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Experimental Study on Effect of the Fuel Additive on
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Abstract: The emissions in gasoline engine and diesel engine before and after micro emulsion additive (ME-
additive) is added are compared and analyzed based on bench test of engine. The results show that emissions
in gasoline engine is reduced remarkably due to the better mixture homogeneity and burned more completed

based on Micro explodes mechanism of ME-additive. ME- additive is also help to reduce emissions of diesel
engine.
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Figure 1. The comparison of CO emission

B 1 Co MHEET EE

st e
[ o= 908l nis Al —— 902 VM

2500

2000

£1500

Z1000
==

500

0

1800 2200 2600 3000 3400 3800 4200 4600
i (r/min)
Figure 2. The comparison of NOX emission
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Figure 3. The comparison of HC emission
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Figure 4. The comparison of CO emission

Bl 4 CO [MHETEL



Conference on Environmental Pollution and Public Health

WS
(o= Q08 i —=— 905N I

60

50
75140
230
=)

10

175.9 168 155 140.3 124 110.2 885  50.2
HMe (Nm)

Figure 5. The comparison of HC emission
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Figure 6. The comparison of NOX emission
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Figure 7 . The comparison of CO and NOX emission
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Figure 8. The comparison of HC emission
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