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Abstract 
In the present study thermal characterization of most abundantly available indigenous low 
grade coal (Chamalang) and residue of agricultural waste (bagasse) have been investigated 
using thermogravimetric techniques. Proximate and ultimate analyses were also performed 
and heating values were measured. The operating parameters like heating rate (15, 20, & 
400C/min), feed composition (85/15, 91/9 & 94/6), equivalence ratio (ER value 0.25, 0.30 & 
0 35) that effects the kinetics and thermal conversion process were tested using TGA in non-
isothermal mode by maintaining sub-stoichiometric environment. TGA was operated from 
room temperatures to 9500C and it was observed that these parameters have very pronounced 
effects on the kinetics and conversion of these fuels. Coal-bagasse blends 91/9 (% w/w), 
heating rate of 200C/min and ER value 0.30 gives the optimum conversion. These 
parameters also had shown a substantial effect on the frequency factor (A-1) and little impact 
on activation energy (Ea) that was determined by the regression analyses of weight loss data 
of TGA. These results contributed to the understanding of proper thermochemical 
conversion processes for co-firing at the optimum operating conditions for the gasification 
reactor.  
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Nomenclature 
CH:  Chamalang mine coal 
Sub:  Sub-bituminious caol 
Ea:   Activation energy  
A-1: Frequency factor 
HHV:    Higher heating value 
ER: Equivalence ratio 
CFBG: Circulating fluidized bed gasifier 
LPM:  Litre per minute 
TGA Thermogravimetric Analyser 
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1. Introduction 
In recent years, due to the continuous increase in oil prices, the utilization of coal and other 
renewable resources including biomass as an energy source have already shown the potential 
of economical competitive advantage [1]. Biomass is believed to be economically 
competitive with the oil. In global terms, biomass ranks fourth as energy resource making up 
18 % of the world’s primary energy needs [2]. It includes a wide range of organic material 
such as wood-based energy crops, agricultural residues, algae, municipal wastes, forest 
product wastes, paper, and cardboard and food waste [3, 4].  Pakistan has the huge resources 
of both kinds of fuels as it stands 5th in coal reserve as estimated 185 billion tones [5] and the 
world’s 5th largest producer of the sugarcane in terms of acreage. Sugarcane is grown over 
millions hectares area of the country and provide the raw material for more than 84 sugar 
mills throughout the country. After textile, sugar industry is the 2nd largest agro base industry 
in Pakistan. For the year 2011-12, the sugarcane production is estimated at 58 MT over the 
previous forecast [6]. The total crushing of the sugarcane over the year 2011 was 78.15 MT. 
The bagasse is 34 % of the cane crushed with average moisture contents of 50%, so total 
available bagasse from these sugar mills is estimated more than 19.72 million tons.  

Both biomass and coal are carbonaceous materials, originating from plants and have the 
same fundamental elemental constituents [7]. The co-utilization of coal and these renewable 
resources of biomasses are becoming popular as fuel for all thermal conversion processes 
like pyrolysis, combustion & gasification due to the dual role of biomasses, both as energy 
source and carbon dioxide reducing agent in the environment. Moreover, high contents of 
hydrogen (H) in biomass, making it appropriate as a blend to compensate the often-low 
hydrogen (H) content of coal. The disadvantages of biomass as gasification feedstock are the 
low energy density, high moisture and oxygen contents, even though giving a high hydrogen 
yield. This deficiency is compensated by blending with a higher energy content coal [8]. The 
significant research interest in co-gasification of various coals and biomass mixtures can be 
seen such as in Japanese coal and cedar wood [9], coal and saw dust [10]. 
 

The high inorganic matter of biomasses contributes to catalyse the gasification of coal. 
Most of the co-gasification studies have focused on the parametric studies of the gasifier [11, 
12], while little attention has been given to the mechanism by which these blends of low-
grade coal and biomass thermally interact and degrade in co-conversion environment. The 
interaction among coal and biomass during thermal co-conversion is still an issue and yet to 
be solved. Some de-volatilization and pyrolysis results of coal and biomass blends have 
revealed a very little or no synergy between two fuels [13,14], while some others have 
revealed significant interaction among them [15, 16, 17 and 18]. 
 

