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Abstract: Spark ignition (SI) engines fueled with kerosene have broad application prospects in
unmanned aviation vehicles. The knock phenomenon of kerosene in SI engines is a huge challenge,
leading to a much lower power output than gasoline engines. In this context, the combustion
characteristics of kerosene blending with hydrogen are analyzed numerically regarding the working
conditions of an SI engine. First, the ignition delay time of a kerosene/hydrogen mixture is estimated
for temperatures of 600–1000 K and pressures of 15–35 bar using the Tay mechanism. The effects
of hydrogen addition are evaluated with a ratio of 0–0.4. The sensitivities of the main reactions
that affect the ignition delay time are discussed. Then, the laminar flame speed is predicted using
the HYCHEM-SK mechanism, and the effects of hydrogen addition on the net reaction rates of the
main reactions are analyzed. The results indicate that the ignition delay time is shortened and the
laminar flame speed is increased as the hydrogen addition ratio rises. Meanwhile, the ignition delay
time decreases except for the NTC range, and the laminar flame speed increases evidently as the
temperature rises. In addition, the ignition delay time decreases obviously as the pressure increases
with a temperature greater than 750 K. However, the laminar flame speed declines at 600 K and 800 K,
while an opposite trend exhibits at 1000 K as the pressure rises. The laminar flame speed increases by
23.85–24.82%, while the ignition delay time only decreases by 4.02–3.59% at 1000 K as the hydrogen
addition ratio rises from 0 to 0.4, which will be beneficial for knock suppression.

Keywords: kerosene; hydrogen addition; premixed combustion; ignition delay time; laminar flame
speed; reaction mechanism

1. Introduction

Unmanned aviation vehicles (UAVs) have been applied widely in civil and military
domains. It is critical to develop a power system with a high power-to-weight ratio, a good
economy, and a long reliability. Spark ignition (SI) engines are a promising option with
apparent advantages. However, conventional SI engines are supplied with gasoline fuel,
which cannot fulfil the rigid requirements of aviation. Kerosene has a low volatility and a
high flash point compared with gasoline and has already been used as standard aviation
fuel [1]. Therefore, it is necessary to investigate the feasibility of kerosene as a fuel of SI
engines, which is useful for not only UAVs but also aviation vehicles in general.

The combustion process inside a high-speed SI engine is very complicated, and dra-
matic oxidation reactions occur in a short time. Numerical simulation [2] and experimental
investigation [3] are often employed to characterize the combustion of various fuels. The
working conditions in SI engines differ greatly from those in gas turbines. Therefore, the
combustion characteristics of kerosene in SI engines need to be explored. Ignition delay
time as a key indicator of premixed combustion is often measured via shock tube [4],
constant volume combustion chamber [5], and rapid compression machine [6]. The mea-
sured data of ignition delay time can be used to construct detailed reaction mechanisms
or provide elementary data for combustion optimization [7,8]. Marek et al. [9] studied
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the ignition delay time of Jet-A with a premixing-pervaporating flame tube under the
conditions of 5.4–25 bar and 550–700 K, showing an inversely proportional relation with
working pressure. Liang et al. [10] measured the ignition delay time of JP3 with a tem-
perature of 820–1500 K and a pressure of 5.5–22 bar via a heated high-pressure shock
tube, which exhibited strong power dependencies on the oxygen concentration and the
pressure, whereas it had a weak power correlation with the fuel concentration. In [11],
the effects of temperature and pressure as well as equivalence ratio on the ignition delay
time of RP-3 kerosene were estimated. The logarithm of the ignition delay time manifested
a linear correlation with the reciprocal of temperature, and a correlation was proposed.
Additionally, Shi et al. [12] found that the ignition delay time was shortened via blending
kerosene with diesel fuel in a compression ignition (CI) engine. Table 1 lists the ranges of
the ignition delay time and the relative operation conditions.

Table 1. Ranges for the ignition delay time and the corresponding operation conditions in the literature.

Fuel Temperature
(K)

Pressure
(bar)

Equivalence
Ratio

Ignition Delay
Time (ms) Ref.

H2/CO 600–1800 15–90 - 0.03–0.21 [5]
DME/H2 655–810 16.9–24.5 0.8–1.6 0.2–70 [6]

Methyl oleate, methyl linoleate 1100–1400 3.5–7 0.6–2.4 0.2–1.3 [7]
Peroxides, esters, polyethers and alcohols 950–1300 - - 2.1–180 [8]

Jet A 550–700 5.4–25 0.3–0.7 15–100 [9]
Chinese RP-3 Kerosene 820–1500 5.5–22 0.5–1.5 0.0202–4.9193 [10]
Chinese RP-3 Kerosene 1100–1600 1–3 0.5–1.5 0.053–1.775 [11]

Diesel/kerosene 653–733 - - 1.1–4.3 [12]

Detailed combustion mechanisms have been developed for kerosene. Xiao et al. [13]
built a detailed mechanism consisting of 109 species and 946 elementary reactions, and the
ignition characteristics of RP-3 kerosene were predicted. Tay et al. analyzed the combustion
process of kerosene in CI engines extensively [14,15]. In [16], a detailed combustion
scheme incorporating 123 species and 586 elementary reactions was designed to simulate
the combustion of a kerosene-diesel mixture. Later, a simplified mechanism containing
48 species and 152 reactions was developed and validated using the data measured in a
constant volume chamber and an optical engine [17]. The effects of fuel injection [18] and
emissions of NO and CO [19] were also investigated.

Laminar flame speed as another important parameter refers to the propagation speed
of the flame front under conditions with a low Reynold number [20]. The measured laminar
flame speed can provide a fundamental reference for turbulent combustion occurring inside
an engine [21]. Recently, many investigations focused on the laminar flame speed [22,23].
Schlieren photography [24] and Bunsen flame method [25,26] are often used to determine
the laminar flame speed. Liu et al. [27] measured the ignition delay time and laminar flame
speed of RP-3 kerosene under the conditions of 1–3 bar and 400–480 K.

