet at various temperatures respectively. In this section we attempe-+to corr
late the effect of ambient relative humidity on the behaviol; @indK;. It is clearly demon-
strated from these figures that the initial vaporization Katss always constant despite the
change of ambient relative humidity. However, the value of final vaporizationKraite
clearly affected as the ambient humidity is altered. The vallg isfobserved to decrease as
the ambient relative humidity increases. This observation shows that the values of the first
linear part of dcurves K;) for both ethanol (95%) and anhydrous ethanol consist entirely and
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totally only of ethanol vaporization. Ethanol is the major component evaporating at this first
stage as it has lower boiling temperature than water. In the meakKtionegoubtedly coe-

lates to the water vaporization phenomenon as these values are negative dependent on the
ambient humidity due to the droplet prolonged lifetime at the end of the droplet vaporization

(see als@Appendix G.
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Figure 5.23: The disparity of initial vaporization réteand final vaporization rate; of etha-

nol droplets at different values of ambient relative humidity=Ta) 333 K and (b) 973 K.

5. 5 Effect of Droplet Initial Diameter

During the experiments of vaporization of ethanol and 1-propanol droplets, the effect of the
droplet initial diameter has been observed closely. The droplet initial diadiees been
varied from as small as 250 pum up to almost 600 um. An obvious observatdgmgfact
can be made on 1-propanol vaporization. Results show that the average vaporizaon rate
increases as the droplet initial diamedgincreased (Figure 5.24). However, as the environ-
ment humidity was also varied, and most of the experiments experienced an almost similar
range of droplet initial diameter, the exact and direct influenag oh the vaporization rate

of ethanol remains ambiguous due to the fact that ethanol are extremely affected byithe amb
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ent humidity. Moreover the findings from literature concerning the impadg @$pecially on
vaporization and burning rate are still tenuous and indecisive. According to Jackson and
Avedisian (1994), om-heptane combustion experiment in microgravity condition, the burn-
ing rate decreased as the droplet initial diamelgincreased, with the argument that the
residence times inside the flame structure for fuel vapour to undergo pyrolisis reactibns lea
ing to soot formation was prolonged. However, Hara and Kumagai t88&4ed out a sim

lar experiment and concluded that there was a negligible variation of burning ratey.with
Yozgatligil et al. (2003) have conducted experimental study on ethanol combustiog- at el
vated pressure and enhanced oxygen concentrations. Concerning the effect of droplet initial
diameterdy on ethanol burning rate, the results showed that the burning rate was pasitive d
pendent on the,. Nomuraet al. (2003) have experimentally investigated the effects &f su
pender diameter and natural convection on measured evaporation constamtleéptane
droplet. The evaporation constant was obtained for various initial droplet diameters-and su
pender diameters. They concluded that the dependence of the evaporation constart on initia
droplet diameter changes when the suspender diameter is varied. That is when the suspender
diameter is large as compared with the initial droplet diameter, the evaporation coastant d
creases as the increase of initial droplet diameter. Conversely, when the suspender diameter is
small as compared with the initial droplet diameter, the evaporation constant increases as the
increase of initial droplet diameter. An experimental study to investigate the effect of initial
droplet diameter on droplet heat-up period and steady-state vaporization regime of kerosene
droplet has been conducted by Kletral. (2007). The results revealed that both heatet p

riod and evaporation rate have increased with an increase of droplet initial diameter at all

ambient temperatures and pressures.
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Figure 5.24 The disparity of average vaporization rate of 1-propanol droplets at various in

tial droplet diameters; J= (a) 298 K and (b) 823 K.

5.6 Effect ofinitial Water Content on Ethanol Vaporization

Figures 5.25 to 5.29 show the plots of normalized squared diameter of the ethanol droplet
against normalized time at a variety of initial water content at ambient temperature of 473 K.
The mixtures of ethanol and water have been prepared by manually mixing the absatute eth
nol with pure water. The percentage of initial water in ethanol solution is calculated-by vo
ume. The tests were run at different values of ambient relative humidity. As expested, a
called ‘quasi-steady’ period for ethanol in all cases occurs two times throughout the droplet
lifetime. The obvious effect of ambient relative humidity on the ethanol vaporization is in the

droplet lifetime. The droplet lifetime is prolonged with increase of ambient relative humidity.



However the values of initial and final average vaporization Katend K; are not directly

affected by the increase of ambient relative humidity.

The figures also show that the deviation of the curve from the linearity affaev be-
comes more prominent with the increase of initial water content and instead the values of the

first linear part of ald®-curves remain unchanged.

1.2
Initial Water Content = 0% (vol);
7 T, =473K
i +——+0=58%
AR 0 =6.8%
- G——0p=72%
0.8 —
NQ
B 06 —
T
0.4 —
0.2 —
0 T | T | T | T
0 10 20 30 40

t/d,? (s/mm?)

Figure 5.25: Normalized®dcurves for ethanol droplets (absolute, no additional water con-

tent) at various ambient relative humidity (%); ¥ 473 K and pressure,2 0.1 MPa.
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Figure 5.26: Normalized®dcurves for ethanol droplets (initial water content = 5% volume)

at various ambient relative humidity (%), ¥ 473 K and pressure,” 0.1 MPa.
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Figure 5.27: Normalized®ddiameter curves for ethanol droplets (initial water content = 10%

volume) at various ambient relative humidity (%), ¥ 473 K and pressure, 0.1 MPa.
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Figure 5.28: Normalized’ddiameter curves for ethanol droplets (initial water content = 20%

volume) at various ambient relative humidity (%), ¥ 473 K and pressure, 0.1 MPa.
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Figure 5.29: Normalized®ddiameter curves for ethanol droplets (initial water content = 30%

volume) at various ambient relative humidity (%), ¥ 473 K and pressure.” 0.1 MPa.

5.7 Conclusions

From thed? curves, average and instantaneous vaporization rates for the two ethanol forms
are presented and discussed. @fieurves results show that the @dled ‘quasi-steady p-
riod for both ethanol forms occurs two times throughout droplet lifetime. These two linear
part have been defined as initial vaporization tend final vaporization ratk;. The e-
sults also show that the different in initial water content of ethanol affect the droplet lifetime
but not to the vaporization rate values. The measkiréor both ethanol forms shows an ob-
vious similarity. Therefore it might be conclusive to note that the first linear part af-the
curve is entirely due to ethanol vaporization. The final vaporizationKiatemeasured from
the second linear part of ti-curve shows the similar values for both ethanol forms. Theo-

retical water vaporization rate based on ‘quasi-steady’ model as per discussion in Chapter 4
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has been calculated and comparison is made with experinkgntdle results show that they

are in a good agreement. The deviation fromdfalaw of ethanol droplet vaporization might

due entirely to the interference of water absorption and dissolution on ethanol droplet surface.
The experimental instantaneous vaporization rates are calculated and show that in both cases,
they are significantly unsteady especially at the initial part corresponding to ethanol aaporiz
tion. This unsteadiness is certainly due to the interference of water concentration oa-the eth
nol droplet vaporization and also to the water condensation from the ambient moisture, due to
the temperature decrease at droplet surface. The miscibility nature of ethanol to water has

changed the overall process of vaporization.

