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The syngas produced from gasification process is used for many applications: the 
selection of fuel, gasifying medium, and operating condition has major influence 
on the final gas composition. In the present work, rice husk air gasification, rice 
husk steam gasification, sawdust air gasification and sawdust oxygen gasification 
simulation were carried out by non-stoichiometric equilibrium model based on 
Gibbs free energy minimization using FACTSAGE 6.3 software. The investigation 
is carried out to study the effect of operating conditions on biomass gasification. 
In rice husk air gasification, increase in temperature enhances H2 value at equiv-
alence ratio  = 0.25, at other  values after reaching optimum value H2 for-
mation decreases. In sawdust oxygen gasification, increase in  value enhances 
CO2 formation for all temperatures and increase in temperature reduces CO2 
formation for all  value. Increase in equivalence ratio for all the temperatures 
decreases the combustible gases formation due to the oxidation reactions. Gas 
compositions were compared to study the effect of fuel quality and gasifying me-
dium on the gasification process. Rice husk air gasification has 5.85% higher CO 
formation than sawdust air gasification at 800 C and  = 0.45. The maximum 
difference of 13.8% was observed for H2 content at 700 C and  = 0.45 between 
sawdust air and oxygen gasification. Gas heating value and gasification efficien-
cy were determined for the biomass gasification processes. 

Key words: rice husk, sawdust, air gasification, steam gasification, 
oxygen gasification, gas heating value, gasification efficiency 

Introduction 

Rice husk is an agricultural waste and sawdust is an industrial by-product, both 

wastes are available in large quantity and suitable for energy generation. Air gasification, 

steam gasification, and oxygen gasification were commonly used gasifying mediums; steam 

and oxygen were used to produce gases with enhanced heating value [1]. The operating condi-
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tion of the gasification process decides the gas composition which in turn determines the end 

application of the producer gas. The influence of fuel quality and gasifying medium on final 

gas composition gives the insight for fuel and gasifying medium selection [2, 3]. 

Moghadam et al. [2] used coconut shell in a lab-scale gasifier for the integration of 

pyrolysis and air-steam catalytic gasification. Maximum H2 yield and syngas yield of 83.3 

g/kg and 485.9 g/kg were obtained, respectively. Effect of temperature, equivalence ratio, and 

steam to biomass ratio were analyzed for finding the optimum condition of gasification. The 

operating temperature has a major influence on syngas production. Optimum equivalence 

ratio value varies with the operating condition while the optimum S/B ratio depends on the 

composition of the feedstock. Steam injection on catalytic bed reduces tar formation. Cerone 
et al. [3] gasified lignin rich residue of straw and cane in a pilot-scale 20 kg per hours updraft 

gasifier with air-steam and oxy-steam gasifying mediums. The reactivity of residues was in-

vestigated by TGA; 75-80% of organic matter pyrolyzed at 700 °C, indicates the domination 

of biomass conversion by primary and secondary pyrolysis process. A maximum H2/CO ratio 

of 2.08 and lower heating value of 10.9 MJ/Nm
3
 were obtained from oxy-steam gasification. 

Steam improved the hydrogen content of syngas and corresponding gas heating value. Ismail 

and El-Salam [4] carried out experimental work and numerical modelling of wood pellet gasi-

fication in an updraft high temperature air gasifier. The influence of equivalence ratio on bed 

temperature, gas composition, and energy efficiency was studied. High equivalence ratio re-

duced CO and H2 concentration and increased CO2 content of syngas by participating in com-

bustion. Gasifier operating temperature selection depends on char conversion and H2 production. 