The suitability of material for gasification mainly depends on the certain fuel 
characteristics like heating value, moisture contents, feed size and thermally conversion 
behaviour [19]. Thermogravimetric is the thermal degradation process which mainly depends 
on the atmosphere in which it occurs, as it   may be inert for pyrolysis, oxidizing for 
combustion and sub-stoichiometric for gasification. Recently many researchers have paid 
their attention to the characterization of coal and biomass fuels for co-gasification process 
that takes place in reducing atmosphere [20, 21]. While some other has investigated the 
factors effecting the kinetic parameters and thermal decomposition of coal, bagasse and coal-
bagasse blends [22].  

The kinetic studies can be done both by applying isothermal and non-isothermal 
techniques; therefore, it is still a controversial issue [22,23]. .Non-isothermal method has 
been found of much interest for heterogeneous reactions among the researchers [22, 24, 25 
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and 26].  For example Otero et al [27] have investigated non-isothermal thermo-gravimetric 
analysis (TGA) of two different carbonaceous materials i.e. coal and sewage sludge, for 
combustion process and recommended to use non–isothermal TGA with some modification 
for kinetic measurements of coal reactivity. Investigations have been reported about the 
reactivity and kinetic behaviour of Thar coal (lignite) using non-isothermal TGA [28]. 

 
In the present study the kinetic parameters and conversion behaviour of different coal-

biomass blends in sub-stoichiometric environment were investigated by varying the 
operating parameter such as heating rate, feed composition, and oxidant flow rate using 
TGA. Non-isothermal method was applied and weight loss studies were carried out for fixed 
time between atmospheric temperatures to 950oC.  

2.  Materials and Methods 
Low rank coal samples namely CHsub (Chamalang) belongs to Balochistan, province of 

Pakistan and dry bagasse samples collected from local sugar mill were tested using the TGA 
(Leco 701) at Coal Research Centre of NFC IET Multan. The grinded coal was segregated 
into sizes 710, 500 and 355µm. The CH sub coal size 710µm and bagasse of average particle 
size 490µm were finally selected as co-fuel for characterization in gasification environment. 
 
Table-1: Analysis of low grade coal and bagasse.   Table-2: Analysis of coal-bagasse blends 

 
Analysis 
(wt %) 

Sugar Cane 
Bagasse 

CH sub 

Coal 

Proximate Analysis 
Fixed carbon 12.28 51 

Volatile matter 81.33 39.8 

Moisture 1.03 0..9 

Ash 5.35 8.3 

Ultimate Analysis 
Carbon 43.07 59.08 

Hydrogen 6.6 5.60 

Sulfur 0.16 2.79 

Nitrogen 1.41 1.409 

Oxygen* 43.41 22.82 

HHV  MJ/kg 17.88 22.20 

*Oxygen by difference    
 
Thermal characterization of coal-biomass blends as fuel for gasification process was 
investigated using TGA in controlled air environment. Coal-bagasse blend samples of 
various proportions were prepared and placed in the sealed bags. Tested parameters was feed 
composition, heating rate and air flow rate for temperatures ranging from atmospheric to 
9500C. The analysis were performed for feed compositions (85/15, 91/9 & 94/6), heating 
rates (Ramp rate 40, 20, 150C/min) and Air flows of 3.5 and 5 LPM. ER values were 
determined as 0.25, 0.30 and 0.35 for weight sample 3.5, 3.0 and 2.5 gram respectively. The 
conversion performance of these samples under said operating conditions was tested. The 
initial weight & loss in weight with time & temperature were recorded continuously during 
this thermal conversion process and regression analyses were performed for kinetics data. 