The effect of various ambient temperatures on the vaporization of 1-propanol droplet
shows that at various temperatures,dhéaw holds quite steadily and the ‘quasi-steady’ be-
haviour is preserved. The time histories of instantaneous vaporizatioKrateonfirm this
stationary aspect of 1-propanol droplet at various ambient temperatures. The results-also co
clusively demonstrate that the 1-propanol vaporization is not affected by the water vapou

from the environment even though it posses the miscibility property with water.

An attempt to correlate the effect of ambient relative humidity on the behaviéraoi
K: has been carried out. It is clearly demonstrated that the initial vaporizatioK; iate-
ways constant despite the change of ambient relative humidity. On the other hand, the value
of final vaporization rateK; is apparently affected when the ambient relative humidity is
changed. The value ¢ is observed to decrease as the ambient relative humidity increases.
This observation might conclude that the values of the first linear palft afrves K;) for
ethanol consist entirely and totally only of ethanol vaporization. Ethanol is the major compo-
nent evaporating at this first stage since it has lower boiling temperature than water. In the
meantime K; undoubtedly correlates to the water vaporization phenomenon as these values

are negative dependent on the ambient.
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Eventhough the droplet initial diametdyhas been varied during the experiments, ttie a
tual effect on the ethanol remains ambiguous due to the fact that ethanol are extfemely a
fected by the ambient humidity. However, an obvious observatiog iofpact can be made
on 1-propanol vaporization. Results showed that the average vaporizati&n irateeases as

the droplet initial diameted, increased.

In experiments of different initial water content in ethanol, as expected¢alsb-quasi-
steady’ period for ethanol in all cases occurs two times throughout the droplet lifetime. The
results also show that the deviation of the curve from the linearity of’tkev becomes
more prominent with the increase of initial water content and instead the values of the first
linear part of ald?-curves remain unchanged. The droplet lifetime is prolonged with increase

of ambient relative humidity.
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6 AUTOIGNITION CHARACTERISTIC AND KINETICS MECHANISM

OF ETHANOL AND 1-PROPANOL

The chemical structure of biofuels such as alcohols significantly differs from fossil fuels
due to the incorporation of oxygen atoms into the alkyl chain, as such the chemical details of
their combustion is currently poorly understood relative to more conventional fuels. The
chemical processes of a combustion reaction are extremely complicated. This has become
obvious with the continued development of kinetic models and their capacity to predict with
accuracy the observations of sophisticated and well defined experiments. It has been shown
that large numbers of chemical species and an even larger number of chemical reactions are
required to predict experimental observations such as the evolution and consumption of in-
termediate species. In addition, kinetic modelling has guide to an understanding of how the
chemistry of these species affects the reactivity of the global system. Since so margrinterm
diates species can be produced during the combustion process, the number of reactions r
quired to describe this process can be up to hundreds or even thousands of chemical reactions

depending on the size of the fuel molecule undergoing oxidation.

Both experimental and kinetic modelling techniques have shed light upon the chemical
mechanism of combustion as being a radical chain reaction. Although the well known chain
initiating, branching, propagation and termination reactions are dependent on the chemical
composition and structure of the fuel, it is also reliant in a complicated non-linear way on the

temperature and pressure at which the combustion is occurring.

6.1 The Arrhenius Power Law Expression
The measured and computed ignition delay times for most experimental conditions are co

related to an Arrhenius, power law expression. According to Johetsdn(2009) this cor-
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lation form has been applied successfully in many previous studies for straight, brarched an
cyclic alkanes. The rate expressions which are the building blocks of the kinetic model con-
sist of three main parameters, in terms of the modified Arrhenius-type plot of logarithm of the

delay time versus reciprocal temperature equation;

T=AT" -e RT (6-1)

Whererz is the rate constand the frequency factor which has units of‘cmol™* s*, T is
the temperature in Kelvim the temperature exponent which is a constanthe universal

gas constant (cal’k morl?) andEx the activation energy (cal mb)l

Nonetheless, there were also several findings from literature showed the occurrences of
“two-stage” autoignition that led to the existence of “negative temperature coefficient”

(NTC) region on alkanes. NTC behaviour has regularly been observed for hydrocarbons with

alkyl chains of sufficient length Cs, (Silkeet al. (2005)) to allow the gateway reaction class

to NTC behaviour to occur: the isomerisation of alkylperoxyl to peroxyalkyl radicals.

Minetti et al (1994) have studied experimentally the oxidation and autoignition of bu-
tane/air mixture in rapid compression machine (RCM). They found that the ignition delay of
butane consisted of a “two-stage” phenomenon. Healyet al (2010) have also observed the

same existence of NTC region on isobutane mixtures autoignition experiments.

6.2 Computational Simulations

For the calculation of the modelling computations, ignition delay time is determined by a
volume profile method, where it is resoluted from experiment with a non-reactive mixture
using adiabatic compression/expansion assumption. The calculations have been performed by

means of CHEMKIN 3.7 software.
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The summary of simulation performed to determine the properties such as end oseompre
sion pressur®. and temperatur&; and ignition delay time is shown in the block diagram

as follows:

INPUT

Non Reactive Folder

Non Reactive Profile

—

Kinetic Mechanisms -

adi_P2V !

Non Reactive Volume Profile

l

Reactive Volume Profile

SEGMENT FIT
\4
[ Approximated Volume Profile }
CHEMKIN 3.7
\4
[ Pressure Profile }
Post -Processing l

[ P, T, P, T, 10%/T,, IDT 1

Figure 6.1: Presentation of ignition delay time calculation steps by modelling simulation.

whereP; andT; are the initial pressure and temperature respectively.

In summary, the modelling simulation is based on a few main assumptions:



1. Adiabatic expansion of the core due to the cooling of the boundary layer (test gas).

2. Non Reactive mixtures, i.e.,Gre replaced by N(due to its similar thermagd

namics properties).

6. 3 Detailed Kinetics Mechanism of Ethanol and 1-propanol

Alcohol have been defined as organic compounds characterized by a hydroxyl functional
group OH, attached to a main carbon rédtfFigure 6.2 shows the oxidation pathwayslef a
cohols, depends on which bond hydrogen abstraction occurs (Mrabr{1991)). The rea
tions governing ignition delay time or chemical induction period combustion can be broken

down into four categories:

1. Chain-initiating reactions: fuel is decomposed, usually by uni-molecular decompo-

sition (pyrolysis at high temperatures and Rk+0,—~R+HO, reaction at lower

temperatures
2. Chain-propagation reactions: keep the radicals concentration constant.

3. Chain-branching reactions: increase the radical pool where intermediate species are

formed and radicals (reactive species with an unpaired electron) are released.

4. Chain-terminating reactions: decrease the radical pool where the final stable prod-

ucts such as #D and CQ are formed.

The pyrolysis and oxidation mechanism of ethanol and 1-propanol are very similar to those
for hydrocarbon fuels. The development of a complete set of primary propagation reactions
of fuel ethanol has been under studied and defined by Frassildh{2010) with a few new
kinetics parameters for reactions involving bonds Hratoms near to the OH group. This
kinetic model consists of 1416 reactions involving 80 species. Another kinetics mechanism

developed by C3 NUIG researchers called Aramco mechanism (courtesy of C3, NUIG and
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still underdevelopment and yet to be published) is also applied for comparison purposes and
it consists of 1542 reactions with 253 species. A kinetic mechanism of methanol and ethanol
by Frassoldatet al (2010) is reasonably well-known and has been revised recently by nu-
merous authors. According to them, the mechanism is evolving from the initiation reactions
where the activation energy equal to the bond energy by assumption of a referguneeciye
factor, to the metathesis reactions to define the reactivity of the H atoms in hydroxyl position
and theH atoms in o position. Decomposition reactions of the corresponding alkoxy and par-

ent radicals from alcohols fuels and finally the class of the four-centre molecular dehydration

reactions are required to complete the kinetics mechanism of fuel ethanol and 1-propanol.