Susastriawan et al. [5] studied the performance of downdraft gasifier using rice 

husk, sawdust, and co-gasification of rice husk and sawdust for  = 0.15, 0.2, and 0.25. Tem-

perature profile, fuel consumption rate, combustible gas composition, gas heating value, and 

gasification efficiency were analyzed. Optimum equivalence ratio condition is 0.2, 0.2, and 

0.15 respectively for rice husk, sawdust, and co-gasification. The gas lower heating value of 

3.13 MJ/Nm
3
, 2.69 MJ/Nm

3
, and 0.35 MJ/Nm

3
 and gasification efficiency of 72.73%, 

69.27%, and 82.08% were attained. Ajay Kumar et al. [6] performed gasification of distiller 

grains in a bench-scale fluidized bed gasifier using steam and air as the fluidizing and oxidiz-

ing agent. Effect of temperature, steam to biomass ratio, and equivalence ratio on gas compo-

sition was investigated. An increase in temperature improved H2 content, energy efficiency 

and carbon conversion efficiency of the gasification process. High temperature provides the 

energy needed for H2 formation reactions. 

In the present work, the gas composition of rice husk air gasification, rice husk 

steam gasification, sawdust air gasification, and sawdust oxygen gasification is determined by 

non-stoichiometric equilibrium model by Gibbs free energy minimization method using 

FACTSAGE 6.3 software. An investigation is carried out to study the effect of operating con-

dition, fuel quality and gasifying medium on gas composition. The maximum value of major 

combustible gases, gas heating value and gasification efficiency were determined for different 

gasification processes.  

Methodology 

The simulation of the gasification process is carried out by non-stoichiometric equi-

librium model based on Gibbs free energy minimization. Lagrange multiplier iterative method 

was employed to determine the final gas composition by FactSage software. Many researchers 

used Lagrange multiplier method to predict the performance of commercial gasifiers [7-9]. 

The objective function of the model was subjected to mass balance and non-negativity of the 
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number of moles to find the equilibrium composition of final products. Biomass elemental 

composition, gasifying medium quantity, and operating condition were the input details for 

simulation. The elemental composition of rice husk taken from Karmakar et al. [10] and saw-

dust from Lahijaniand Zainal [11] is shown in tab 1.  

In rice husk air gasification, the gas composition was determined for  = 0.25, 0.35, 

and 0.45 and T = 600-800 C. Rice husk steam gasification was carried out for S/B ratio = 1 

and 1.32 and T = 690-750C. Sawdust air and oxygen gasification carried out for the simula-

tion condition of  = 0.3-0.6 and T = 600-900 C. To determine the performance of the gasifi-

cation process, gas heating value and gasification efficiency were determined. Gas lower heat-

ing value is determined from eq.(1) given by Cheng et al. [12]. Biomass heating value found 

from eq.(2) given by Proll and Hofbauer [13], gas yield represents the volume of gas produced 

per unit mass of biomass, calculated from eq.(3) given by Ngo et al. [14] and gasification effi-

ciency is determined from eq. (4): 

-3

gas 2 4 (CO% 126.36 H % 107 ].98 CH % 358.18) [kJNmLHV            (1) 

-1

biomass (34835 C 93870 H 108 ]00 O 6280 N 10465 S) [kJ kgLHV             (2) 

gas 3 1

biomass

Volume
Gas yield   [  

Mass
]Nm kg                 (3) 

 gas yield 100 %
gas

biomass

LHV

LHV


 
 
 

       (4) 

Model validation 

Simulation results are validated with literature value: rice husk air gasification simu-

lation validated with the experimental value of Karmakar et al. [10], rice husk steam gasifica-

tion validated with the result of Loha et al. [15], sawdust air gasification validated with the 

result of Lahijaniand Zainal [11], and sawdust oxygen gasification validated with the result of 

Wang and Chen [16]. Average RMS error value of 4.91, 4.67, 7.71, and 4.68 were obtained 

for rice husk air gasification, rice husk steam gasification, sawdust air gasification and saw-

dust oxygen gasification, respectively. For more details regarding model validation, refer to 

author’s previous publications [17, 18]. 