3. Results and Discussions 
3.1 Effect of Operating Parameters 

Sample 
CBB 

M 
(%) 

V.M 
(%) 

F. C 
(%) 

Ash 
(%) 

HHV
.MJ/
kg 

94/6 0.91 42.29 48.67 8.12 21.95 

91/9 0.92 43.54 47.51 8.03 21.81 

85/15 0.93 46.03 45.21 7.86 21.55 
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The extent of conversion for coal biomass blends in series of gasification reactions can be 
obtained by the following equation: 
Conversion = ( wi-wt)/( wi-w∞ )                     (1) 
Where wi represents initial weight, wt   is the weight at any time, t and w∞     is the residual 
weight of the sample. 
 
3.1.1 Heating Rate 

 As depicted in the Figures 1 and 2 there was a little shift of thermo-grams for heating rates of 
40, 20 & 15°C/min. Due to non uniform distribution of heat at higher heating rate, there was 
slow conversion but with the passage of time, conversion rates of as high as 49.82% for ramp 
rate 20 was observed which corresponded to 37.25 mins. Similarly, conversion rates of 
37.49% & 37.16% were observed for ramp rate 40 & 15oC/min, corresponding to 18.72 and 
48.88 mins respectively. De-volatilization was completed at 7500C. This was perhaps due to 
release of highest amount of volatile matters and moisture during this temperature range (0-
7500C), which causes series of chemical reactions. In de-volatilization step the fuel releases 
CO, CO2, H2O & hydrocarbons (i.e. CH4, C2H4, and C2H6) in the product gas [29]. Some of 
these reactions are endothermic, which caused to slow down conversion at higher heating rate 
earlier. However, as it exceeded the said temperature range and attained temperature 750-
9500C, the heating rate of 400C/min regained the highest conversion rate i.e. 47 % as against 
the conversion of 36.5% & 27.3% for heating rate 20 & 150C /min respectively. Under these 
operating conditions, 20 ramp rate was found to be optimum with the highest overall 
conversion value i.e. 86% as against 80% and 64% for ramp rates of 40 and 15, respectively 

 
Fig. 1 Effect of heating rate on Conversion of coal-bagasse blend (91/9) at ER value =0.30 

.As suggested by some researchers that between the temperatures 700-9500C, a series of 
endothermic reactions between residual char of de-volatilization step and oxidant took place 
which resulted in higher yields of CO, CO2 and H2 in the product gas[30]. Thus higher 
heating rate provided the necessary heat for this conversion. Hence the rate of conversion of 
blended fuel at various heating rates forms the basis of designing a gasification system for the 
production of producer gas using circulating fluidized bed gasifier (CFBG). 
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Fig. 2 Time dependent conversion of coal-biomass blend (91/9) at different heating rate 
(ER=0.30) 
 
3.1.2 Feed Composition: 

 
Fig.3 Effect of feed composition on thermal conversion (ramp rate 20oC/min and ER value 
=0.30) 

Bagasse contains high fraction of oxygen as compared to coal as shown in Table 3. The 
higher proportion of oxygen increases the ER value and promotes the partial oxidation or 
combustion reaction of gasification [31]. Ash is another important factor of feedstock as it 
promotes the clinker formation and can cause the problems for the gasifier operation due to 
slugging and consequently ash agglomeration due to fusion of ash at low temperature. 
Biomass having ash-content above 5%, can initiate the clinkering formation. Successful 
gasification with ash-content up to 25% has been reported.  
 

 
Fig. 4 Time dependent conversion of coal, bagasse and blends (ramp rate 20 0C/min and ER 
value =0.30) 
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Figures 3 & 4 depicted that with increase in the fraction of biomass in coal-biomass blends 
(100% coal, 100% bagasse, 94/6, 91/9 & 85/15), the conversion of the feedstock increased 
with temperature or time due to increasing fraction of volatile matters, available oxidant and 
decreasing ash content. However, heating value decreased with increasing fraction of 
biomass in feedstock as given in Table2. Similar values have been reported by Sonobe and 
Worasuwannarak [32].  
 