Compared with gasoline, the flame speed of kerosene is much slower, causing severe
knock under a very low indicative mean effective pressure. Blending kerosene can improve
the combustion speed. The laminar flame speed increased when blending with ethanol,
and the exhaust temperature decreased [28,29]. On the other hand, hydrogen addition was
employed to enhance the combustion performance of various fuels. Zeng et al. [30] mixed
hydrogen with RP-3 kerosene, and the laminar flame speed was improved as the hydrogen
blending ratio increased. Meng et al. [31] also found that the flame propagation was
shortened evidently via hydrogen addition in a rotatory engine. The laminar flame speed
and Markstein length of mixture n-decane/hydrogen/air were measured by Xu et al. [32]
at the temperature of 470 K and the pressures of 1 and 2 bar. An investigation from
Wang et al. [33] indicated that the flame amplitude increased and the frequency decreased
as the hydrogen addition ascended. The flame stability could be improved although
the flame thickness and curvature were affected [34]. The reason was attributed to the
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increment in concentration gradient of reaction species before the flame front as hydrogen
addition rose, leading to a lower flame temperature [35].

Hydrogen addition not only improves the flame speed and thus alleviates knock phe-
nomenon [36] but also suppresses the formation of soot emission [37,38]. Khanehzar et al. [39]
found that the dilution effect had the most significant effect on the reaction rate of soot
formation/oxidation. Meanwhile, hydrogen addition promoted the formation of OH and
H through elementary reactions [40]. Guo et al. [41] studied the flame characteristics of
methane/hydrogen mixture and discussed the effects on the concentrations of OH and H.

Although there are some investigations about hydrogen addition, few have explored
the premixed combustion of kerosene. In [42], the authors investigated the ignition char-
acteristics of kerosene in an aviation SI engine. In [43], water injection was employed to
suppress knock of an SI engine fueled with kerosene. However, the performance still was
not comparable with that of fueling with gasoline; therefore, further technology should
be developed. Is it possible to improve the laminar flame speed of kerosene via blending
hydrogen? Can the ignition characteristics be tuned and the severe knock of kerosene be
suppressed via hydrogen addition? It is necessary to explore these issues to further improve
the performance of SI engines fueled with kerosene. Herein, the effects of hydrogen addition
on the ignition delay time and laminar flame speed of kerosene are investigated according to
the operation conditions of an SI engine. Numerical simulations are performed under the
working pressures of 15–35 bar and the hydrogen blending ratios of 0–0.4 using a detailed
mechanism. The sensitivities are analyzed, and important elementary reactions are sorted
out. The results can provide some insights for the application of kerosene in SI engines.

2. Numerical Simulation

The premixed combustion of kerosene is simulated in Chemkin in this study. The air-
fuel mixture is burnt in a short time around the top dead center and can be approximated
as a constant volume combustion. Meanwhile, a homogeneous reaction model is adopted
assuming an adiabatic wall condition. The first-stage ignition delay time τ1 is defined
from the start of ignition to the first peak of the change rate of combustion pressure. The
second-stage ignition delay time τ2 refers to the time from the first peak to the second peak
of the change rate of combustion pressure. The overall ignition delay time is the sum of
these two stages:

τtot = τ1 + τ2 (1)

The operation conditions are configured according to the measured data from a Rotax
914 engine with kerosene [42,43]. The working temperature is set to 600–1000 K and the
pressure is in the range of 15–35 bar. The equivalence ratio varies from 0.8 to 1.2. The
hydrogen addition ratio ranges from 0.1 to 0.4. The definition of the hydrogen addition
ratio X is the mole ratio of hydrogen to the sum of hydrogen and kerosene. Herein, the
mixing process of the two fuels is not considered. In practice, kerosene and hydrogen can
be sprayed individually via port fuel injection or direct injection in the cylinder.

X =
nH2

nH2 + nkero
(2)

3. Effect of Pressure on Ignition Delay Time

The ignition delay time of kerosene in CI engines was predicted well by the reaction
mechanism developed by Tay et al. [17]. This mechanism consisting of 48 species and
152 elementary reactions is employed in this study to simulate the ignition delay time of
kerosene blending with hydrogen in SI engines. Figure 1 shows the simulated results of
ignition delay time of a stoichiometric mixture under the pressure of 20 bar. The measured
data are from [44]. The average deviation is around 0.3 ms. The temperature range of NTC
(Negative Temperature Coefficient) is predicted although the simulated value is slightly
lower. It can be seen that a high consistency appears among these data.



Energies 2023, 16, 4216 4 of 18

Energies 2023, 16, 4216 4 of 18 
 

 

kerosene blending with hydrogen in SI engines. Figure 1 shows the simulated results of 
ignition delay time of a stoichiometric mixture under the pressure of 20 bar. The measured 
data are from [44]. The average deviation is around 0.3 ms. The temperature range of NTC 
(Negative Temperature Coefficient) is predicted although the simulated value is slightly 
lower. It can be seen that a high consistency appears among these data. 

 
Figure 1. Comparison of simulated results with experimental data for ignition delay time of kero-
sene [42]. 

The profiles of the pressure relative to the initial value for the stoichiometric pre-
mixed combustion of kerosene with a hydrogen blending ratio of 0.2 are shown in Figure 
2a. The initial temperature is 800 K. It can be observed that there are two pressure peaks 
for each profile. First, the pressure increases slowly until the first peak. Then, it continues 
to rise and suddenly arrives at the second peak rapidly. Finally, the pressure declines 
slightly and maintains at a stable value. As the initial pressure increases, the first-stage 
ignition delay time decreases slightly, while the second-stage ignition delay time is re-
duced apparently. Figure 2b shows the corresponding temperature profiles relative to the 
initial value. Similarly, there are also two peaks. The final pressure increases as the initial 
pressure rises, while the final temperatures remain almost at the same level. Herein, an 
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proaches to 3000 K. In actual operation conditions of SI engines, heat transfer to the cool-
ing system always exists and the peak temperature is normally less than 2300 K. 
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Figure 1. Comparison of simulated results with experimental data for ignition delay time of kerosene [42].

The profiles of the pressure relative to the initial value for the stoichiometric premixed
combustion of kerosene with a hydrogen blending ratio of 0.2 are shown in Figure 2a.
The initial temperature is 800 K. It can be observed that there are two pressure peaks for
each profile. First, the pressure increases slowly until the first peak. Then, it continues
to rise and suddenly arrives at the second peak rapidly. Finally, the pressure declines
slightly and maintains at a stable value. As the initial pressure increases, the first-stage
ignition delay time decreases slightly, while the second-stage ignition delay time is reduced
apparently. Figure 2b shows the corresponding temperature profiles relative to the initial
value. Similarly, there are also two peaks. The final pressure increases as the initial pressure
rises, while the final temperatures remain almost at the same level. Herein, an adiabatic
wall of the constant volume is assumed and the maximum temperature approaches to
3000 K. In actual operation conditions of SI engines, heat transfer to the cooling system
always exists and the peak temperature is normally less than 2300 K.
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Figure 2. Profiles of relative pressure (a) and temperature (b) vs. time for the stochiometric premixed
combustion of kerosene when the hydrogen addition ratio is 0.2.

