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Abstract

:

Bioethanol has great potential to reduce emissions from transportation while improving energy security and developing the economy. Bioethanol has a higher octane-number and a higher enthalpy of vaporisation than gasoline (resulting in charge cooling)—properties that have been used to extend knocking limits. Therefore, bioethanol can be used to substitute gasoline in automotive engine applications. The characteristics of bioethanol spray, such as hydrous bioethanol fuel which consists of 93% bioethanol and 7% water, were investigated under various temperature conditions from sub-zero (−15 °C) to room temperature (17 °C) by means of high-speed direct photography and laser Mie scattering techniques without any seeding materials. The experimental results show that the spray patterns are not significantly changed. In the case of the sub-zero temperature condition, the spray tip penetration decreases while the spray angle keeps almost constant once the spray becomes fully developed. The results show that scaling of the spray tip penetration rate achieves a reasonable collapse of the experimental results. The normalised droplet diameter was also obtained and shows that larger droplets are formed at the sub-zero temperature condition.
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1. Introduction


The increasing demand for energy, limited energy supply, and stringent pollution regulations promotes research on alternative fuels [1,2]. Bioethanol is a clear, colourless liquid that can be made from a variety of sources, including sugar cane and maize. Bioethanol has been identified as having the potential to improve environmental outcomes when used to replace conventional gasoline in automotive engines. Bioethanol also has anti-knock characteristics and plays a role in the reduction of CO and unburned hydrocarbon (HC) emissions in certain cases [3,4,5,6].



Since bioethanol is produced from renewable plant resources, there is no problem of depletion of energy resources. In terms of the life cycle analysis from cultivation of bio crops to the production of bioethanol and vehicle use, the carbon dioxide emitted from vehicles is recovered through photosynthesis in the process of growing bio crops; therefore, its net emission is very small. Bioethanol also presents benefits in terms of local energy security and economic benefit for the agricultural sector [7,8,9,10,11].



Although ethanol is synthesized from ethylene, bioethanol is produced from starch-based materials, such as corn or cassava; sugar-based materials, such as sugar cane or sugar beets; and lignocellulosic materials, such as wood or agricultural waste. Starch-based and carbohydrate-based bioethanol can be easily produced; however, the amount of resources is limited, and the price is high. Therefore, a process for producing bioethanol from the lignocellulosic system, which is abundant and inexpensive, is being researched and developed [12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22].



The main properties of bioethanol are compared with gasoline in Table 1 [6,23,24]. This table shows that bioethanol has some interesting properties as a fuel for automotive engines. A summary of the properties of bioethanol follows [25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32]:




	
A high-octane number, which induces a strong resistance to knock and, consequently, the ability to optimize the engine (compression ratio and spark-advance, in particular);



	
A density similar to gasoline’s;



	
The presence of oxygen in the formula, which can decrease unburned or partially burned molecule emissions (HC and CO);



	
A high latent heat of vaporization, which enables a “cooling effect” of air and, consequently, can enhance the engine’s volumetric efficiency.



	
Conversely, some disadvantages must be considered:



	
The oxygen included in the molecule (30%wt) causes an increase in the fuel volumetric consumption;



	
The high latent heat of vaporization may have difficulties in cold conditions, especially cold start;



	
Ethanol combustion in engines produces aldehyde emissions, which can have a negative impact on health;



	
Vapour lock can occur;



	
It degrades some metal materials in the fuel system and swells rubber or synthetic resins;



	
The phase separation of the fuel becomes easy as a small amount is mixed.








Pure ethanol has a moderate volatility. Its high boiling point (78 °C) brings in the difficulties of vaporization in ambient or cold conditions. Moreover, ethanol has a very high latent heat of vaporization (~3 times higher than typical gasoline). This property causes drivability difficulties; the vaporization of ethanol in cold conditions needs a lot of energy and, consequently, induces a cooling effect.



This paper presents an experimental study of bioethanol spray with various ambient temperatures, including sub-zero conditions, using an air-assisted direct fuel injector as a spray-guided injection system in a constant volume chamber (CVC). Ensemble-averaged planar images of the laser light sheet illumination (Mie scattering) from the spray are obtained to measure the penetration length and qualitative droplet diameter with varying ambient temperature. Lamp-illuminated images are also obtained under the same conditions in order to observe the entire spray structure. Finally, a scaling for the penetration is proposed that achieves reasonable clustering in the experimental results.




2. Experiment


Figure 1 shows a photograph of the experimental setup. The CVC itself was formed by boring three perpendicular holes of 90 mm diameter into a single piece of mild steel slab (Figure 1 and Figure 2). Each face of the chamber was then fitted with either windows or blanking flanges. The fuel injector was located in the top flange and was a spray-guided, air-assisted direct injection system. Three windows provide optical access. The back flange has ports to allow for intake and exhaust of chamber gas controlled by a solenoid valve. The time gap between injection events varied depending on experimental conditions, with sensitivity studies of this time gap showing that results did not change significantly when longer time gaps were used. Further information on the CVC and the air-assisted direct injector can be found in the previous research [33].