3.1.3 Equivalence Ratio (ER) 

 
Fig. 5 Conversion of coal-bagasse blends at ER=0.25 and ramp rate 20 0C/min 

 
Fig.6 Conversion of coal-bagasse blend at ER=0.30 at constant ramp rate 20 0C/min 

. 
 In gasification process, the amount of air supplied determines its degree of combustion that 
causes to increase the combustion zone temperature and provide heat for directly heated 
gasifier [29]. The composition of producer gas is strongly influenced by the air flow in many 
ways. It supplies the oxygen for combustion and fluidizing media in case of fluidized bed 
and also affects the residence time and superficial velocity. 
Moreover, air flow rate controls the degree of combustion which in turn, affects the 
conversion temperature and composition of product gas. Figures 5 to 7 presents the effect of 
ER values 0.25, 0.30 & 0.35 on conversion of coal-biomass blends 85/15, 91/9 and 94/6 
respectively for change in temperature from atmospheric to 950°C while keeping other 
conditions constant. Increasing the air supply increased the ER, which in turn improved the 
conversion process. Steeper conversion was observed for coal-bagasse blend (85/15) 
containing larger fraction of biomass.  
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Fig.7 Conversion of coal-bagasse blends at ER=0.35 at ramp rate 20 0C/min 

 
Increasing fraction of biomass in blends increased the conversion, due to more availability of 
elemental oxygen from biomass. Many of the researchers have reported the increase in gas 
yield with increase in ER. It implies that an increase in the availability of oxidant faster the 
conversion. This is in agreement with the previous research work of the researchers [33, 34]. 
 
4.2 Estimation of Kinetics Parameters 
To characterize the selected coals, biomasses and coal-bagasse blends thermogravimetric 
data was used to calculate the kinetics of the reaction that occurred during thermal 
conversion in specific conditions. As TGA measured the overall weight loss due to the 
reaction; hence the overall kinetics can be determined. For kinetic calculations following 
assumptions were made;  
 
1. Reaction is purely kinetics controlled  
2 The conversion process follows the first-order reaction 
3. Eliminates the effects of heat transfer due to smaller particle size. 
 
Several methods are available in literature that can be used to calculate the activation energy 
[35]. The fundamental rate equation for heterogeneous solid-state reactions can generally be 
explained by:  
 

( ) ( )
d

K T f
dt

α α=                       (2) 

 
Where t is the time K (T) is the temperature dependent rate constant and f (α) described the 
reaction model, a function depending on the actual reaction mechanism, which presents the 
dependence of the reaction rate on the extent of reaction α. Generally well known Arrhenius 
equation is used to explain the temperature dependence of the rate Constant. 
 

/
( )

E a R T
K T Ae

−=                     (3) 

 

/ (1 )
d nEa RTAe
dt

α α−= −                   (4) 

 
Where A is the frequency factor in (min-1) Ea is the activation energy in KJ/mole for the 
conversion process . R is the universal gas constant (8.314 J K-1 mole -1) T (K) is the absolute 
temperature; n is the order of reaction.  
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Data obtained at constant heating rate
dT

dt
β = , following equation can be expressed: 

 
d d dt

dT dt dT

α αβ = = ×                      (5) 

 

The term   
d

dT

α
 is the non-isothermal reaction rate and substituting eq. (5) into eq. (4) will 

result as follow: 
 

/ (1 )
d A nEa RTe
dT

α α
β

−= −                   (6) 

 
Rearranging and integrating eq. (6), the following expression can be obtained: 

11 (1 ) /
1 0

n TA Ea RTdTe
n

α
β

−− − −= ∫−
               (7) 

Since /Ea RTdTe−∫    has no exact integral, 
 e-Ea/RT can be expressed as an   asymptotic series and its integration with ignoring the 
higher–order terms gives: 

   
1 21 (1 ) 2 /1

(1 )

n AR RTT Ea RTe
n Ea E

α
β

− − −  −  = − −    

             (8) 