For 1-propanol fuel, a mechanisms developed by Joheisah(2009) has been utilised in
this study. The model consists of 1415 reactions involving 237 spddiesl1-propanol
mechanism was developed based on the hierarchical structure of chemical kinete mech
nisms and uses the updategtd@emistry (Bourquest al. (2008) and Johnsoet al. (2009))
for the baseline chemistry, with the propanol isomer sub mechanisms added. These sub
mechanisms were systematically generated considering (i) unimolecular fuel decomposition
reactions, (ii) hydrogen atom abstraction reactions, andpg(sgission reactions associated

with the alkyl/alkoxy radicals generated from the parent fuel.

Figure 6.2 Alcohol oxidation pathway (Adopted from Nortenal, (1991)).

6.4 Sensitivity Analysis

A sensitivity analysis was performed on the kinetic model to explicate the important chan-
nels of reaction for alcohols under these rapid compression machine conditions. The sensitiv-
ity analysis was employed by multiplying the forward and reverse rate constants dfcareac

or reaction class by a factor of two thereby leaving the thermo chemistry or thermodynamic
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equilibrium constant within the chemical reaction unaffected and noting the effect on the
computed ignition delay time (Marinov (1997)). The sensitivity coefficignt defined as:

51
L) 62

104 (55)
wherer; is equal to the multiplication @& by a factor of 2Zandz; is equal to the division of
A by a factor of 2. Thus, a positive sensitivity coefficient represents a longer ignition time,
indicating that this reaction impedes reactivity and a negative coefficient indicates a shorte

ignition time, indicating that this reaction promotes reactivity.

Two mechanisms have been applied for the sensitivity analysis for ethanol. The evaluation
of the most sensitive reactions has been realized by Aramco mechanism and by Frassoldati

al. Meanwhile, the 1-propanol mechanism is realized by Johetsainmechanism.

6.5 Pressure Profile Measurements

Figure 6.3 shows the major feature of the RCM, namely the ability to vary compressed
temperature at constant compressed pressure. As seen in Figures 6.3, 6.4 and 6.5 the ignition
delay times of fuel ethanol, 1-propanol and ethanol/water decreases monotonicalty-as co
pressed temperature increases, indicating that these experiments are not in the negative te
perature coefficient (NTC) region (all experiments were carried out at stoichiometrie cond
tion). It is also obvious from these figures that two-stage ignition did not occur. These pre
sure profiles represent the most significant pressure profile over various experintents pe
formed at one condition. The reproducibility is within £ 10% in terms of ignition delag tim

measurement.
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Figure 6.3: Experimental pressure profile measured in the RCM of Ethanol at allaemper

tures; R=30.0 bar, ¢=1.0.
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Figure 6.4: Experimental pressure profile measured in the RCM of 1-propanol at allatemper

tures; R=30.0 bar, ¢=1.0.
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Figure 6.5: Experimental pressure profile measured in the RCM of Ethanol (70% vol)/water

(30% vol) mixture at all temperatures=P8.0 bar, ¢=1.0.

Figure 6.6 illustrates the comparison of measured pressure profile between ethanol, 1-

propanol and ethanol/water fuels at initial temperalure 368 K. The results reveal that the

addition of water to ethanol promotes the increase in reactivity; i.e. shorter ignition delay

times. The trend could also be seen at other different temperatures. The heat release during

the combustion process is significantly reduced to less than half with water additioa-to eth

nol and it is apparently caused by the decreased ethanol concentration and energy absorption

by water.
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Figure 6.6: Comparison of experimental pressure profile measured in RCM of Ethanol and 1-
propanol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture at temperatyre368 K; R=1.0

bar, ¢=1.0.

Figure 6.7 shows more detailed the comparison between calculated pressure profiles of
ethanol and 1-propanol by using the two different mechanisms. It is clearly shown that heav-
ier alcohol, 1-propanol is more reactive (shorter ignition delay time) than ethanol. This find-
ing is in agreement with the experimental results. Meanwhile the comparison between calcu-
lated pressure profiles for ethanol and ethanol/water mixture has been observed in Figure
6.8(see alséd\ppendix D. Both mechanisms predict longer ignition delay time (less reactive)

of ethanol ignition with addition of water.
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Figure 6.7: Comparison of calculated pressure profile of Ethanol and 1-propanol ms«¢ture u
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349 and 378 K; P1.0 bar, ¢=1.0.
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Figure 6.8: Comparison of calculated pressure profile of Ethanol and Ethanol (70%
vol)/water (30% vol) mixture using model of Frassol@atl. and Aramco at temperatures

Ti= (a) 349 K and (b) 393 Ki= 1.0 bar; o= 1.0.

6.6 Ignition Delay Time, T Measurements

To further explain the definition and correlation of ignition delay time, an Arrhenius plot
has been plot for all alcohols autoignition. Figure 6.9 shows the comparison of experimental
autoignition delay times between ethanol, 1-propanol and mixture ethanol/water. Note that
the ignition delay time for all fuels varies linearly with reciprocal temperature and hence e
hibits Arrhenius behaviour. The ignition delay time of ethanol is observed to be longer in
magnitude than 1-propanol. Therefore it shows that the higher molecular weight alcohol, 1-
propanol is more reactive. As mentioned by Cooke et al. (1971) who investigated the ignition

delay measurements of shock-heated ethanol-oxygen in argon mixes, on comparison of rea
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tivity between different molecular weight alcohols, have shown that ethanol is more reactive
than methanol. In the meantime, the addition of water in ethanol appears to decrease the
overall ignition delay time. The existence of water in ethanol/water mixture also shows an

extended reactivity.

Experimental
A A ACHOH
® ® OcHOH
10~'m m mCcHOoHH,0 LA

v [
E [
P —
o
E r
-
> L
o
o
(m]
c
S 10
.= —
= F
9 -

1 I 1 I 1 I 1 I 1

11.2 11.6 12 12.4 12.8 13.2

10000/T, (K™
Figure 6.9: Experimental ignition delay timef Ethanol, 1-propanol and Ethanol (70%
vol)/water (30% vol) fuels at all temperaturess=®4-35 bar, =1.0. Lines are linear square

fits to the data.

Figure 6.10 shows the comparison of experimental and model predicted ignition delay time
of ethanol and 1-propanol fuels. For ethanol, the model by Frassetiddtis observed to be
in a good agreement with the experimental data. However there is a disturbing lacleef agre

ment with the model under-predicting the reactivity of 1-propanol fuel.
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Figure 6.10: Experimental (symbols) and model predictions (lines) ignition delay tifne

Ethanol and 1-propanol fuels at all temperaturgs34#35 bar, ¢=1.0.