Result and discussion 

The gas composition of rice husk air gasification, rice husk steam gasification, saw-

dust air, and oxygen gasification were determined for different simulation conditions. To 

study the effect of fuel quality on final gas composition, comparison of rice husk air gasifica-

tion with sawdust air gasification was carried out. To find the influence of gasifying medium 

Table 1. Biomass elemental composition 

Fuel 
Proximate Analysis [wt.%] Ultimate Analysis [wt.%] 

Volatile matter Fixed carbon Moisture Ash C H N O S 

Rice husk 55.54 14.99 9.95 19.52 49.07 3.79 0.63 46.42 0.09 

Sawdust 76.1 8.9 14.6 0.40 44.96 5.83 3.10 45.5 0.61 
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on final gas composition, comparison of rice husk air and steam gasification, sawdust air and 

oxygen gasification was carried out. Maximum combustible gas composition attained and 

optimum performance parameters were compared. 

For rice husk air gasification, simulation was carried out for three equivalence ratios 

 = 0.25, 0.35, and 0.45. the temperature for  = 0.25 is in the range 650-725 C with 25 C 

increments. For  = 0.35, temperature range is 600-750 C and for  = 0.45, the range is 600-

800 C. The common temperatures for all the equivalence ratios were 650 C, 700 C, and 

725 C. Rice husk steam gasification was carried out for steam to biomass ratio of 1, 1.32, 

and T = 690-750 C. Sawdust air and oxygen gasification simulation was carried out for 

 = 0.3-0.6 and T = 600-900 C. 

Gas composition at different simulation conditions 

Effect of temperature and gasifying medium quantity on individual gas composition 

is discussed in this section. Hydrogen and CO are the major combustible gas produced during 

gasification [19-21]. Rice husk air gasification composition is shown in fig. 1. At  = 0.25, 

increase in temperature enhances the H2 content; at  = 0.35 and 0.45, optimum H2 values 

were attained at 725 C and 650 C, respectively. Increase in equivalence ratio for all the tem-

peratures decreases the combustible gases formation due to the oxidation reactions [22]. The 

maximum H2 and CO values of 17.97% and 35.53% were attained at 725 C and  = 0.25. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

In rice husk steam gasification, slight H2 reduction, and CO augment was observed 

with increase in temperature at S/B ratio = 1.32. At 750 C, increase in the S/B ratio enhances 

the H2 content due to water gas reaction and reduces the CO content due to water gas shift 

reaction. Gas composition of rice husk steam gasification is shown in tab. 2.  

Table 2. Rice husk steam gasification gas composition 

T [°C] S/B ratio 
Rice husk steam gasification [mol %] 

H2 CO CO2 CH4 

690 1.32 56.06 19.06 24.44 0.43 

730 1.32 55.85 20.81 23.20 0.14 

750 1.32 55.65 21.59 22.67 0.08 

750 1.00 53.74 26.49 19.59 0.17 

Figure 1. Rice husk air gasification gas composition. 
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Hydrogen enhancement was observed in sawdust air gasification at  = 0.3-0.45 for 

the temperature change from 600 C to 700 C. increase in temperature reduces the H2 content 

for other simulation conditions. From 700 C onwards the CO2 formation enhances with the  

value. Increase in the  value reduces the CO content for all temperatures. The CO content 

increases with temperature at all  value for air and oxygen gasification process [23, 24]. 

Increase in equivalence ratio reduces the H2 content for all temperatures in both sawdust air 

and oxygen gasification. In sawdust oxygen gasification, temperature change from 600 C to 

700 C enhances the H2 content for all  value. Increase in temperature reduces the H2 content 

for other simulation conditions, except for  = 0.3 in temperature range 700-800 C. At 600 

C, CO formation increases with  value up to  = 0.55. For other conditions, increase of  

value reduces the CO content. Increase in  value enhances the CO2 formation for all tempera-

tures while increase in temperature reduces the CO2 formation for all  values. 