Figure 3 exhibits the effects of initial pressure on the ignition delay time. The initial
temperature is set to 600–1000 K. The mixture is assumed to be stoichiometric. When the
initial temperature is less than 800 K (ratio 1000/T = 1.25), τ1 reduces with the increase
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in the temperature, as shown in Figure 3a. For every 50 K increment in temperature, τ1
decreases by about 11.39 ms. When the initial temperature enters the NTC interval, which
is greater than 800 K, τ1 enlarges with the increase in temperature. An apparent two-stage
heat releasing phenomenon cannot be observed, and τ1 approaches to τtot. When the
initial temperature is greater than 950 K, the NTC phenomenon disappears, and τ1 again
decreases as the temperature rises. Meanwhile, τ1 is reduced as the initial pressure is higher.
When the initial temperature is in the range of 600–800 K (ratio 1000/T = 1.67–1.25), τ1
decreases by about 0.45 ms for every five-bar increment in the pressure. In the NTC interval,
τ1 decreases by about 0.22 ms for every five-bar increment in the pressure. Figure 3b shows
the effects of pressure on the overall ignition delay time. When the initial temperature is
600–750 K (ratio 1000/T = 1.67–1.33), τtot decreases with the increase in the temperature.
The higher the temperature, the lower the change rate of τtot. In the NTC interval, the
average increase in τtot is 14.93 ms for every 50 K increment in temperature. When the
temperature is greater than 900 K, τtot decreases by about 0.42 ms for every 50 K increment.
Meanwhile, τtot decreases as the pressure rises. For every five-bar increment, τtot decreases
by 0.69 ms, 0.42 ms, and 0.19 ms for the above three temperature ranges, respectively.
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Table 2 lists the main elementary reactions for the premixed combustion of kerosene
and hydrogen. Compared with pure kerosene shown in [42], reactions R5 (KERO-OO =
KERO#OOH), R6 (KERO#OOH + O2 = OOKERO#OOH), R4 (KERO- + O2 = KERO-OO),
and R72 (H2O2 + OH = HO2 + H2O) are removed, while the importance of R78, R32, and
R67 rises. R6 and R4 are two oxygenation reactions, and R5 is the isomerization of the
product of R4. As the hydrogen concentration increases in the premixed mixture, these
oxygenation reactions are suppressed. Instead, the oxygen is consumed principally by the
dehydrogenation reactions of R9, R121, and R78. Meanwhile, small species such as C2H4
are produced via the pyrolysis of kerosene and further react with OH to generate CH2O, as
R32 shows. Finally, hydrogen peroxide H2O2 is decoupled into OH via colliding with the
third species when the hydrogen concentration is high, displayed as R67. Figure 4 shows
the sensitivity of ignition delay time with respect to the pressure. The initial temperature
is fixed as 800 K, and the hydrogen addition ratio of the stoichiometric mixture is 0.2. A
positive value means suppression of ignition and vice versa. When hydrogen is added,
the main reactions that suppress ignition are R9, R91, and R121. R9 and R121 are oxygena-
tion reactions, and stable HO2 is formed. R91 is the dehydrogenation of CH2O, and the
generated radical HCO further reacts with O2 to form stable CO and HO2 via R78. R103
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and R64 consume active radicals CH3 and OH, respectively, and stable species such as
CH4 and H2O are generated. Therefore, these reactions exhibit apparent suppression of the
chain reactions and extend the ignition delay time. In comparison, R7, R2, and R98 are the
main reactions that promote ignition. R7 is the decomposition reaction of large groups of
kerosene and active OH radical forms. Meanwhile, R67 is conducive for the generation of
OH. Then, OH further reacts with a kerosene molecule to produce active radical KERO-.
Meanwhile, OH reacts with C2H4 and active CH3 is formed via R32. The active CH3 further
collides with HO2 and accelerates the production of OH. In addition, R117 produces active
H radicals. Therefore, lots of radicals are generated via these reactions, and the ignition is
promoted apparently. The chemical reaction accelerates as the pressure increases, leading
to a lower ignition delay time. As a result, the sensitivities for almost all the reactions
decline, and the sequence of sensitivities remains constant under various pressures.

Table 2. Main reactions for the premixed combustion of kerosene/hydrogen mixture using Tay
mechanism.

Reaction Number Reaction Equation

Rxn#9 KERO- + O2 = KERO# + HO2
Rxn#91 CH2O + OH = HCO + H2O

Rxn#121 CH3O + O2 = CH2O + HO2
Rxn#103 CH3 + HO2 = CH4 + O2
Rxn#64 HO2 + OH = H2O + O2
Rxn#78 HCO + O2 = CO + HO2
Rxn#32 C2H4 + OH = CH2O + CH3
Rxn#67 H2O2(+M) = 2OH(+M)

Rxn#117 CH3O + M = CH2O + H + M
Rxn#98 CH3 + HO2 = CH3O + OH
Rxn#2 KERO + OH = KERO- + H2O
Rxn#7 OOKERO#OOH = KERO#KET + OH
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The chemical reaction path is analyzed for premixed combustion of kerosene blending
with hydrogen, and the results are shown in Figure 5 when 20% fuel mixture is burnt.
The initial temperature is 800 K and the hydrogen addition ratio is 0.2. The variation in
pressure affects the first several steps obviously. First, KERO is pyrolyzed into KERO-. The
path via reacting with H strengthens, while the routine reacting with OH attenuates as the



Energies 2023, 16, 4216 7 of 18

pressure ascends. In the following step, KERO- is reconstructed as KERO# or KERO-OO
via oxygenation. The increment in pressure will alter the proportions of the chain branching
reactions. As the pressure increases, the proportion of the oxygenation reaction enlarges.
Then, large groups continue to dissociate, and small groups such as C2H5 and C3H6
are generated, which are further decomposed, and CH2O is obtained. Afterwards, the
mechanism follows the well-known reaction path of formaldehyde until the final products
CO2 and H2O.
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4. Effects of Hydrogen Addition Ratio on Ignition Delay Time