For these cold spray measurements, the CVC was placed inside a sealed refrigerator unit whose temperature was controllable and maintained at a constant. This allowed the experiments to be performed from room temperature to sub-zero temperatures. In order to avoid water condensation or icing on the outside of the CVC windows, the entire internal volume of the refrigerator was filled with nitrogen gas, and a second set of windows on the outside of the refrigerator was covered with a nitrogen gas blanket. The fuel and air lines to the CVC were coiled within the internal space of the refrigerator such that the residence time of a given fuel or air particle was long enough to establish thermal equilibrium. For the experiments presented in this paper, this was estimated to be approximately 2400 fuel injection events and 90 air injection events.



All CVC experiments used an E93 mixture made by mixing 93% analytical grade ethanol with 7% distilled water, representing Brazilian alcohol without seeding materials. Recent research shows that the addition of a certain amount of seeding material causes a change in the spray shape to some degree [34]. This was also selected in the first instance as the anticipated performance of azeotropic ethanol/water mixtures at sub-zero temperatures is not obvious. The mass of injected fuel is 20 mg/injection, which was measured in a separate experiment. The injection pressures of fuel and air are 800 kPag and 650 kPag, respectively, with the chamber always at atmospheric pressure. The injection pressures of fuel and air were maintained at constant values. The mechanical air injection duration is 3.3 ms, and the mechanical time gap between fuel and air injections is 1 ms. Table 2 shows the experimental conditions in detail.



The laser images presented used Mie scattering from the second harmonic (532 nm) from a Nd:YAG laser (Quantel, TwinsB). The absorption coefficients of ethanol and water at 532 nm are 4.7 × 10−4 and 6.8 × 10−4 cm−1, respectively [35,36]. The attenuation effect, therefore, can be negligible. However, some degree of attenuation observed in this experiment shows a higher intensity on the left-hand side of the spray. These signals were imaged at a right angle to the laser beam using a CCD camera (LaVision, FlowMaster3) with a UV Nikon lens (f/# 4.5). The camera gating is 10 μs and 200 μs for the laser light illumination (Mie scattering) and lamp-illumination experiments, respectively. A narrow 532 nm bandpass filter was used to avoid any interference light in the laser light sheet illumination experiment. The spatial resolution of the imaging is approximately 100 μm in this experiment. All averaged images used 30 instantaneous images and were post-processed.




3. Results


Figure 3 shows ensemble-averaged, lamp-illuminated images of the fuel spray at differing times after injection and at three different temperatures. Qualitatively, the three sets of images are very similar, showing good atomisation of the fuel in all cases. Closer inspection of all images shows no evidence of separation of the ethanol and water due to icing.



The ensemble-averaged, laser light-sheet-illuminated images (Mie scattering) in Figure 4 show results that are consistent with the lamp-illuminated images. The spray tip penetration length was measured directly from these laser light-sheet-illuminated images and obtained by measuring the distance from the injector exit to a specified range of the lower intensity Mie scattering contour in the axial direction. The maximum measured penetration was limited to 60 mm, since the CVC had an internal diameter of 90 mm, and, beyond about 80 mm, penetration wall effects come into play.



3.1. Penetration Depth Estimation


Figure 5 shows the penetration length measured in this way, as a function of time for the different chamber temperatures. There is a general trend of reduced spray penetration with reduced temperature, although this effect is not particularly strong over the range of temperatures studied. It can therefore be said with some confidence that spray atomisation and penetration of this E93 mixture is reasonable over the range of temperatures studied in this paper.



There are several possible causes for the observed temperature dependence of the spray penetration. Previous research [33] demonstrated a scaling that could accommodate changes in isothermal spray penetration due to changes in the chamber and injection pressures.



A non-dimensional penetration rate can be formulated as follows:


  n . d .     p e n e t r a t i o n   r a t e =   p e n e t r a t i o n   t i m e        ρ a    Δ P      



(1)




using the difference between the air injection and chamber pressures (ΔP), the chamber density (ρa), the measured spray penetration, and the mechanical time after the start of injection. Figure 6 shows this non-dimensional penetration rate versus time after injection for all the results obtained, with a collapse to within roughly 5% of a mean value. Further research is ongoing to better understand the effect of temperature on the penetration in conjunction with other parameters (pressure, viscosity, density, etc.).




3.2. Estimation of Average Droplet Size


One of the important parameters in spray research is droplet size. Different kinds of techniques have been developed to measure droplet size such as PDPA (phase Doppler particle analysis), LDPA (laser diffraction particle analysis), and LSD (laser sheet drop-sizing). However, each technique has its own shortcomings. For example, LDPA is not suitable for dense spray measurement because of multiple-diffraction phenomena, and PDPA is used for point measurement. PDPA also suffers errors in the measured mean drop size in dense sprays due to multiple scattering [37,38]. Regarding the LSD technique, it uses the Mie scattering and LIF (laser-induced fluorescence). The signal intensity of LIF, however, depends heavily on pressure and temperature. The planar Mie scattering image was only used in this paper to evaluate quantitative droplet size with some assumptions.