Expressing eq. (8) in logarithmic form result in following equation 
11 (1 ) 2

ln ln (1 )
2(1 )

n AR RT Ea

Ea Ea RTnT

α
β

−   − −
  = − − 
 −   

for 1n ≠           (9) 

If assuming that 2RT/Ea<< 1 than eq. (9) becomes: 
11 (1 )

ln ln
2(1 )

n AR Ea

Ea RTnT

α
β

−   − −
  = − 
 −   

    for 1n ≠          (10) 

 
In order to simplify the calculations, the order of the reaction, n is assumed to be unity, and 
hence eq. (10) can be presented as follow 
 

2

ln(1 )
ln ln

AR Ea

Ea RTT
α

β
   −− = −   

   

                (11) 

 
Above eq. (11) will result in a straight line with slope E/R and an intercept of in [AR/βEa]. 
This was done by plotting graph between following 

1 (1 ) 1
ln

2(1 )
versus

TnT

α − −− = 
−  

 (For nǂ1)              (12) 

 

ln(1 ) 1
ln

2
versus

TT

α −− 
 

 (For n=1)                (13) 
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The values of α and T obtained from the TG analysis would have been used. Using data from 
thermograms of a variety of coals, biomasses and coal-biomass blends discussed earlier, the 
kinetic parameter, activation energy (Ea) was estimated. The linear correlation coefficients 
criterion was used for the best acceptable value of Ea. The orders of the reactions were first 
order for all the operating conditions. 

Using the data from the thermo grams shown in Figure.1, the kinetic parameters i.e. activation 
energy (Ea) and frequency factors (A-1) were estimated. For all the operating parameters, 1st 
order reaction for the thermal conversion process was assumed. The results of the kinetic 
parameters at various conditions were tabulated in Table 3.  
Table 3 Kinetic parameters and respective R2 constant values at various operating conditions 

 
Parameter Values Kinetic parameters R2-

Constan
t 

Ea 
KJ/mole 

A-1 

min 
Heating rate 
oC/min 

40  20.363 7.25e+2 0.88 
20  24.05 1.235e+3 0.92 
15  24.5 1.338e+3 0.94 

Feed 
composition 
by weight % 

100% 
coal 

23.83 1.604e+3 0.95 

100 % 
bagass
e 

33.6181 8.422e+3 0.96 

85/15 26.539 1.985e+3 0.90 
91/9 26.54 1.606e+3 0.89 
94/6 24.286 1.418e+3 0.88 

ER values 0.35 25.64 1.604e+3 0.94 
0.30 24.98 1.607e+3 0.90 
0.25 26.755 1.68e+3 0.93 

The results indicated that there were slight variations in activation energies (Ea), however a 
larger variation in frequency factors was observed against the various heating rates. Thus, it 
indicated that heating rate has more pronounced effect on frequency factor (A-1) rather than 
on activation energy (Ea). Therefore, it suggested that higher heating rate could ease and 
promote the conversion of fuel blend under this sub-stoichiometric environment. A similar 
value of activation energies (Ea) close to this study for coal-biomass blends in oxidizing 
atmosphere has been reported in the literature [36]. These investigations were found quite in 
fair agreement with the findings of researchers [30], whom has reported the Ea values 54.1, 
54.8, 55.2 and 55.3kJ/mole for heating rate 5,10,20 & 300C/min respectively for the pyrolysis 
of palm solid waste. Hence, the results of this study also show the similar variation trend 
against the various heating rates for coal bagasse blend for this sub-stoichiometric 
environment. 
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Fig-8 Kinetic data of coal-bagasse blend 91/9 
 

Data of thermo grams from Figure-3 was used to estimate, the kinetic parameters of CHsub 
coal, bagasse and various coal-bagasse blends. It was observed that the bagasse was highest in 
Ea and A-1 values as compared to coal and coal-bagasse blends.  Increased in kinetics 
parameters (Ea & A-1) with increasing proportion of bagasse was due to higher fraction of 
V.M and other constituents like cellulose and hemi-cellulose present in biomasses. Hence, 
increased fraction of bagasse in coal increased the frequency factor (A-1), which in turn ease 
and faster the conversion as shown in Figure 3. These observations were found quite in line 
with the findings of some other investigators [37], who characterized the varieties of coal, 
biomasses and coal-biomass blends for pyrolysis process. 
 