The results of overall ignition delay time τtot as a function of hydrogen addition ratio
X are displayed in Figure 6 for the stoichiometric kerosene/hydrogen mixture. Generally,
the overall ignition delay time decreases gradually as the hydrogen blending ratio increases.
When the initial temperature and pressure are 800 K and 20 bar, respectively, τtot is 1.33 ms
for pure kerosene, while it is reduced to 1.12 ms with a hydrogen addition ratio of 0.4. When
the pressure rises to 35 bar, the corresponding two values decrease to 0.66 ms and 0.58 ms,
respectively. On the other hand, τtot decreases evidently if the temperature is higher. When
the temperature is 600 K, τtot is 47.9 ms under the pressure of 20 bar for pure kerosene,
and it drops to 47.23 ms with a hydrogen addition ratio of 0.4. When the temperature
increases to 1000 K, these two values decrease to 0.67 ms and 0.64 ms, respectively. To
quantitively estimate the variations in τtot under different hydrogen addition ratios, relative
improvement t is defined as

t =
∣∣∣∣τtot, X − τtot,0

τtot,0

∣∣∣∣ (3)

where τtot,0 denotes the overall ignition delay time for pure kerosene and τtot,X represents
the overall ignition delay time when the hydrogen addition ratio is X. The relative improve-
ment t describes the reduced magnitude of τtot when the hydrogen blending ratio increases.
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Figure 7 shows the profiles of relative improvement under various temperatures and
pressures. It can be observed that t increases almost linearly as the hydrogen blending ratio
ascends. The relative improvements under 800 K are the largest as 12.84–16.55%, and the
values of t under 600 K are the smallest as 1.13–1.52%. The relative improvement at 1000 K
is in the range of 3.59–4.02%. When the temperature is 800 K, the stoichiometric mixture
operates in the NTC interval. The results indicate that τtot can be decreased obviously if H2
concentration is increased. Meanwhile, t decreases at a fixed X as the pressure increases
from 15 to 35 bar at a temperature of 600 K or 800 K. In comparison, t increases slightly with
the increase in pressure when the temperature is 1000 K. Additionally, the sensitivity of t to
the variation in pressure is more significant when the hydrogen addition ratio is high.

The sensitivity of τtot with respect to the hydrogen addition ratio is analyzed, and
the results are displayed in Figure 8. The initial stoichiometric mixture is set to 800 K and
20 bar. The main reactions promoting ignition are R7, R2, and R98, while reactions R9, R91,
and R121 suppress the ignition apparently. As the hydrogen addition ratio increases, the
sensitivity decreases. The influences are significant for reactions R2, R121, and R117. When
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X increases from 0.1 to 0.4, the absolute value for R2 decreases by 17.5%, while it drops by
10.6% for R121 and 6.3% for R117. The concentration of H is enhanced apparently as the
increment in X. Therefore, the dehydrogenation reaction of kerosene through colliding with
H is promoted evidently. Accordingly, the proportion of the dehydrogenation of kerosene
via OH declines, as shown in R2. Meanwhile, the forward reaction of R117 is suppressed as
well due to the enlargement in H concentration. Furthermore, with the increase in X, the
concentrations of hydrocarbons drop in the stoichiometric mixture. Therefore, the reaction
rate of R121 is also reduced. On the other hand, the variation in X has little impact on
the reactions R7 and R9, which are decreased only by 0.26% and 0.9%, respectively. In R7,
unstable OOKERO#OOH will transform to KERO#KET and OH very soon and is hardly
affected by the increase in X. Meanwhile, the oxygenation reaction of active KERO- is also
not influenced by the hydrogen concentration. The sensitivities of R7 and R9 are the largest
and can be considered as the rate-determining steps.
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The effects of hydrogen addition ratio on the chemical reaction path from kerosene
to the oxidation product formaldehyde (CH2O) are illustrated in Figure 9. The stoichio-
metric mixture combusts under the condition of 800 K and 20 bar. The variation in hydro-
gen addition ratio has an apparent impact on the reaction from KERO to KERO-. There
are two main routines: one is via R2: KERO + OH = KERO- + H2O, and the other is
R3: KERO + H = KERO- + H2. Both are H-abstraction reactions. As H2 concentration
increases, more H radicals are produced. Thus, R3 is promoted, while the proportion
of R2 declines. Meanwhile, the oxygenation reaction of KERO- is also affected by the
H2 concentration. The main involved reactions are R4: KERO- + O2 = KERO-OO and
R9: KERO- + O2 = KERO# + HO2. In fact, R9 is an H-abstraction reaction. As the H2
concentration increases, it is more difficult for R9. Therefore, more groups of KERO- are
consumed by R4 to generate KERO-OO. The following steps are the dissociation reactions
of large-molecule hydrocarbons and are seldomly influenced by the variation in X.
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5. Laminar Flame Speed of Kerosene/Hydrogen Mixture

Laminar flame speed is an important parameter of premixed combustion. Therefore,
the effects of hydrogen addition on the laminar flame speed of kerosene are estimated.
Figure 10 exhibits the comparison of simulated results using experimental data on different
reaction mechanisms [28]. The operation pressure is 1 bar. The Chang, HYCHEM, and
HYCHEM-SK mechanisms can be referenced in [45–47], respectively. In the previous
section, the Tay mechanism is employed to simulate the ignition delay time. However,
it is found that the deviations are large if this mechanism is adopted to estimate the
laminar flame speed. The reason might be attributed to the oversimplification of the Tay
mechanism that omits some rate-determining steps for the laminar flame speed. Therefore,
other mechanisms are considered in this section. The laminar flame speed of the Chang
mechanism is greater than in the experimental data. When the equivalence ratio is less than
1, the results of HYCHEM and HYCHEM-SK are almost the same and very close to the
experimental data. When the equivalence ratio is greater than 1, the results of HYCHEM-SK
are more accurate than that of HYCHEM. The average deviation of HYCHEM-SK against
the experimental data is 1.9 cm/s. Meanwhile, HYCHEM-SK, consisting of 41 species
and 202 elementary reactions, is more concise compared with HYCHEM. Therefore, the
HYCHEM-SK mechanism is employed for the following analysis.
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Figure 10. Comparison of simulated results of laminar flame speed with data in literature [28] for
pure kerosene: (a) temperature is 400 K; (b) temperature is 480 K.