Meanwhile, Figure 6.11 illustrates the comparison between the experimental results and
model prediction of both Frassolda al. and Aramco mechanisms of ethanol/water fuel
mixture. Both models emerge to be in a good agreement with ethanol experimental results.
However for the ethanol/water mixture, the Frassoldafil. model shows increase of ign
tion delay time as water is added in ethanol or in the other word, reduction in reactivity,
whereas the experimental data shows otherwise. On the other hand, model prediction by
Aramco mechanism shows the increase of reactivity as water is added in ethanol, with an
over prediction of the model to the experimental data. The Aramco modelling simulations
predict that at higher compressed temperafiere 830 K approximately, the water addition
to ethanol oxidation produces an increased in reactivity, which is in an agreement with the

experimental results. However, at lower compressed temperbtuxe830 K the opposite
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occurs, i.e. reduced reactivity is observed and ignition delay prolongs. Unfortunately, in order
to avoid condensation of water before the test run, the initial temperature is higher than 373
K, therefore our experiments on ethanol/water mixture could not be carried out at these lower
compressed temperatures and therefore no definite conclusions could be made at these lower

temperatures.
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Figure 6.11: Experimental (symbols) and model predictions (lines) ignition delay time
Ethanol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) fuels at all temperatwe3485 bar,

¢=1.0.
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6.7 Sensitivity Analysis Results

A sensitivity analysis study was conducted for the purposes of determining the mast impo
tant reactions which strongly influence the overall rate of ethanol oxidation. Hydroger pero
ide radical and fuel dehydrogenation reactions control ignition delay time of ethanol and
ethanol/water mixtures. Figures 6aléhd 6.12b show the most sensitive reactions for ethanol
and ethanol/water mixtures sensitivity analysis by Frassodtlatl mechanism at temper

tures of 790 and 860 K. At all temperatures, the systems are sensitive to these reactions:

HO, + C,HsOH — H,0, + 0.33C,H,0H + 0.67CH;CHOH (R2)
0, + C;CHO & HO, + CH,CO (R3)

HO, + HO, & H,0, + 0, (R4)

OH + OH(+M) & H,0, (R5)

Meanwhile, Figures 6.E3and 6.13b show the most sensitive reactions from the sensitivity
analysis of ethanol and ethanol/water mixtures by Aramco mechanism at temperatures of 790
and 860 K. At all temperatures (also showippendix B, the systems are sensitive to these

reactions:

C,HsOH + HO, & SC,H,0H + H,0, (R6)
H,0,(+M) & OH + OH(+M) (R7)
HO, + HO, & H,0, + 0, (R8)
C,HsOH + HO, & PC,H,0H + H,0, (R9)
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CH;CHO + HO, & CH5CO + H,0, (R10)

The sensitivity analysis by Aramco mechanism show that the reactions that goveyn the i
nition delay time of both ethanol and ethanol/water mixtures are similar with Frassbldati

al. mechanism, i.e. the hydrogen peroxide and hydroperoxyl radicals.

Frassoldati Mechanism
P.=35 bar; T.=790 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
oh+c2h5oh=>h20
ch3oo+ch3oo=>02+ch3o+ch3o
ch3oo+ch3=>ch3o+ch3o
ch3oo+c2hboh=>ch3o0oh
oh+oh(+m)<=>h202(+m)
o2+ch3cho<=>ho2+ch3co
ho2+c2h5oh=>h202+.33c2h40h+.67¢ch..

EEthanol M Ethanol+H20 06 04 02 0 0.2 0.4
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Frassoldati Mechanism
P.=35 bar; T.=860 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
oh+c2h5oh=>h2o0
ch3oo+ch3=>ch3o+ch3o
ch3+c2h5oh=>ch4
oh+c2h5oh=>h2o0
o2+ch3cho<=>ho2+ch3co
oh+oh(+m)<=>h202(+m)
ho2+c2hboh=>h202+.33c2h4oh+.67ch..

mEthanol ®Ethanol+H20 | 0.6 0.4 02 0 0.2 0.4

(b)
Figure 6.12Evaluation of the most sensitive reactions with the Frassoldati mechanism of
ethanol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture at 35 bar gn@a) 790 K and (b)

860 K.

Aramco Mechanism
P.=35 bar; T.=790 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
c2hb5oh+oh<=>scZh4oh+h2o
ch3o2+ho2<=>ch3o2h+02
c2h5oh+ho2<=>pc2h4oh+h202
ch3chotho2<=>ch3co+h202
h202(+m)<=>oh+oh(+m)
c2h5oh+ho2<=>sc2h4oh+h202

0.6 0.4 0.2 0 0.2 0.4
mEthanol ® Ethanol+H20 | o
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Aramco Mechanism
P.=35 bar; T.=860 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
c2h5o0h+oh<=>sc2h4oh+h2o0
ch3o2+ho2<=>ch3o02h+o02
ch3chot+ho2<=>ch3co+h202
c2hb5oh+ho2<=>pc2h4oh+h202
h202(+m)<=>oh+oh(+m)
c2h5oh+ho2<=>sc2h4oh+h202

m Ethanol lEthano|+H20| 0.6 0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4

(b)

Figure 6.13: Evaluation of the most sensitive reactions with the Aramco mechanisia-of eth

nol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture at 35 bar apdd) 790K and

(b) 860 K.

In order to explain the effect of water addition to ethanol oxidation process, the sensitivity
analysis results by Aramco mechanism have been separately plotted for both ethanol and
ethanol/water mixtures. As seen previously in Figures 6.11 where the comparison between
experimental and model predicted ignition delay times has been carried out, Frassaldati
mechanism do not exactly capture the effect of water addition to ethanol oxidation process.
Figure 6.14 shows the most sensitive reactions at compressed temperature of 8604« for eth
nol and ethanol/water respectively. As shown in previous Figure 6.13, both ethanolaand eth
nol/water oxidation are dominated by the similar reactions. However, the results de- not d
finitively explain the increase of reactivity due to water addition to ethanol oxidation. As we
compare between these Figures 6.4dd 6.14b, one reaction that might be the reason of in-

crease reactivity in ethanol/water oxidation is;
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H,0,(+H,0) & OH + OH(+H,0) (R11)

Aramco Mechanism
P.=35bar; T.=860 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
c2h5o0h+oh<=>scZh4oh+h20o
ch302+ho2<=>ch302h+02
ch3cho+ho2<=>ch3co+h202 Increase Reactivity
c2h5oh+ho2<=>pcZhdoh+h202
h2o02(+m)<=>oh+oh(+m)
c2h5o0h+ho2<=>sc2h4oh+h202

\..
Cal

Reduce Reactivity

0.6 -04 -02 0 02 04 06
m Ethanol o

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
c2h5oh+oh<=>scZh4oh+h20o
ch3o02+ho2<=>ch302h+02
h202(+h2o)<=>oh+oh(+h20) Increase Reactivity
ch3cho+ho2<=>ch3co+h202 -—
cZh5oh+ho2<=>pcZh4oh+h202
h202(+m)<=>oh+oh(+m)
c2hb5oh+ho2<=>sc2h4oh+h202

