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Introduction Combustion Modeling Validation Engine Emissions
Combustion emissions were found through calibration of a predictive model in GT- EE
Power based on experimental work. B F ' |
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% g 1750 The fuel-injection system has a major part in controlling emissions. Many automobiles
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FIGURE 2: Biodiesel product enthalpy and critical temperature and FIGURE 4: Predicted mass burned in the cylinder. FIGURE 5: Predicted engine efficiencies. g '
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