The laminar flame speed varies with the hydrogen addition ratio, and the results for
600 K are shown in Figure 11. Figure 12 displayed the results for 800 K. The change rate is
defined as the derivative of the laminar flame speed with respect to the hydrogen addition
ratio. The laminar flame speed increases gradually as the hydrogen addition ratio increases
from 0 to 0.4. This is because the laminar flame speed of hydrogen is apparently greater
than that of kerosene. When the temperature is 600 K, the laminar flame speed varies from
40 cm/s to 60 cm/s, which is increased by 3.34–3.70% as X rises from 0 to 0.4. The higher
the pressure, the smaller the laminar flame speed. When the temperature rises to 800 K, the
laminar flame speed increases to the range of 85–120 cm/s and is enhanced by 3.85–4.60%.
The effects of pressure are similar to the case of 600 K. The change rate also increases as the
hydrogen addition ratio ascends, manifesting a nonlinear relationship. When the hydrogen
addition ratio is in the proximity of 0.2, the change rate increases more rapidly. Meanwhile,
the change rate drops evidently as the pressure rises from 15 to 35 bar, as shown in Figure 11b.
However, when the temperature enters the NTC interval as in the case of 800 K, the behaviors
of change rate are more complicated, as displayed in Figure 12b. Herein, the change rate
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declines apparently as the pressure ascends when the pressure is not greater than 20 bar.
However, the change rate is essentially insensitive to the pressure when the pressure exceeds
20 bar. Only when the pressure rises to 35 bar with an X of greater than 0.2, the change rate
increases evidently again. When the hydrogen addition ratio is high, the change rates of the
laminar flame speed at 15 and 35 bar are relatively large.
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laminar flame speed; (b) Change rate of laminar flame speed with respect to X.

Figure 13 shows the results at 1000 K. The laminar flame speed increases to 1500–5500 cm/s
at 1000 K, which is significantly greater than those in Figures 11 and 12. Particularly, the
laminar flame speed is increased by 23.85–24.82% as the hydrogen addition ratio rises from 0
to 0.4. Furthermore, the laminar flame speed enlarges as the pressure increases, exhibiting a
controversary trend compared with Figures 11 and 12. Meanwhile, the change rates are also
improved by almost two orders of magnitude, as shown in Figure 13b. In addition, the change
rate rises apparently as the pressure increases from 15 to 35 bar.
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Table 3 lists the top 10 reactions that affect the laminar flame speed based on the
HYCHEM-SK mechanism. Compared with the case of pure kerosene, the sensitivities of
R49, R120, R132 are improved, and their reaction rates exceed those of R40, R152, and R162.
The sequence of the other seven reactions remains invariant.

Table 3. Main reactions affecting the laminar flame speed of kerosene/hydrogen mixture based on
HYCHEM-SK mechanism.

Reaction Number Reaction Equation

Rxn#8 H + O2 = O + OH
Rxn#14 H + OH + M = H2O + M
Rxn#17 H + O2(+M) = HO2(+M)
Rxn#32 CO + OH = CO2 + H
Rxn#41 HCO + H2O = CO + H + H2O
Rxn#49 CH2 + O2 = HCO + OH
Rxn#68 CH3 + H(+M) = CH4(+M)
Rxn#71 CH3 + OH = CH2 * + H2O

Rxn#120 C2H3 + CH3 = aC3H5 + H
Rxn#132 C2H4 + OH = C2H3 + H2O

Figure 14 shows the profiles of net chemical reaction rates at the flame front. The net
reaction rate is the difference of the rates between the forward and backward reactions. In
this figure, the flame front propagates to the position of about 5 cm. The initial temperature
is 800 K, and the hydrogen addition ratio is 0.2 for the stoichiometric mixture. When
the pressure is 15 bar, reactions R8, R32, and R41 exhibit the largest net reaction rates.
Reactions R32 and R41 generate H, and reaction R8 consumes H. The profiles of the
net rate are asymmetric, and the concentration of H is relatively larger before the flame
front. The maximum rate is 2.015 mole/(cm3·s) for R8. The sequence of reaction rates is
R8 > R32 > R41 > R132 > R49 > R71 > R17 > R68 > R14 > R120. The reaction rate of R120 is
negative, meaning the backward reaction is dominant, and H radials are consumed. When
the pressure rises to 20 bar, the net rates of all the reactions increase. The maximum of R8
arrives at 3.015 mole/(cm3·s). The sequence is the same in the case of 15 bar. However,
the net rates of R14 and R17 increase evidently. When the pressure is 25 bar, the net rates
continue to increase, and the peak arrives at 4.071 mole/(cm3·s) for R8. The sequence
changes to R8 > R32 > R41 > R132 > R49 > R17 > R71 > R14 > R68 > R120. The net
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rates of R17 and R14 increase apparently and exceed those of R71 and R68. Therefore,
the sensitivities of R14 and R17 are improved. Meanwhile, R8 and R32 are the first two
reactions in the sequence and can be deemed as the rate-determining steps. In addition, the
positions of the peaks shift to the left slightly as the pressure increases.
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(b) P = 20 bar; (c) P = 25 bar.

The profiles for the net rates of the ten reactions are shown in Figure 15 when the
hydrogen addition ratio increases from 0.1 to 0.4. The initial temperature and pressure of
the stoichiometric mixture are 800 K and 20 bar. The direction of R120 is backward, while
the others are forward. When X is 0.1, the sequence of the net rates is R8 > R32 > R41 > R132
> R49 > R71 > R17 > R68 > R14 > R120. The peak of R8 is the largest as 2.989 mole/(cm3·s).
The net rate of each reaction increases slightly for every 0.1 increment in X. When X = 0.2,
the peak of R8 is 3.015 mole/(cm3·s); when X = 0.3, the peak of R8 further increases
to 3.049 mole/(cm3·s); when X = 0.4, the peak of R8 rises to 3.094 mole/(cm3·s). The
sequences of these three cases are the same as that of X = 0.1.
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The net rates of the main reactions are all increased as the hydrogen addition ratio rises.
This is because seven reactions (R8, R14, R17, R32, R41, R68, R120) are directly associated
with H radicals, and the other three reactions (R49, R71, R132) are also connected with H
indirectly via OH, indicating that the concentrations of H and OH are important parameters
affecting the laminar flame speed. As the hydrogen addition ratio increases, H radicals
increase evidently. Therefore, the forward coagulation reaction of R120 is suppressed.
Meanwhile, OH concentration increases via R8, which will accelerate the H-abstraction
reactions of R71 and R132 and the generation of CO2 via R32. Finally, the concentration
of H2O increases via R14, and CO is consumed rapidly via R32. Therefore, the net rate
of R41 is enhanced and further promotes the oxidation of C1, shown as R49. As a result,
the laminar flame speed increases as the hydrogen addition ratio ascends. In addition, the
increase of the net rate for every 0.1 increment in the hydrogen addition ratio is far less
than that for every five-bar increment in the pressure. Hence, the effects of the pressure are
more significant.