Maximum H2 value was reached at 700 C in sawdust air gasification and at 800 C 

in sawdust oxygen gasification. A distinct difference in maximum value of H2 was observed 

for oxygen as gasifying medium. Maximum CO value of 27.11% and 44.74% are attained at 

900 C and  = 0.3 for sawdust air and oxygen gasification, respectively. For both sawdust air 

and oxygen gasification high CO2 formation was observed at 600 C for all  value. Gas 

composition of sawdust air gasification and sawdust oxygen gasification is shown in fig. 2. 

Comparison of gasification results 

The effect of fuel composition on gasification was studied by comparing the rice 

husk air gasification and sawdust air gasification. Comparison of rice husk air gasification and 

rice husk steam gasification was carried out to find the effect of the steam medium. Sawdust 

air gasification and sawdust oxygen gasification were compared to find the effect of oxygen 

medium. The important outcomes of the individual gasification process were discussed in this 

section. 

Effect of fuel quality on gas composition 

Rice husk is found to have higher C and O content than sawdust from the elemental 

composition. Temperatures taken for analysis were 600 C and 700 C for  = 0.35 and 600 

C-800 C for  = 0.45. Rice husk gas has superior CO and CO2 formation, sawdust gas has 

better H2 content, similar to the fuel composition [25, 26]. At 600 C, rice husk gas has 1.95% 

and 1.64% higher CO content than sawdust gas at  = 0.35 and 0.45, respectively. Sawdust 

gas has 3.39% and 3.13% higher H2 content, as shown in fig. 3. At 700 C, rice husk gas has 

7.42% and 5.81% higher CO content than sawdust gas, sawdust gas has 4.1% and 2.93% 

higher H2 content. At 800 C and  = 0.45, rice husk gas has 5.85% higher CO formation and 

2.66 % lower H2 formation. 

Effect of gasifying medium on gas composition 

The effect of steam on gas composition was studied by comparing rice husk air gasi-

fication and rice husk steam gasification. Sawdust air gasification and sawdust oxygen gasifi-

cation were compared to show the effect of oxygen medium on gas composition. 

Rice husk air gasification vs. rice husk steam gasification 

The gas composition of rice husk air gasification and steam gasification were com-

pared at 750 C. The equivalence ratio was 0.35 for air gasification and S/B ratio = 1 and 1.32 
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for steam gasification. Steam gasification has superior H2 and CO2 formation compared to air 

gasification. In steam gasification, low CO formation takes place due to the predominant wa-

ter-gas shift reaction [22-24]. Methane content was low in both cases. The difference in hy-

drogen content between steam and air gasification was 39.27-41.18%; the difference in CO 

content was 3.17-8.07%, as shown in fig. 4. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Figure 2. Gas composition of sawdust air gasification and sawdust oxygen gasification 
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Sawdust air gasification vs sawdust oxygen gasification 

Individual gas contents were high in oxygen gasification due to the absence of nitro-

gen dilution [27, 28]. The maximum value of combustible gases was reached at  = 0.3 for air 

and oxygen gasification process. The gas composition of sawdust air and oxygen gasification 

were compared for T = 600-900 C at  = 0.3, shown in fig. 5. Hydrogen, CO and CO2 con-

tents were found to be higher in oxygen gasification by 10.34-13.28%, 4.57-17.64%, and 4.1-

14.87%, respectively at  = 0.3. The maximum difference of 13.8% was observed at 700 C 

and  = 0.45 for H2 content; 18.02% was observed at 900 C and  = 0.35 for CO content. 

Comparison of gasification performace 

Simulation of rice husk air gasification, rice husk steam gasification, sawdust air 

gasification and sawdust oxygen gasification were carried out to study the effect of simulation 

conditions on the final gas composition. Maximum hydrogen and CO production, gas heating 

value and gasification efficiency details are discussed in this section. 