Under the assumptions that (i) the amount of fuel injected is independent of the temperature, which has been evaluated in a separated experiment; (ii) the droplets are all spherical and possess the same volume in a given imaging area; and (iii) the spray was injected without evaporation during injection time, the signal intensity of the Mie scattering is directly proportional to an inverse of the droplet diameter according to:


   n   ∝    d  − 3       S A  ∝   n Δ  d 2  ∝    d  − 1       I  M i e   ∝    S A  ∝    d  − 1     



(2)




where n is the number of droplets, d is the droplet diameter, SA is the surface area of number of droplets, and IMie is the signal intensity of Mie scattering.



Since the droplet diameter varies substantially over the entire spray, a measure of the qualitative overall droplet diameter of the spray at a given instant can be obtained by area averaging according to:


  O v e r a l l   d r o p l e t   d i a . =  1 A    ∫  A   d r o p l e t   d i a .   d A  



(3)




where A is defined as the area with a non-zero droplet diameter and increases with time after the start of injection. The overall droplet diameter with various experimental conditions is then normalised based on the overall droplet diameter at the atmospheric temperature condition and 3.0 ms of time after the start of injection. The effect of the ambient temperature at different times after the start of injection on the overall droplet size is shown in Figure 7. As expected, the droplet size is larger at the sub-zero temperature condition, most likely due to increasing liquid viscosity [39]. At all temperatures, the spray-averaged droplet size varies with time significantly until about 2.0 ms after the start of injection, after which it remains a roughly constant value.





4. Conclusions


Looking at the history of energy transitions, carbon-containing coal was used in the 19th century, and petroleum-based fuel, which is a hydrocarbon fuel containing carbon and hydrogen, became the mainstream in the 20th century.



Air pollutants, such as carbon monoxide, hydrocarbons, nitrogen oxides, etc., emitted from current internal combustion engine vehicles are expected to improve significantly within the next year, according to the continuous reinforcement of vehicle emission standards and fuel quality standards. However, energy and greenhouse gas problems will remain difficult to solve, and, accordingly, biofuels, synthetic fuels, and hydrogen fuels, which are new energy sources that can significantly reduce greenhouse gases, are expected to be actively introduced and used in the near future.



Bioethanol can replace petroleum fuels that occupy the mainstream of automobile fuels by effectively utilizing renewable biomass resources, and it is possible to reduce greenhouse gases because the total life cycle emission of carbon dioxide, a global warming gas, is low. In addition, since the fuel contains oxygen to reduce air pollutants, such as HC and CO, the supply is being expanded in each country to diversify energy sources and to improve the atmospheric environment in response to climate change.



This paper studied the effect of temperature on the behaviour of a bioethanol/water spray from an automotive fuel injector. The spray penetration exhibited some temperature dependence, with the penetration falling as the chamber temperature fell below 0 °C. Nonetheless, a scaling published previously by the group demonstrated good collapse of the spray penetration rate when applied to these results. A normalised and spray-averaged droplet diameter was also examined. This showed that droplet size increased with reduced chamber temperature. Determination of the mechanisms for both of these temperature effects is the topic of ongoing research for another alternative fuels.
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Figure 1. Photograph of the constant volume chamber (CVC) within the refrigeration unit. 
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Figure 2. Schematic showing imaging plane for side illumination and laser images. 
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Figure 3. Ensemble-averaged side-illuminated spray images with different temperatures. 
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Figure 4. Ensemble-averaged images of Mie scattering with different temperatures. 
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Figure 5. Spray penetration length versus time after start of injection for different CVC temperatures. 
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Figure 6. Non-dimensional penetration rate versus time after start of injection for different CVC temperatures. 
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Figure 7. Normalised overall droplet diameter versus time after start of injection for different CVC temperatures. 
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Table 1. Physical properties of ethanol versus gasoline [6,23,24].
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	Property
	Gasoline
	Ethanol





	molecular formula
	~CH1.85
	C2H5OH



	C (% mass)
	~86.6
	52.1



	O (% mass)
	0
	34.7



	density at 20 °C (kg/L)
	~0.74
	0.79



	stoichiometric AFR (:1)
	~14.6
	9.0



	lower heating value (MJ/kg)
	~43.5
	26.8



	flash point (°C)
	≤−40
	14



	CO2 (g/MJ)
	~72.9
	71.3



	boiling point (°C)
	25~200
	78.4



	freezing point (°C)
	
	−114



	latent heat of vaporisation (kJ/kg)
	~300
	855



	research octane number
	91~98
	~110



	ignition temperature (°C)
	~300
	420



	viscosity (mPa s)
	
	1.214 @ 17 °C



	
	
	1.720 @ 0 °C



	
	
	2.419 @ −15 °C



	surface tension (N/m)
	
	0.02239 @ 20 °C
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Table 2. Experimental conditions.
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	Injector
	Air-Assisted Injector





	fuel injection pressure
	800 kPag



	air injection pressure
	650 kPag



	fuel injection quantity
	20 mg/injection



	fuel/air injection delay
	2.5 ms



	air injection duration
	3.3 ms



	ambient temperature
	17, 0 and −15 °C



	chamber pressure
	atmospheric
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