6. Conclusions

The characteristics of premixed combustion of kerosene blending with hydrogen in
SI engines were investigated numerically. Detailed chemical reaction mechanisms were
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employed to simulate the ignition delay time and laminar flame speed of the mixture.
Meanwhile, the effects of temperature (600–1000 K) and pressure (15–35 bar) as well as
hydrogen addition ratio (0–0.4) were discussed. The main conclusions are summarized
as follows:

(1) The ignition delay time of the stoichiometric mixture of kerosene/hydrogen mixture
is estimated under the conditions of 600–1000 K and 15–35 bar with a hydrogen addition ratio
of 0–0.4. As the temperature rises, the ignition delay time first decreases, then increases when
entering the NTC interval, and finally decreases again. When the temperature is less than
750 K, the variation in the pressure almost has no impact on the ignition delay time. However,
the ignition delay time will be shortened if the temperature continues to rise. The effect of
pressure is more significant in the NTC range compared with even greater temperatures.

(2) The ignition delay time decreases slightly, while the same NTC interval is main-
tained as the hydrogen addition ratio increases. When the hydrogen addition ratio is 0.4,
the improvement in overall ignition delay time relative to pure kerosene is 12.84–16.55% at
800 K, almost one order of magnitude greater than that at 1000 K (3.59–4.02%). Meanwhile,
the impact of hydrogen addition at 600 K is the smallest (1.13–1.52%).

(3) Increasing the hydrogen concentration of kerosene/hydrogen mixture will promote
the path of initial H-abstraction reaction from KERO to KERO- and the following oxygena-
tion reaction of KERO-. In the Tay mechanism, R7, R2, and R98 are the main reactions that
accelerate the ignition due to the dehydrogenation of kerosene and the generation of active
OH, while reactions of R9, R91, and R121 suppress the ignition evidently because of the
formation of stable HO2. The sensitivity of each reaction declines as the hydrogen addition
ratio rises. The reactions of R2, R121, and R117 have a relatively large variation owing to
the increment in H concentration and the decrement in the concentrations of hydrocarbons,
while the reactions of R7 and R9 almost are not affected by the hydrogen addition.

(4) The laminar flame speed increases evidently as the temperature rises. When the
temperature is 600 K or 800 K, the laminar flame speed decreases as the pressure increases,
while an opposite trend is exhibited at 1000 K. Compared with pure kerosene, the laminar
flame speeds with a hydrogen addition ratio of 0.4 are improved by 3.34–3.70%, 3.85–4.60%,
and 23.85–24.82% at 600, 800, and 1000 K, respectively.

(5) Hydrogen addition affects the laminar flame speed of kerosene via altering the
concentrations of small groups such as H, OH, H2O. The radicals of H and OH are increased
apparently as the hydrogen addition ratio rises. Therefore, the H-abstraction reactions of
C1 and the following oxidation of HCO are accelerated. The reactions of R8 and R32 in the
HYCHEM-SK mechanism exhibit the largest sensitivity for the laminar flame speed.

The relative improvement of the laminar flame speed (23.85–24.82%) is apparently
greater than that of the ignition delay time (3.59–4.02%) at 1000 K and 15–35 bar. Therefore,
hydrogen addition will be helpful to suppress the knock of kerosene in SI engines. Mean-
while, the ignition delay time decreases apparently in the NTC range, which is beneficial
for the ignition and the following flame development in SI engines. More experiments are
required to further validate the effects of hydrogen addition on the knock suppression of SI
engines with kerosene. The potential improvement in power output via hydrogen addition
also needs to be investigated in the future.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, E.W. and Y.Z.; methodology, Y.Z. and Z.S.; software, Y.Z.;
validation, E.W. and Z.S.; formal analysis, Y.Z.; investigation, Y.Z.; resources, E.W.; data curation, Y.Z.;
writing—original draft preparation, Y.Z.; writing—review and editing, E.W. and Z.S.; visualization,
Y.Z.; supervision, E.W.; project administration, E.W.; funding acquisition, E.W. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by National Natural Science Foundation of China, grant number
51876009.

Data Availability Statement: Not applicable.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.



Energies 2023, 16, 4216 17 of 18

References
1. Kalam, M.A.; Masjuki, H.H.; Cho, H.M.; Mosarof, M.H.; Iqbal Mahmud, M.; Chowdhury, M.A.; Zulkifli, N.W.M. Influences of

thermal stability, and lubrication performance of biodegradable oil as an engine oil for improving the efficiency of heavy duty
diesel engine. Fuel 2017, 196, 36–46. [CrossRef]

2. Lin, J.; Bao, M.; Zhang, F.; Zhang, Y.; Yang, J. Numerical and experimental investigation of a non-premixed double swirl combustor.
Energies 2022, 15, 458. [CrossRef]

3. Gad, M.S.; Ismail, M.A. Effect of waste cooking oil biodiesel blending with gasoline and kerosene on diesel engine performance,
emissions and combustion characteristics. Process Saf. Environ. Prot. 2021, 149, 1–10. [CrossRef]

4. Xu, S.; Huang, S.; Huang, R.; Wei, W.; Cheng, X.; Ma, Y.; Zhang, Y. Estimation of turbulence characteristics from PIV in a
high-pressure fan-stirred constant volume combustion chamber. Appl. Therm. Eng. 2017, 110, 346–355. [CrossRef]

5. Zeng, Q.; Jin, K.; Duan, Q.; Zhu, M.; Gong, L.; Wang, Q.; Sun, J. Effects of CO addition on shock wave propagation, self-ignition,
and flame development of high-pressure hydrogen release into air. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2022, 47, 14714–14724. [CrossRef]

6. Shi, Z.; Zhang, H.; Lu, H.; Liu, H.; A, Y.; Meng, F. Autoignition of DME/H2 mixtures in a rapid compression machine under
low-to-medium temperature ranges. Fuel 2017, 194, 50–62. [CrossRef]

7. Campbell, M.F.; Davidson, D.F.; Hanson, R.K.; Westbrook, C.K. Ignition delay times of methyl oleate and methyl linoleate behind
reflected shock waves. Proc. Combust. Inst. 2013, 34, 419–425. [CrossRef]

8. Siminski, V.; Wright, F. The effect of homogeneous additives on the autoignition of hydrocarbon fuels. In Proceedings of the 10th
Aerospace Sciences Meeting, San Diego, CA, USA, 17–19 January 1972.