Maximum hydrogen and carbon monoxide values 

Sawdust oxygen gasification has produced higher quantity of hydrogen next to rice 

husk steam gasification. Rice husk air gasification produced least hydrogen due to its ele-

Figure 3. Comparison of rice husk air gasification and sawdust air gasification 

Figure 4. Comparison of  rice husk air gasification and rice husk steam gasification 
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mental composition. Maximum values of H2 and CO for different gasification processes are 

shown in fig. 6. Gasification results indicate the higher influence of the gasifying medium in 

hydrogen production in relation to fuel composition [23-25]. The maximum amount of CO 

formation was observed in sawdust oxygen gasification. High CO formation was due to the 

absence of nitrogen dilution. The formation of CO in rice husk steam gasification was the 

lowest due to the consumption of CO in the water-gas shift reaction. Higher CO formation 

was observed in rice husk air gasification. 
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Gas heating value and gasification efficiency 

The maximum gas heating value was obtained in sawdust oxygen gasification in re-

lation to rice husk and sawdust air gasification due to higher combustible gas formation. Gas 

heating values are shown in fig. 7. In air gasification, nitrogen presence dilutes the concentra-

tion of combustible gases. An increase in temperature enhances gas heating value mainly due 

to the large production of CO. At  = 0.35, change in temperature from 600 C to 700 C 

increases gas heating value by 1.98 MJ/Nm
3
, 1.19 MJ/Nm

3
, and 2.4 MJ/Nm

3
 for rice husk air 

gasification, sawdust air gasification and sawdust oxygen gasification respectively. At  = 

0.45, the increase was 1.02 MJ/Nm
3
, 0.34 MJ/Nm

3
, and 1.31 MJ/Nm

3
, respectively. As light 

change in heating value was observed for the temperature change in the range 700-800 C. An 

increase in the equivalence ratio reduces the gas heating value due to the higher CO2 for-

mation and nitrogen dilution [7, 29]. 

Figure 5. Comparison of sawdust air gasification and 
sawdust oxygen gasification 

Figure 6. Comparison of hydrogen and carbon monoxide content 
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At  = 0.35, maximum gasification efficiency was observed in sawdust air gasifica-

tion. At  = 0.45, maximum gasification efficiency was observed in sawdust oxygen gasifica-

tion except for 600 C. At  = 0.35, an increase in temperature enhances gasification efficien-

cy by 25.4%, 23.29%, and 30.67% for rice husk air gasification, sawdust air gasification, and 

sawdust oxygen gasification, respectively. Gasification efficiency values are shown in fig. 8. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For  = 0.45, efficiency improvement of 14.18%, 7.79%, and 17.8% was observed; 

less than 1% improvement was observed in the temperature range 700-800 C. Gas heating 

values and gasification efficiencies of rice husk steam gasification are shown in tab. 3. 

Conclusion 

Rice husk and sawdust gasification has huge potential for power generation through 

gasification. Gas composition of rice husk air gasification, rice husk steam gasification, saw-

Table 3. Gas heating value and gasification efficiency of 

rice husk steam gasification 

T [°C] S/B Ratio Gas heating value [MJ Nm-3] Gasification efficiency [%] 

690 1.32 8.62 71.23 

730 1.32 8.71 72.47 

750 1.32 8.77 73.04 

750 1 9.21 76.77 

Figure 7. Gas heating value of different gasification process 

Figure 8. Gasification efficiency of different gasification process 
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dust air gasification, and sawdust oxygen gasification were determined by the non-

stoichiometric equilibrium model. The rice husk air gasification has superior CO and CO2 

formation than sawdust air gasification. Biomass elemental composition has the influence on 

final gas composition. High H2 and CO2 formation take place in rice husk steam gasification 

than rice husk air gasification due to the enhanced water-gas and water-gas shift reaction. 

Individual gas content of sawdust oxygen gasification is higher than sawdust air gasification 

due to the absence of nitrogen dilution. The highest H2 formation takes place in rice husk 

steam gasification at 690 C and S/B ratio = 1.32. The highest CO formation takes place in 

sawdust oxygen gasification at 900 C and  = 0.3. The maximum gas heating value of 9.21 

MJ/Nm
3
 was obtained in rice husk steam gasification. Maximum gasification efficiency of 

84.27% was obtained in sawdust oxygen gasification at 900 C. The results of the present 

work are useful in selection of fuel, gasifying medium and operation condition for the gasifi-

cation process. 