 
Fig-9 Optimum thermal conversion of coal-bagasse blend 91/9 

Similarly, the Kinetic data derived from thermal conversion data of thermo-grams shown in 
Figures 5 to 7,there was a little variation in kinetics parameters (Ea and A-1) with increasing 
Equivalence ratio (ER). So with increasing ERs values from 0.25 to 0.35 the values of Ea 
decreased which in turn promoted the conversion. as shown in Table-3  for coal-bagasse 
blend (91/9). 
 
4. Conclusion:  
This study has investigated the impact of operating parameters (heating rate, feed 
composition and equivalence ratio) on the conversion and kinetics of co-gasification using 
TGA in controlled air environment. It was concluded that increased fraction of bagasse and 
ER value increased the conversion. While in case of heating rate the highest conversion was 
observed for medium heating rate 200C/min due to uniform distribution of heat. Overall 
highest conversion rate (90.2%) was observed for coal-bagasse blend 91/9 at ER=0.30 and 
ramp rate 200C /min. whereas, the conversion (84.8%) was lower at the ramp rate 
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(400C/min). Perhaps, these are the optimum operating conditions for the TGA in the stated 
operating environment.  
Estimated values of Ea and A-1 obtained showed that there was little change in activation 
energy and a reasonable variation in frequency factor(A) with increasing heat rate and ER 
values, however it increased with increasing the weight fraction of bagasse in coal. The 
values determined for the activation energy (Ea), for coal-biomass blend (91/9) were 26.75 
,24.98 and 25.64 kJ/mole for ER values 0.25, 0.30 and 0.35 at constant heating rate of 
200C/min respectively. At ER=0.30 the value of activation energy (22.98kJ/mole) was found 
almost acceptable which gave optimum conversion rate. 
 
Finding from the present work shows the optimum values for the thermal conversion of low 
grade coal-bagasse blends. Additionally, determination of exact impact of these parameters 
on activation energy is important to understand the thermal decomposition of this low grade 
coal, bagasse and their blends. This knowledge can provide the guide line to the investigators 
to design and operate the laboratory scale co-gasifier. 
 
Acknowledgement 
The author is thankful to the Ministry of Science of Technology (MoST) Government of 
Pakistan for generous support to establish the Coal Research Centre (CRC) at NFC IET 
Multan, Pakistan.  
 
References: 
[1] Xu, Qixiang.:Investigation of co-gasification characteristics of biomass and coal in 
Fluidized bed gasifier.” Chemical and Process engineering, Caterbury: University of 
Caterbury, 2013, 180-190. 
[2] Perlack, R. D., L. L. Wright, A. F. Turhollow, R. L. Graham, and B. J. and Erbach, D. 
C. Stokes. “Biomass as feedstock for a bioenergy and bioproducts industry”The techanical 
feasibility of a billion ton annual supply. Oak Ridge National Laboratory, Washington: The 
National Acadamic Press, 2005. 
[3] Demirbas, Ayhan. "Biofuels sources, biofuel policy, biofuel economy and global biofuel 
projections." Energy Conversion and Management (Elsevier) 49, no. 8 (2008): 2106-2116. 
[4] Luo, Zhongyang, and Jingsong Zhou. Handbook of Climate Change Mitigation 
"Thermal conversion of biomass". Springer US, 2012. 
[5] .PPIB. “Pakistan Coal power generation Potential.” Presentation, Islamabad: Private 
and power infrastructure board (PPIB) of Pakistan, 2004. 
[6] Faran Sugar Mills Sindh,Pakistan . Annual Report 2011. Karachi: Faran Sugar Mills 
Ltd ,, 2012. 
[7] Boerrigter, H.; Rauch, R. "Review of application of gassses from biomass gasification." 
Chap. 10 in Hand book Biomass gasification, by H.A.M.Knoef, 211-230. Viena: Biomass 
Technology Group (BTG), Viena University of Technology, Institute of Chemical 
Engineering,  
[8] Tchapda, Aime Hilaire, and Sarma V. Pisupati. "A review of thermo conversion of coal 
and biomass/ waste." Energies (MDPI) 7, no. 3 (2014): 1098-1148. 
[9] Kumabe, Kazuhiro, Toshiaki Hanaoka, Shiniji Fujimoto, Tomoaki Minowa, and K. 
Sakanishi. "Co-gasification of woody biomass and coal with air and steam." Fuel (Elsevier) 
86, no. 5-6 (March-April 2007): 684-689. 



