
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0016236122036183
[bookmark: _GoBack]
[image: ]
image1.png
1D Descrbe this tem | Collections = X | [ Kendasomy, Sabariswaran - Autt. X [, Assessmentsof the pover prod. x|\ + JGGG—G— . =)
,

< G & sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0016236122036183 cawgex 0@ :
Puchase PO
ide preview 2
prier Fuel LU
Jro, S ——
Inroducton

Section snppets

Assessments of the power production, energy
consumption and emission comparison of
hydrogen feed vehicles
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Abstract

“The use of second-generation biodiesel has been increasing switly in the place of
etroleum fuels. This paper explains the influence of chicken waste on a direct njection
diesel engine performance, combustion and emission characteristcs. The combination of
hydrogen and biodiesel derived from waste chicken fat were examined across various.
engine speeds such as 1000rpm. 15007pm, 2000rpm, 2500rpm and 3000rpm. The
hydrogen is a green and efficient fuel that was mixed with the biodiesel at thelevel of 5
liter per minute. The tested biodiesel blends were C0 (Diesel 100%), C15 (Chicken fat
biodiesel 15%+pure diesel 85%), C30 (Chicken fat biodiesel 30%+pure diesel 70%), CHS
(Diesel+5 LPM Hydrogen), C15HS (Chicken fat biodiesel 15%+pure diesel 85% SLPM). and
(CF30HS (Chicken fat biodiesel 30%+pure diesel 70%+ SLPM Hydrogen) The resulis proved
that the hydrogen enriched biodiesel improved the performance in terms of brake.