~
C

Reduce Reactivity

06 -04 -02 0 0.2 0.4 0.6
m Ethanol+H20 o

(b)
Figure 6.14: Evaluation of the most sensitive reactions with the Aramco mechanism-of Eth

nol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture gt B5 bar and & 860 K.
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These sensitivity results for 1-propanol by Johnsioal. mechanism indicate, as should be
expected, that lower hydrocarbon and hydrogen chemistry are very important at the exper
mental conditions; initial fuel decomposition and a few succeeding steps are the miest sens
tive fuel chemistry seen here. Figure 6shiows the fifteen most sensitive reactions from the
860 K case, along with the sensitivity of the same reactions at 790 K, 800 K and 830 K. Key
radicals such as O, H, OH, HGnd HO, are important in ignition processes of hydrocarbon
fuels as indicated by Westbrook (2000herefore, it is not unexpected to see numerous rea
tions among those radicals in the results. The other reactions, however involve theeitial d
composition of the fuel. At low temperature, the system is clearly most sensitive to reactions

which involve the radicals such as methylperoxy (R12), hydroper&d8)(and hydroxyl

(R14):
nCsH,0H + CH30, & CsHgOH — 1+ C30,H (R12)
nCsH,0H + HO, & C3H,OH — 1 + H,0, (R13)
nCsH,0H + OH & C3H,OH — 1+ H,0 (R14)

These reactions are hydrogen abstraction from n-propanol @ LCH O, and HO to form
the a-hydroxypropylene radical corresponding to removak-6f atom from the €&-H bond
which is the weakest bond due to the electron withdrawing effect of the neighboyring h
droxyl group. At low temperaturesj-abstraction from the fuel plays a major role in the
combustion process especially on higher molecular weight alcohols such as propanol and bu-
tanol. Zhang and Boehman (2010) and Wedkeal, (2011) on n-butanol ignition study,
showed thaH-abstraction was also the most sensitive reaction occurred with formation of a-
hydroxybutyl radical. By increasing the temperature, the sensitivity of the system to ¢this rea

tion (R12) is increased. However, for reactidilB), the sensitivity of the system to thisecea
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tion decreases as the temperature increased. As Norton and Dryer (1991) discovened, the la

ger the alcohol the more it will behave like an alkane where hydrogenation will dominate.

1-propanol
Johnson ef al. Mechanism
P =35 bar

NC3H70H+0OH<=>C3H6OH-3+H20
H202+02<=>HO2+HO2
CH302+HO2<=>CH302H+02

CH302+CH302<=>02+CH30+CH30
H202+02<=>H02+H02
H202(+M)<=>OH+OH(+M)

Increase Reactivity

_—
Reduce Reactivity

CH302H<=>CH30+0H
NC3H70H+OH<=>C3H6CH-1+H20
NC3H70H+HO2<=>C3H6OH-1+H202
NC3H70OH+CH302<=>C3HB0H-1+CH302H

—
'—
[

-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0.2 0.4 0.6

Qo

mJc =860 K Tc=830K mJc=800K mlc=790K

Figure 6.15: Evaluation of the most sensitive reactions with the Johnson mechanism of 1-

propanol at P= 35 bar and at all temperatures.

6.8 Conclusions

In this rapid compression machine (RCM) study, ignition delays of ethanol, 1-propanol and
ethanol/water mixture are measured at tovintermediate temperatures and at elevated-pre
sure. Particularly, the compressed temperature conditions=of90— 860 K are studied at
compressed pressure of=P30 bar. Results show that heavier weight alcohol, 1-propanol
have shorter ignition delay time than ethanol. This result complied with their respdetive a
kanes with the same carbon atom. Water addition to ethanol resulted in increase of reactivity
of ethanol/water mixture. The ignition delay time of ethanol/water become shorter and the
heat release during ignition is obviously reduced. The heat release produced during-combu

tion process is reduced might be due to the lower ethanol concentration and energy absorp-
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tion by water. Simulated ignition delay times computed using two different reactioramech
nism available for ethanol (Frassoldettial. and Aramco), and one reaction mechanism for 1-
propanol (Johnsoet al) are carried out for comparison with experimental ignition delay
times. For ethanol fuel, the model by Frassoldatl is observed to be in a good agreement
with the experimental data. However, the model by Aramco slightly over-predictx-the e
perimental ignition delay of ethanol. Meanwhile, there is a lack agreement with the model of
Johnsonet al. under-predicting the actual reactivity of 1-propanol fuel. For ethanol/water
mixture, at the compressed temperature range studied, the increased in reactivity is captured
by the Aramco mechanism as water is added to ethanol. The Frassbldatmechanism

seem to predict that the water addition to ethanol reduce the reactivity in ethanol ignition.
Sensitivity analyses are carried out to determine the most important reactions that govern the
overall rate of alcohols oxidation and ignition. For ethanol, both mechanisms show similarity
in terms of reactions that administer the ignition delay time. The sensitivity analysisaen eth

nol/water by Aramco mechanism also shows that one reaction;
H,0,(+H,0) < OH + OH(+H,0)

might be accountable for the reactivity increase observed in the system. For 1-prgpanol u
ing Johnsoret al. mechanism, the system is clearly most sensitive to reactions of hydrogen

abstraction which involve the radicals such as metylperoxy and hydroperoxyl.
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7 CONCLUSIONS

7.1 Conclusions

A detailed depiction of the vaporization of an isolated droplet has been carried out in this
experimental study aimed at investigating ethanol and another aliphatic alcohol, 1-propanol.
The characterization of the vaporization phenomenon is necessary for this liquid feel to d
velop efficient design of injection systems for propulsion and power generation. Particularly,
the vaporization rates and their dependency on temperature, important features for modeling
and design, are explored for both ethanol and 1-propanol at intermediate to highatemper
tures. The experimental set-up consists of a pressure chamber in which the furnace, the drop-
let formation, the droplet support and motion devices are located. The quasi-steady theory has
been employed to evaluate and to explicate the experimental results. The present merk exa
ined the vaporization characteristics anddhéaw behaviour at high ambient temperature of
1-propanol and anhydrous ethanol droplets. The cross-fiber technique utilized has minimized
the effect of heat transfer from the fiber to the droplet via conduction and it egpeare-
serve the spherical shape of the droplet throughout the vaporization process, even in normal
gravity. The effect of various ambient temperatures on the vaporization of 1-propanol drop-
lets shows that at various temperatures,dhkaw holds quite steadily and the quasi-steady
behaviour is preserved. In cases of anhydrous ethanol and ethanol (95%), there are apparent
deviations from thef® law, where two quasi-steady periods are observed through the droplet
lifetime, clearly showing that the vaporization of an ethanol droplet is accompanied by the
simultaneous condensation of water vapour on the droplet surface. The comparison between
the calculation of both the experimental vaporization rate of anhydrous etaantK; ex-
tracted from thef® curve, and their corresponding theoretical values permits us to verify that
the first and second linear quasi-steady parts are corresponding to the vaporization of ethanol
and water, respectively. The results also conclusively demonstrate that the 1-propamol vapor
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zation is not affected by the water vapour from the environment, even though it possesses a
miscibility property with water. The time histories of instantaneous vaporizatiorKyate
confirm this stationary aspect of 1-propanol droplets at various ambient temperdtwres.

ever, one can see that the volatility and miscibility properties of ethanol with watenplay i
mense roles in its vaporization process. The presence of water initially dissolved in ethanol
and water gradually condensing on droplet surface changes the droplet vaporization process
by modifying the diffusion transport at the droplet surface. As the temperature and @ncentr
tion at the droplet surface change with time, the expected constant vaporization eate is r

placed by a complex unsteady process.