Nomenclature 

LHVbiomass – biomass lower heating 
value, [kJkg-1] 

LHVgas – gas lower heating value, [kJNm-3] 
Massbiomass – Mass of biomass [kg] 
S/B ratio – steam/biomass ratio 
T – temperature, [°C] 

Volumegas – volume of gas mixture, [m3] 

Greek symbol 

h – gasification efficiency, [%] 
 – equivalence ratio 

References 

[1] Broer, K. M., et al., Steam/Oxygen Gasification System for the Production of Clean Syngas from 
Switchgrass, Fuel, 140 (2015), Jan., pp. 282-292 

[2] Moghadam, R. A., et al., Investigation on Syngas Production via Biomass Conversion through the 
Integration of Pyrolysis and Air-Steam Gasification Processes, Energy Conversion and Management, 87 
(2014), Nove., pp. 670-675 

[3] Cerone, N., et al., Air-Steam and Oxy-Steam Gasification of Hydrolytic Residues from Biorefinery, Fuel 
Processing Technology, 167 (2017), Dec., pp. 451-461 

[4] Ismail, T. M., El-Salam, M. A., Parametric Studies on Biomass Gasification Process on Updraft Gasifier 
High Temperature Air Gasification, Applied Thermal Engineering, 112 (2017), Feb., pp. 1460-1473 

[5] Susastriawan, A. A. P., et al., Comparison of the Gasification Performance in the Downdraft Fixed-Bed 
Gasifier Fed by Different Feedstocks: Rice Husk, Sawdust and their Mixture, Sustainable Energy 
Technologies and Assessments, 34 (2019), Aug., pp. 27-34 

[6] Kumar, A., et al., Steam-Air Fluidized Bed Gasification of Distillers Grains: Effects of Steam to 
Biomass Ratio, Equivalence Ratio and Gasification Temperature, Bioresource Technology, 100 (2009), 
6, pp. 2062-2068 

[7] Zainal, Z. A., et al., Prediction of Performance of a Downdraft Gasifier Using Equilibrium Modelling for 
Different Biomass Materials, Energy Conversion and Management, 42 (2001), 12, pp. 1499-1515 

[8] Lan, C., et al., Thermodynamic and Kinetic Behaviors of Coal Gasification, Thermochimica Acta, 666 
(2018), Aug., pp. 174-180 

[9] Syed, S., Isam, J., Thermodynamic Equilibrium Analysis of Coal Gasification Using Gibbs Energy 
Minimization Method, Energy conversion and management, 65 (2013), Jan., pp. 755-763 

[10] Karmakar, M. K., et al., Investigation of Fuel Gas Generation in a Pilot Scale Fluidized Bed 
Autothermal Gasifier Using Rice Husk, Fuel, 111 (2013), Sept., pp. 584-591 

[11] Lahijani, P., Zainal, Z. A., Gasification of Palm Empty Fruit Bunch in a Bubbling Fluidized Bed: A 
Performance and Agglomeration Study, Bioresource Technology, 102 (2011), 2, pp. 2068-2076 

[12] Cheng, G., et al., Gasification of Biomass Micron Fuel with Oxygen-Enriched Air: Thermogravimetric 
Analysis and Gasification in a Cyclone Furnace, Energy, 43 (2012), 1, pp. 329-333 

[13] Proll, T., Hofbauer, H., H2 Rich Syngas by Selective CO2 Removal from Biomass Gasification in a Dual 
Fluidized Bed System-Process Modelling Approach, Fuel Processing Technology, 89 (2008), 11, pp. 
1207-1217 



Natarajan, A., et al.: Investigation of Biomass Gasification Simulation Using … 
THERMAL SCIENCE: Year 2022, Vol. 26, No. 6B, pp. 5109-5119 5119 