Journal of Faculty of Engineering & Technology, 2014 

116 
 

[10] Velez, Jhon F., Farid Chejne, Carlos F. Valdés, Eder J. Emery, and Carlos A. Londoño. 
"Co-gasification of colombian coal and biomass in fluidised bed: An experimental study." 
Fuel Vélez, Jhon F. (Elsevier) 88, no. 3 (2009): 424-430. 
[11] André, Rui Neto, et al. "Fluidized bed co-gasification of coal and olive oil industry 
wasts." Fuel (Elsevier) 84, no. 12-13 (2005): 1635-1644. 
[12] Pan, Y. G., E. Velo, X. Roca, J. J. Manya, and L. Puigjaner. "Fluidized bed Co-
gasification of residual biomas/poor coal blends for fuel gas production." Fuel (Elsevier) 79, 
no. 11 (2000): 1317-1326. 
[13] Aboyade, A. O., F.J. Gorgens, M. Carrier, L.E. Meyer, and H.J. Knoetze. 
"Thermogravemetric study of Pyrolysis characteristics and kinetics of coal blends with corn 
and sugarcane residues." Fuel Processing Technology (Elsevier) 106, no. (0) (2013): 310-
320. 
[14] Li, Shuaidan, Xueli Chen, Aibin Liu, Li Wang, and Guangsuo Yu. "Study on co-
pyrolysis characteristics of rice straw and shenfu bituminous coal blends in fixed bed 
reactor:." Bioresource Technology (Elsevier) 155, no. (0) (2014): 252-257. 
[15] Edreis, Elbager M.A., Guangqian Luo, Aijun Li, Chaofen Xu, and Hong Yao. 
"Synergetic effects and kinetis thermal behaviour of petroleum coke /biomass blends during 
H2O gasification." Energy Convers. Manag. (Elsevier) 79, no. 0 (2014): 355-366. 
[16] Krerkkaiwan, Supachita, Chihiro Fushimi, Atsushi Tsutsumi, and Prapan Kuchonthara. 
"Synergetic Effect during co-pyrolysis /gasification of biomass and sub-bituminous coal." 
Fuel Processing Technology (Elsevier) 115, no. 0 (2013): 11-18. 
[17] Park, Dong Kyoo, Sang Done Kim, See Hoon Lee, and Jae Goo Lee. "Co-pyrolysis 
characteristics of sawdust and coal blend in TGA and Fixed bed Reactor." Biosorce 
Technology (Elsevier) 101, no. 15 (2010): 6151-6156. 
[18] Sjöström, K., G. Chen, Q. Yu, C. Brage, and C. Rosén. "Promoted reactivity of char in 
co-gasification of biomass and coal: Synergies in the thermochemical process." Fuel 
(Elsevier) 78, no. 13 (1999): 1189–1194. 
[19] Kuligowski, Ksawery;  Luostarinen, Sari “Thermal Gasification of Manure” University 
of Gdánsk–POMCERT, Poland  2011. REPORT: Baltic Forum for Innovative Technologies 
for Sustainable Manure Management 
[20] Wang, Ping, Sheila W. Hedges, Kent Casleton, and Chris Guenther. "Thermal 
behaviour of coal and Biomass blends in inert and oxidizing gaseous environments." Intel. J. 
Clean Coal and Energy (SCIRP) 1, no. 3 (2012): 35-42. 
[21] Kalita, P., M.J. Clifford, K. Jiamjiroch, K. Kalita, P. Mahanta, and U.K. Saha. 
"Characterization and analysis of thermal response of rice husk for gasification 
applications." J. Renewable and Sustainable Energy (AIP:Scitation) 5, no. 1 (January 2013). 
[22] Mortaria, A., D. Avila, A.M. dos Santosa, and P.M. Crnkovica. "Study of thermal 
decomposition and ignition temperature of bagasse,coal and their blends." Thermal 
Engineering (Springer link:) 9, no. 1 (2010): 81-88. 
[23] Sonibare, O. O., O.A. Ehinola, R. Egashira, and L.K. Giap. "An investigation into 
thermal decomposition of Nigerrian coal." J.Applied Science (Asian Network for Scientific 
Information) 5, no. 0 (2005): 104-107. 
[24] Cumming, John W. "Reactivity assesment of coals via weighted mean activation 
energy." Fuel (Elsevier) 63, no. 10 (1984): 1436-1440. 