An effort to associate the effect of ambient relative humidity on the behaviéuraod K
has been accomplished. It clearly demonstrates that the initial vaporizatié imt@ways
constant despite the change of ambient relative humidity. In contrast, the value o&final v
porization rateK; is apparently affected when the ambient relative humidity is changed. The

value ofK; decreases as the ambient relative humidity increased.

The actual effect of droplet initial diamet&yon the ethanol vaporization remains indef
nite due to the fact that ethanol is extremely affected by the ambient humidity. However, an
obvious observation ad, impact can be made on 1-propanol vaporization. Results showed

that the average vaporization rteincreases as the droplet initial diameigincreased.

In experiments of different initial water content in ethanol, as expected¢adlsb-quasi-
steady’ period for ethanol in all cases occurs two times throughout the droplet lifetime. The
deviation of the curve from the linearity of tb&law becomes more prominent with the in-
crease of initial water content and instead the values of the first linear partddfcatives

remain unchanged. The droplet lifetime is prolonged with increase of ambient relative humid-

ity.
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The study of chemical kinetics through autoignition experiments of ethanol, 1-propanol and
blends of ethanol and water in a rapid compression machine (RCM) have been carried out.
The thermodynamic conditions are set to those relevant in internal combustion engines and
the experiments have been performed in the twin piston at NUIG RCM. The ignition delay
times recorded show a strong temperature dependence and decrease with increase temper
ture. 1-propanol is more reactive than ethanol which results in shorter ignition delay times.
Nonetheless, water addition to ethanol increases the reactivity of the mixture and results in a
shorter ignition delay times than 1-propanol. Ethanol and 1-propanol autoignition pecess r
sults in the same level of peak pressure but water addition to ethanol reduces thepeak pre

sure to less than half due to the absorption by water of the part of the heat released.

Simulated ignition delay times computed using two different mechanisms availalde, Fra
soldati et al. and Aramco show an agreement with ethanol experimental ignition delays.
However, the increase of reactivity due to water addition to ethanol is only captured by
Aramco mechanism. Sensitivity analyses by both mechanisms demomssiatdarity in
terms of reactions that administer the experimental ignition delay time of ethanol and eth
nol/water blend. The sensitivity analysis on ethanol/water by Aramco mechanism also shows
that one reactiortl,0,(+H,0) < OH + OH(+H,0) might be liable for the reactivity in-
crease observed in the system. For 1-propanol using Joehabmechanism, the system is
clearly most sensitive to reactions of hydrogen abstraction which involve the radicals such as

metylperoxy and hydroperoxyl.

7.2 Perspective and future works

As mentioned, there is still much to be investigated before biofuels especially isdlated a

cohols droplet vaporization are fully understood. Future research should focus on a&more d

161



tailed determination of the data which could only be estimated at this time. Improvements
could be made in the experimental design and the experimental scope by including-broade
ing the test temperature, pressure and fluid mixture range. Improvements and modification
could also be carried out on the design of the droplet injector nozzle to adapt to that higher
density fuels such as biodiesel, and heavier molecular weight alcohol such as n-Butanol.
thering the study by including other alcohols and/or alcohols mixtures would lead to an in-
creased generality in the vaporization characterization. Improvement of theoretical modeling
and calculation can be adapted by incorporating the effect of water fraction in alcahols v
porization rate calculation. Some measurements by Infrared (IR) camera will enhance and
verify the important factors such as temperature gradient and internal flow of droplets during
vaporization process. For better understanding and comparison purposes of the pessible b

haviour of alcohols vaporization, modeling aspect need to be established.

In this present study, the kinetic impact of water on ethanol ignition process has been ca
ried out only at single percentage of water addition, i.e. 30 %. For better assessment on the
actual behaviour and to raise the confidence level of existing findings, a wider experimental
swpe of water percentage is required as more data are needed as to improve the existing k

netic mechanisms.
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APPENDIX

A. Experimental apparat@sd procedures

A-1 MUCC (Multi User Combustion Chamber)

1. Description of the under-pressure chamber (Figure A.1)

The main chamber is consists of hitgmperature furnace, three dimensional mo-
torized displacement system of piezo-electric injector, movable frame and other
various related equipment. The cylindrical chamber is made from aluminium alloy
with the furnace made from stainless steel. The furnace is a cylinder with an inner
diameter of 68 mm and 100 mm height. The heating system is by Joule effect. The
furnace is capable of generating temperatures up to 1200 K by the Joule effect and

it is placed in a steel chamber that could be pressurized if required.
2. Programmable Logic Controller (PLC) and temperature operaticgl pan

The panel consists of adjustment and display of the resistance intensity controller,
visualisation of actual temperature in the furnace, visualization of pressure, furnace

ignition controller, selection of thermocouple and lights controller.
3. Droplet ingctor data acquisition Microdrop™ (Figure A.2)

The main command of the control unit, Microdrop™ is the mode of operation but-

ton. It offers a number of modes;

Continuous operation- allows adjustment of the injector. Simultaneously use with

the driver voltage button.
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External trigger- position is engaged when the program is pilot mode. Siswltan

ously used with the driver voltage button.
External block trigger- does not utilized in current experimental works.

Manual trigger- allows the adjustment of point (in case of disturbance of the pos
tion).

Information Management
The information management consists of four main elements:

Motors management that leads to the moving frame (Software utilized is Smart

Move PM™),

High speed camera (Software utilized®imntom™) and acquisitions (Software uti-

lized is Version 544™),
Real-time temperature display and chronogram evolutions.

Data recovery.

"! Oven
Heat ;
Insulation A '
N Piezo
Droplet g Injector
supporting w0,
system
Rectilinear 3D
displacement positionning
system

Figure A.1: A 3D image of main elements of under-pressure chamber
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| Frequency Display
i !

Frequency Potentiome-
ter

Mode of O ti
Driver VOItage

Figure A.2 Droplet injector data acquisition Microdrop™
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A-2 Rapid compression machine experimental procedures

Figure A.3: The RCM operation manifold

Figure A.4: Schematic diagram of NUIG RCM.

RCM pre-firing procedure

1.

Turn air extractor fan on.
Turn pump on, close tap 1 (to atmosphere).

Turn oscilloscope, reaction chamber assembly thermometer and charge amplifier

on.

Confirm vacuum and pressure gauges are on and that the reaction chanther asse

bly is at good vacuum=(10 2 Torr).

Prepare oscilloscope for acquisition by, “File” _ “Recall” _ “Recall Setup Only”.

RCM firing procedure

1.

2.

Following a compression valve 4 should be closed, valves 1, 2, 3 and 5, as well as

the air admittance tap should be open: confirm this is the case.

Open the solenoid valve to allow the depressurised hydraulic fluid to equilibrate

around the entire hydraulic system by depressing the fire button for five seconds.
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3. To withdraw the pistons to the pre-fired position:
a. Close valves 1, 3 and 5 and the air admittance tap.
b. Close pump to manifold by closing tap 4.

c. Evacuate drive chambers by first opening tap 3, then glop&ning valve

1, confirm pistons are withdrawn (visually).
4. To charge hydraulic lock:

a. Close pump to drive chamber by closing tap 3 and apply vacuum te man

fold and reaction chamber assembly by opening taps 4, 5 and 6.
b. Close valves 1 and 2, open air admittance tap.

c. Charge hydraulic pressure slowly to 100 psi (6.9 bar), test seals by opening

valve 4 and continue charging to 450-500 psi (31-34.5 bar).
d. Close hydraulic pressure compressed air cylinder.
5. To apply drive pressure:

a. Open valve 2 and then open valve 1 to bring drive chamber to atmospheric

pressure.

b. With ear defenders on, close valve 2 and open air compressor to fill drive

chamber to drive pressure of 170 psi (11.7 bar).
c. Close air compressor.
6. Close valve 1 and open valve 2, observe discharge.