9. Marek, C.J.; Papathakos, L.C.; Verbulecz, P.W. Preliminary Studies of Autoignition and Flashback in a Premixing-Prevaporizing Flame Tube
Using Jet-A Fuel at Lean Equivalence Ratios; NASA Technical Memorandum 1977; NASA: Pasadena, CA, USA, 1977; NASATM X-3526.

10. Liang, J.; Wang, S.; Hu, H.; Zhang, S.; Fan, B.; Cui, J. Shock tube study of kerosene ignition delay at high pressures. Sci. China
Phys. Mech. Astron. 2012, 55, 947–954. [CrossRef]

11. Zeng, W.; Li, H.; Chen, B.; Ma, H. Experimental and kinetic modeling study of ignition characteristics of Chinese RP-3 kerosene.
Combust. Sci. Technol. 2015, 187, 396–409. [CrossRef]

12. Shi, Z.; Lee, C.F.; Wu, H.; Wu, Y.; Zhang, L.; Liu, F. Optical diagnostics of low-temperature ignition and combustion characteristics
of diesel/kerosene blends under cold-start conditions. Appl. Energy 2019, 251, 113307. [CrossRef]

13. Xiao, B.; Yang, S.; Zhao, H.; Qian, W.; Le, J. Detailed and reduced chemical kinetic mechanisms for RP-3 aviation kerosene
combustion. J. Aerosp. Power 2010, 25, 1948–1955. (In Chinese)

14. Tay, K.L.; Yang, W.; Zhao, F.; Yu, W.; Mohan, B. A numerical study on the effects of boot injection rate-shapes on the combustion
and emissions of a kerosene-diesel fueled direct injection compression ignition engine. Fuel 2017, 203, 430–444. [CrossRef]

15. Wu, S.; Tay, K.L.; Li, J.; Yang, W.; Yang, S. Development of a compact and robust kinetic mechanism for furan group biofuels
combustion in internal combustion engines. Fuel 2021, 298, 120824. [CrossRef]

16. Tay, K.L.; Yang, W.; Mohan, B.; Zhou, D.; Yu, W.; Zhao, F. Development of a reduced kerosene–diesel reaction mechanism with
embedded soot chemistry for diesel engines. Fuel 2016, 181, 926–934. [CrossRef]

17. Tay, K.L.; Yang, W.; Mohan, B.; An, H.; Zhou, D.; Yu, W. Development of a robust and compact kerosene–diesel reaction
mechanism for diesel engines. Energy Convers. Manag. 2016, 108, 446–458. [CrossRef]

18. Bao, H.; Zhou, J.; Pan, Y. The effect of kerosene injection on ignition probability of local ignition in a scramjet combustor. Acta
Astronaut. 2017, 132, 54–58. [CrossRef]

19. Tay, K.L.; Yang, W.; Zhao, F.; Yu, W.; Mohan, B. Numerical investigation on the combined effects of varying piston bowl geometries
and ramp injection rate-shapes on the combustion characteristics of a kerosene-diesel fueled direct injection compression ignition
engine. Energy Convers. Manag. 2017, 136, 1–10. [CrossRef]

20. Law, C.K.; Sung, C.J. Structure, aerodynamics, and geometry of premixed flamelets. Prog. Energy Combust. Sci. 2000, 26, 459–505.
[CrossRef]

21. Monteiro, E.; Bellenoue, M.; Sotton, J.; Moreira, N.A.; Malheiro, S. Laminar burning velocities and Markstein numbers of
syngas-air mixtures. Fuel 2010, 89, 1985–1991. [CrossRef]

22. Yin, G.; Li, J.; Zhou, M.; Li, J.; Wang, C.; Hu, E.; Huang, Z. Experimental and kinetic study on laminar flame speeds of
ammonia/dimethyl ether/air under high temperature and elevated pressure. Combust. Flame 2022, 238, 111915. [CrossRef]

23. Yuan, Z.; Xie, L.; Sun, X.; Wang, R.; Li, H.; Liu, J.; Duan, X. Effects of water vapor on auto-ignition characteristics and laminar
flame speed of methane/air mixture under engine-relevant conditions. Fuel 2022, 315, 123169. [CrossRef]

24. Cao, Y.; Dahari, M.; Tlili, I.; Raise, A. Investigation on the laminar flame speed of CH4/CO2/air mixture at atmospheric and high
pressures using Schlieren photography. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2020, 45, 31151–31161. [CrossRef]

25. Yang, X.; Wu, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Zhang, H.; Zhang, J. Reassessing the 2-D velocity boundary effect on the determination of extinction
stretch rate and laminar flame speed using the counterflow flame configuration. Combust. Flame 2021, 234, 111630. [CrossRef]

26. Meng, S.; Sun, S.; Xu, H.; Guo, Y.; Feng, D.; Zhao, Y.; Wang, P.; Qin, Y. The effects of water addition on the laminar flame speeds of
CO/H2/O2/H2O mixtures. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2016, 41, 10976–10985. [CrossRef]

27. Liu, J.; Hu, E.; Yin, G.; Huang, Z.; Zeng, W. An experimental and kinetic modeling study on the low-temperature oxidation,
ignition delay time, and laminar flame speed of a surrogate fuel for RP-3 kerosene. Combust. Flame 2022, 237, 111821. [CrossRef]

