Hydrogen flame visibility

Future Fuels CRC RP1.4-10
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Coflow
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Reynolds number
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Premixing

No premixing
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Experimental configuration

15 mm
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N

Spectrometer

Simple jet burner

(a) Photograph (b) Schematic diagram (side view)
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Temporal fluctuation



Histogram
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Impact of wind direction




Cooktop photos

(a) 315t October (Na/OH = 0.4) (b) 3" November (Na/OH = 11.4)

(a) Hydrogen cooktop flame (b) Natural gas cooktop flame

(b) Hydrogen @ 1SO 400

(c) Natural gas @ 1SO 200

(d) Hydrogen @ 1SO 200




Correlation
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