7. Adjust hydraulic lock pressure to 400 psi (27.6 bar) by very slaplning and

then closing valve 3.



8. Close tap 4 and fill reaction chamber assembly with test gas to dBsibgcdopen-

ing and then closing tap 7 (or tap 10 or tap 11).
9. Close tap 6 to (reaction chamber assembly), close tap 5.
10. Prime oscilloscope by depressing the “Run” button.

11.Record the initial pressurBj, initial temperatureTi, and then open path to hydrau-

lic fluid dump tank by opening valve 5.

12.Fire RCM by depressing the “Fire” button.

RCM post-compression procedure

1. Depress the “Stop” button to place the oscilloscope on standby.
2. Open valve 1 to vent drive pressure.
3. Open tap 4 to evacuate reaction chamber assembly.

4. Determine experimental measurements (compressed preBsyrignition delay

time, r etc.) and save oscilloscope data.
5. Open tap 5 to evacuate manifold.

6. Open valve 3 to vent residual hydraulic pressure.
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B. Property data for theoretical calculations.

Table B-1: Physical properties of all compounds used in this study.

Name Formula Molecular Weight (g/mol) T, (K) T.(K) P, (bar) V. (cnt/mol)

Nitrogen N> 28.013 774 126.2 33.9 89.8
Ethanol C,HsOH 46.069 3514 5139 614 167.1
1-propanol C;H,OH 60.096 370.3 536.8 51.7 219.0
Water H.O 18.015 373.2 647.3 221.2 57.1

Tp = normal boiling point
¢ = critical temperature
P. = critical pressure

V. = critical volume

Table B-2: Constants to calculate the saturated vapour pressure by using equatign of Wa

ner (Equation 4-8).

Name Formula A B C D

Ethanol C,HsOH -8.51838 0.34163 -5.73683 8.32581
1-propanol CzH;OH -8.05594 0.04.25183 -7.51296 6.89004

Water HO  -7.76451 1.45838 -2.77580 -1.23303




Table B-3: Constants to calculate the isobaric heat capacity of the ideal gas by method of

Joback (Equation 4-11) and Lennard-Jones potentials of all compounds used in this study.

Name Formula A B C D o (A) ek (K)

Nitrogen N2 3.115E+1 -1.357E-2 2.680E-5 -1.168E-8 3.798 71.4
Ethanol C,HsOH 9.014E+0 2.141E-1 -8.390E-5 1.373E-9 4.530 362.6
1-propanol CsH,OH 2.470E+0 3.325E-1 -1.855E-4 4.296E-8 4.549 576.7

Water HO  3.224E+1 1.924E-3 1.055E-5 -3.596E-9 2.641 809.1

A, B, C and D = constants to calculate isobaric heat capacity of the ideal gas
o = characteristic length of Lennard-Jones (A)

¢/k = characteristic energy of Lennard-Jones, (K)
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C. Supporting figures for the effects of initial droplet diameter and ambiexnt rel

tive humidity to average vaporization rate.
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Figure C.1: The disparity of initial vaporization réteand final vaporization rate€; of etha-
nol droplets at different values of ambient relative humidity and various initial drople¢-diam
ters; T, = (a) 373 K and (b) 673 K. The values of ambient relative humidity (in %) are shown

at eachK; value.
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Figure C.2: The disparity of average vaporization rate of 1-propanol droplets at various initial

droplet diameters; J= (a) 423 K and (b) 573 K.
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D. Supporting figures for experimental and simulated pressure profile.
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Figure D.1: Comparison of experimental pressure profile measured in RCM of Ethanol and 1-
propanol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture at temperatyre&) 349 K and

(b) 358 K; R=1.0 bar, ¢=1.0.
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E. Tabulated ignition delay times

Table E-1: Experimental ignition delay times of ethanol at various compresseddaemper

ture T;; Pe= 3435 bar; o= 1.0.

P (mbar) T,(K) P.(bar) T.(K) 10000/ (K™ 1, (dP/dt) max (ms)

1000 347.82 35.44 815 12.27 24.6
979  348.77 34.70 817 12.24 35.2
957  348.96 34.19 818 12.22 30.7
980 348.71 34.90 Non Reactive
953 340.00 33.74 799 12.52 92.5
952 339.74 3474 804 12.44 82.3
969 339.35 34.64 799 12.52 79.8
959  339.46 34.52 Non Reactive
970  358.36 34.64 837 11.95 16.6
969 358.64 34.60 837 11.95 18.6
968  358.36 34.66 837 11.95 17.6
967 358.26 34.75 Non Reactive
980 367.32 35.19 855 11.70 9.0
959  367.66 34.22 855 11.70 9.0
958 367.70 34.94 Non Reactive
955 377.68 34.28 875 11.43 4.6
954 377.74 3440 876 11.42 5.2
957 377.75 34.45 Non Reactive
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Table E-2: Experimental ignition delay times of 1-Propanol at various compressed te

perature T, P.= 3435 bar; ¢= 1.0.

P (mbar) T:(K) P(bar) T.(K) 10000/Tc (K? r, (dP/dt) max (ms)

963 33941 34.79 798 12.53 61

956  339.44 33.65 794 12.59 64.5

978  339.42 3490 796 12.56 59

968 339.24 34.12 Non Reactive
971 329.80 34.44 776 12.89 153

972 329.08 33.71 771 12.97 174

977 328.01 3528 775 12.90 150.4
959 332.01 34.74 Non Reactive
973 349.61 34.44 815 12.27 30

960  349.06 34.29 813 12.30 30.4

974 348.95 34.30 813 12.30 30

968 348.73 34.05 Non Reactive
971 358.54 3469 834 11.99 15.2

963 358.58 33.84 831 12.03 15.6

976 358.54 3492 834 11.99 154

960 358.60 34.38 Non Reactive
963  368.29 33.68 849 11.78 8.6

965 368.15 34.07 851 11.75 8.2

964 368.07 33.84 849 11.78 8.2

967 368.17 35.07 Non Reactive
973 378.02 3453 871 11.48 4.2

962 377.89 34.04 870 11.49 4.2

961 37791 34.04 870 11.49 3.9

964 377.85 34.36 Non Reactive




Table E-3: Experimental ignition delay times of Ethanol/water at various compressed te

perature T, P.= 3435 bar; ¢=1.0.

P, (mbar) T;(K)

P, (bar) T.(K) 10000/ (K" 1, (dP/dt) max (ms)

970

952

975

968

969

978

966

980

969

968

950

984

349.17

349.12

349.07

349.05

358.52

358.60

357.20

360.31

368.18

368.16

368.19

368.28

34.44

33.49

35.52

32.84

34.68

34.67

34.57

33.24

35.18

34.95

33.73

33.34

816

814

821

836

834

833

858

856

853

12.25

12.29

12.18

11.96

11.99

12.00

11.66

11.68

11.72

21.7

23.2

21.4

Non Reactive

9.6

9.9

10.4

Non Reactive

4.4

4.6

4.65

Non Reactive

Table E-4: Simulated ignition delay times of ethanol by Frassatiati mechanism at

various compressed temperatuge Fi= 30 bar; ¢= 1.0.