28. Liu, Y.; Gu, W.; Wang, J.; Rao, D.; Chen, X.; Ma, H.; Zeng, W. Study on the laminar burning velocity of ethanol/RP-3 aviation
kerosene premixed flame. Combust. Flame 2022, 238, 111921. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.01.071
https://doi.org/10.3390/en15020458
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psep.2020.10.040
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.applthermaleng.2016.08.149
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.02.192
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2016.12.096
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.proci.2012.05.084
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11433-012-4723-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/00102202.2014.948620
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.113307
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.04.142
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2021.120824
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2016.05.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2015.11.018
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.actaastro.2016.11.046
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2016.12.079
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0360-1285(00)00018-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2009.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2021.111915
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2022.123169
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.08.061
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2021.111630
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2016.04.251
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2021.111821
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2021.111921


Energies 2023, 16, 4216 18 of 18

29. Ghose, P.; Patra, J.; Datta, A.; Mukhopadhyay, A. Effect of air flow distribution on soot formation and radiative heat transfer in a
model liquid fuel spray combuster firing kerosene. Int. J. Heat Mass Transf. 2014, 74, 143–155. [CrossRef]

30. Zeng, W.; Zhang, C.; Liu, Y.; Chen, B.; Hu, E. Effects of hydrogen addition on buring characteristics of RP-3 Kerosene. J. Aerosp.
Power 2017, 32, 2049–2054.

31. Meng, H.; Ji, C.; Wang, S.; Wang, D.; Yang, J. Optimizing the idle performance of an n-butanol fueled Wankel rotary engine by
hydrogen addition. Fuel 2020, 288, 119614. [CrossRef]

32. Xu, C.; Wang, Q.; Li, X.; Liu, K.; Liu, W.; Oppong, F.; Sun, Z. Effect of hydrogen addition on the laminar burning velocity of
n-decane/air mixtures: Experimental and numerical study. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2022, 47, 19263–19274. [CrossRef]

33. Wang, Y.; Wang, J.; Pan, J.; Lu, Q.; Li, F.; Quaye, E.K. Effects of hydrogen-addition on the FREI dynamics of methane/oxygen
mixture in meso-scale reactor. Fuel 2022, 311, 122506. [CrossRef]

34. Tang, A.; Ni, Q.; Deng, J.; Huang, Q. Role of hydrogen addition in propane/air flame characteristic and stability in a micro-planar
combustor. Fuel Process. Technol. 2021, 216, 106797. [CrossRef]

35. Li, D.; Wang, R.; Yang, G.; Wan, J. Effect of hydrogen addition on the structure and stabilization of a micro-jet methane diffusion
flame. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2021, 46, 5790–5798. [CrossRef]

36. Goto, J.; Kobashi, Y.; Matsumura, Y.; Shibata, G.; Ogawa, H.; Kuragaki, N. Spark knock suppression in spark ignition engines
with hydrogen addition under low and high engine speeds. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2022, 47, 18169–18181. [CrossRef]

37. Zhu, Y.; Wu, J.; Zhu, B.; Wang, Y.; Gu, M. Experimental study on the effect of hydrogen addition on methane/ethylene diffusion
flame soot formation based on light extinction measurement. Energy Rep. 2021, 7, 673–683. [CrossRef]

38. Wang, Y.; Gu, M.; Cao, L. Reactive molecular dynamics simulations of soot formation in acetylene combustion with hydrogen
addition. Energy Rep. 2021, 7, 1198–1213. [CrossRef]

39. Khanehzar, A.; Cepeda, F.; Dworkin, S.B. The influence of nitrogen and hydrogen addition/dilution on soot formation in coflow
ethylene/air diffusion flames. Fuel 2022, 309, 122244. [CrossRef]

40. He, Y.; Liang, M.; Liu, C.; Liao, S.; Yang, R.; Qin, L.; Jian, X.; Shao, Y. Kinetic incentive of hydrogen addition on non-premixed
laminar methane/air flames. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2021, 46, 14813–14823. [CrossRef]

41. Guo, L.; Zhai, M.; Xu, S.; Shen, Q.; Dong, P.; Bai, X. Flame characteristics of methane/air with hydrogen addition in the micro
confined combustion space. Int. J. Hydrogen Energy 2022, 47, 19319–19337. [CrossRef]

42. Zhao, Y.; Wang, E.; Shi, Z. Numerical investigation of the ignition delay time of kerosene premixed combustion in an SI engine.
Energies 2022, 15, 1744. [CrossRef]

43. Wang, C.; Zhang, F.; Wang, E.; Yu, C.; Gao, H.; Liu, B.; Zhao, Z.; Zhao, C. Experimental study on knock suppression of
spark-ignition engine fuelled with kerosene via water injection. Appl. Energy 2019, 242, 248–259. [CrossRef]

44. Wang, H.; Oehlschlaeger, M.A. Autoignition studies of conventional and Fischer–Tropsch jet fuels. Fuel 2012, 98, 249–258.
[CrossRef]

45. Chang, Y.; Jia, M.; Liu, Y.; Li, Y.; Xie, M. Development of a new skeletal mechanism for n-decane oxidation under engine-relevant
conditions based on a decoupling methodology. Combust. Flame 2013, 160, 1315–1332. [CrossRef]

46. Xu, R.; Wang, K.; Banerjee, S.; Shao, J.; Parise, T.; Zhu, Y.; Wang, S.; Movaghar, A.; Lee, D.J.; Zhao, R.; et al. A physics-based
approach to modeling real-fuel combustion chemistry—II. Reaction kinetic models of jet and rocket fuels. Combust. Flame 2018,
193, 520–537. [CrossRef]

47. Wang, H.; Xu, R.; Wang, K.; Bowman, C.T.; Hanson, R.; Davidson, D.F.; Brezinsky, K.; Egolfopoulos, F.N. A physics-based
approach to modeling real-fuel combustion chemistry—I. Evidence from experiments, and thermodynamic, chemical kinetic and
statistical considerations. Combust. Flame 2018, 193, 502–519. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijheatmasstransfer.2014.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2020.119614
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.03.290
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2021.122506
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuproc.2021.106797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2020.11.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.03.286
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2021.09.203
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2021.09.144
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2021.122244
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2021.01.230
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijhydene.2022.04.091
https://doi.org/10.3390/en15051744
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apenergy.2019.03.123
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2012.03.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2013.02.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2018.03.021
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.combustflame.2018.03.019

	Introduction 
	Numerical Simulation 
	Effect of Pressure on Ignition Delay Time 
	Effects of Hydrogen Addition Ratio on Ignition Delay Time 
	Laminar Flame Speed of Kerosene/Hydrogen Mixture 
	Conclusions 
	References