[14] Ngo, S. I., et al., Performance Evaluation for Dual Circulating Fluidized-Bed Steam Gasifier of Biomass 
Using Quasi-Equilibrium Three-Stage Gasification Model, Applied Energy, 88 (2011), 12, pp. 5208-
5220 

[15] Loha, C., et al., Performance of Fluidized Bed Steam Gasification of Biomass-Modeling and Experiment, 
Energy Conversion and Management, 52 (2011), 3, pp. 1583-1588 

[16] Wang, L. Q., Chen, Z. S., Gas Generation by Co-Gasification of Biomass and Coal in an Autothermal 
Fluidized Bed Gasifier, Applied Thermal Engineering, 59 (2013), 1-2, pp. 278-282 

[17] Dillibabu, V., et al., Energy, Exergy and Sustainability Analysis of Rice Husk Air Gasification Process, 
Thermal Science, 23 (2019), 2A, pp. 549-560 

[18] Dillibabu, V., et.al., Air and Oxygen Gasification Simulation Analysis of Sawdust, Thermal Science, 23 
(2019), 2B, pp. 1043-1053 

[19] Altafini, C. R., et al., Prediction of the Working Parameters of a Wood Waste Gasifier Through an 
Equilibrium Model, Energy Conversion and Management, 44 (2003), 17, pp. 2763-2777 

[20] Mohamed Zakriya, G., Ramakrishnan, G., Insulation And Mechanical Properties Of Jute And Hollow 
Conjugated Polyester Reinforced Nonwoven Composite, Energy and Buildings, 158 (2018), Jan., pp. 
1544-1552 

[21] Mothilal, T., Pitchandi, K., Influence of Inlet Velocity of Air and Solid Particle Feed Rate on Holdup 
Mass and Heat Transfer Characteristics in Cyclone Heat Exchanger, Journal of Mechanical Science and 
Technology, 29 (2015), Oct., pp. 4509-4518 

[22] Azzone, E., et al., Development of an Equilibrium Model for the Simulation of Thermo Chemical 
Gasification and Application to Agricultural Residues, Renewable Energy, 46 (2012), Oct., pp. 248-254 

[23] Behainne, J. J. R., Martinez, J. D., Performance Analysis of an Air-Blown Pilot Fluidized Bed Gasifier 
for Rice Husk, Energy for Sustainable Development, 18 (2014), Feb., pp. 75-82 

[24] Bridgwater, A. V., Renewable Fuels and Chemicals by Thermal Processing of Biomass, Chemical 
Engineering Journal, 91 (2003), 2-3, pp. 87-102 

[25] Xiao, R., et al., High-Temperature Air/Steam- Blown Gasification of Coal in a Pressurized Spout-Fluid 
Bed, Energyand Fuels, 20 (2006), 2, pp. 715-720 

[26] Sepe, A.M., et al., Assessing biomass steam gasification technologies using a multi-purpose model, 
Energy Conservation and Management, 129 (2016), pp. 216-226 

[27] Shweta, S., Pratik, N. S., Air-Steam Biomass Gasification; Experiments, Modeling and Simulation, 
Energy Conversion and Management, 110 (2016), Dec., pp. 307-318 

[28] Wander, P. R., et al., Assessment of a Small Sawdust Gasification Unit, Biomass and Bioenergy, 27 
(2004), 5, pp. 467-476 

[29] Subramanian, P., et al., Fluidized Bed Gasification of Select Granular Biomaterials, Bioresource 
Technology, 102 (2011), 2, pp. 1914-1920 

 

Paper submitted: Februay 7, 2022 © 2022 Society of Thermal Engineers of Serbia.  
Paper revised: April 26, 2022 Published by the Vinča Institute of Nuclear Sciences, Belgrade, Serbia. 
Paper accepted: April 30, 2022 This is an open access article distributed under the CC BY-NC-ND 4.0 terms and conditions.  

https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378778817327251
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378778817327251
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12206-015-0950-z
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12206-015-0950-z
http://www.vin.bg.ac.rs/index.php/en/