P, (mbar) T;(K) P.(bar) T.(K) 10000/Tc (K" 1, (dP/dt) max (ms)

959

980

967

958

958

958

958

340

349

358

368

378

388

393

29.60

30.10

29.90

30.10

30.10

30.10

30.20

776.9

794.1

812.6

834.9

854.2

874.1

884.6

12.87

12.59

12.31

11.98

11.71

11.44

11.30

260.2

94.6

454

20.6

10.4

5.4

3.8
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Table E-5: Simulated ignition delay times of ethanol by Aramco mechanism at various

compressed temperature Tc; Pc= 30 bar; o= 1.0.

P, (mbar) T;(K) P (bar)

T.(K) 10000/% (KY 1, (dP/d) max (ms)

959

980

967

958

958

958

958

340

349

358

368

378

388

393

29.60

30.10

29.90

30.10

30.10

30.10

30.10

776.7

793.8

812

834.2

853.1

872

881.5

12.87

12.6

12.32

11.99

11.72

11.47

11.34

329.6

129.8

65.8

31.0

16.4

9.0

6.6

Table E-6: Simulated ignition delay times of ethanol/water by Frasseldatimecla-

nism at various compressed temperatufé”F 28 bar; ¢= 1.0.

P, (mbar) T;(K) P (bar)

T.(K) 10000/% (KM 1, (dP/dt )max (ms)

968

980

984

984

984

984

984

349

360

368

378

388

393

400

27.9

28.6

28.2

28.2

28.2

28.3

28.3

781.4

804.8

817.4

836.3

855.3

864.9

878.8

12.8

12.43

12.23

11.96

11.69

11.56

11.38

410.6

106.2

50.2

23.4

11.6

8.4

5.2
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Table E-7: Simulated ignition delay times of ethanol/water by Aramco mechanisni- at var

ous compressed temperatuke H= 28 bar; o= 1.0.

P, (mbar) T;(K) P (bar)

T.(K) 10000/% (Kh 1, (dP/dt) max (ms)

968

980

984

984

984

984

984

349

360

368

378

388

393

400

27.9

28.6

28.2

28.2

28.2

28.2

28.2

781.2

804.5

817

835.7

854.3

863.5

876.5

12.8

12.43

12.24

11.97

11.71

11.58

11.41

346.4

110.2

55.0

26.8

14.0

10.2

6.6

Table E-8: Simulated ignition delay times of 1-propanol by Johasahmechanism at

various compressed temperatuge Fi= 30 bar; ¢= 1.0.

P, (mbar) T;(K) P (bar)

T.(K) 10000/% (Kh 1, (dP/dt) max (ms)

959

968

968

960

967

964

332

340

349

358

368

378

29.8

29.4

29.3

29.6

30.2

29.6

760.3

771.3

789.1

810

830.6

848.1

13.15

12.97

12.67

12.35

12.04

11.79

111.6

55.8

29.2

15.6

9.0

52
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F. Supporting figures fosensitivity analysis.

Frassoldati Mechanism
Pc=35 bar; T;=800 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
oh+c2h50h=>h20
ch3oo0+ch300=>02+ch30+ch30
ch3oo+ch3=>ch3o+ch3o0
ch3o0o0+ho2=>02+ch20+h20
ch3+c2h50h=>ch4
oh+ch2o0=>h20
02+ch3o0=>ho2+ch20
oh+h202=>h20
ch3oo0+ho2<=>ch3ooh+02
ch3oo+ch3cho=>ch3ooh
ho2+ch3cho=>h202
02+c2h50h=>ho2
oh+c2h50h=>h20
ho2+c2h50h=>h202
oh+c2h50h=>h20
ch3oo+c2h50h=>ch3o00h

=

=

=

|

—

—

—_—
oh+oh(+m)<=>h202(+m)

02+ch3cho<=>ho2+ch3co E
ho2+c2h50h=>h202+.33c2h40oh+.67ch3choh

-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4

M Ethanol

M Ethanol+H20

(@)

Frassoldati Mechanism
P.=35 bar; T¢=830 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02 e

—

=

"

¥

T

T

i

b

oh+c2h50h=>h20
ch3oo+ch3=>ch30+ch3o
ch3+c2h50h=>ch4
ch3oo+ch300=>02+ch30+ch30
oh+ch20=>h20
oh+h202=>h20
oh+c2h4(+m)<=>c2h4oh(+m)
ch3o00+ho2=>02+ch20+h20
ch3oo+c2h50h=>ch300h
ho2+ch3cho=>h202
02+c2h50h=>ho2 M Ethanol+H20
oh+c2h50h=>h20
ho2+c2h50h=>h202
ch3o00+c2h50h=>ch300h
oh+c2h50h=>h20
oh+oh(+m)<=>h202(+m)
02+ch3cho<=>ho2+ch3co
ho2+c2h50h=>h202+.33c2h40h+.67ch3choh

M Ethanol

(b)

Figure F.1: Evaluation of the most sensitive reactions with the Frassldatimechanism
of ethanol and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture at 35 bar gh@a) 800 K and

(b) 830 K.
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Aramco Mechanism
P=35 bar; T,=800 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
c2h50h+oh<=>sc2h4oh+h20
ch302+ho2<=>ch302h+02
ch3co(+m)<=>ch3+co(+m)
ch302+ch3<=>ch3o0+ch30
ch302+ch302=>02+ch30+ch30
h202+0oh<=>h20+ho2
c2h50h+ch302<=>sc2h4oh+ch302h
ch3o02h<=>ch3o0+oh M Ethanol+H20
c2h50h+02<=>sc2h4oh+ho2
ch302+ch3cho<=>ch302h+ch3co
c2h50h+oh<=>c2h50+h20
c2h50h+ho2<=>pc2h4oh+h202
ch3cho+ho2<=>ch3co+h202
h202(+m)<=>oh+oh(+m)
c2h50h+ho2<=>sc2h4oh+h202

M Ethanol

(@)

Aramco Mechanism
P:=35 bar; T;=830 K

ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
ho2+ho2<=>h202+02
c2h50h+oh<=>sc2h4oh+h20
ch302+ho2<=>ch302h+02
ch3co(+m)<=>ch3+co(+m)
ch4+ho2<=>ch3+h202
ch302+ch3<=>ch3o0+ch30
c2h50h+ch3<=>sc2h4oh+ch4
ch3cho+oh<=>ch3co+h2o0
c2h50h+ch302<=>sc2h4oh+ch302h
ch302+ch3cho<=>ch302h+ch3co
c2h50h+02<=>sc2h4oh+ho2
c2h50h+oh<=>c2h50+h20
ch3cho+ho2<=>ch3co+h202
c2h50h+ho2<=>pc2h4oh+h202
h202(+m)<=>o0h+oh(+m)
c2h50h+ho2<=>sc2h4oh+h202

M Ethanol

M Ethanol+H20

(b)

Figure F.2: Evaluation of the most sensitive reactions with the Aramco mechanism of ethanol

and Ethanol (70% vol)/water (30% vol) mixture at 35 bar asd(@) 800 K and (b) 830 K.
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