Journal of Faculty of Engineering & Technology, 2014 

117 
 

[25] Tanaka, Haruhiko. "Thermal analysis and kinetics of solid state reactions." 
Therchimica Acta (Elsevier) 267, no. 0 (1995): 29-44. 
[26] Senneca, O., P. Salatino, and R. Chirone. "A fast heating-rate thermogravimetric study 
of the pyrolysis of scrap tyres." Fuel (Elsevier) 78, no. 13 (1999): 1575-1581. 
[27] Otero, M., X. Gomez, A. Garcia, and A. Moran. "Non-isothermal thermo-gravimetric 
analysis of the combustion of two different carbonaceous materials coal and sewage sludge." 
J Therm. Anal. Calorim (Springer link) 9 (2008): 619-26. 
[28] Sarwar, Anila, M. Nasiruddin Khan, and Kaniz Fizza Azhar. "Kinetics studies of 
pyrolysis and Conbustion of THar Coal by Thermogravemetric and Chemometric data 
Analysis." Journal of Thermal Analysis and Calorimetery (Akademiai Kiado) 109, no. 1 
(2011): 97-103. 
[29] Hanaoka, Toshiaki, Seiichi Inoue, Seiji Uno, Tomoko Ogi, and Tomoaki Minowa. 
"Effect of woody biomass components on air-steam gasification." Biomass Bioenergy 
(Elsevier) 28, no. 1 (2005): 69-76. 
[30] Guo, J., and A.C. Lua. "Kinetic study on pirolysis of oil palm fiber: isothermal and non-
isothermal conditions." J. Therm. Anal. Cal. (Akademiai Kiado) 5 (2000): 763-77 
[31] Gautam, Gopal. Parametric Study of a Commercial-Scale Biomass Downdraft Gasifier: 
Experiments and Equilibrium Modeling. in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the 
Degree of Master of Science, Mechanical Engineerin Auburn University, Auburn University, 
Auburn: Auburn University, 2010, 168. 
[32] Sonobe, Toro, and Nakoorn Worasuwannarak. "Pyrolysis Characteristics of blend sof 
Agricultral Residues with Lignite." Asian Journal of Energy and Environment (AJEE) 
(KMUTT) 7, no. (0) (2006): 347-355. 
[33] Narváez, Ian, , Alberto Orío, Maria P. Aznar, and José Corella. "Biomass gasification 
with air in an atmospheric bubbling fluidized bed. Effect of six operational variables on the 
quality of the produced raw gas." Ind Eng Chem Res. (ACS) 35, no. 7 (1996): 2110-20. 
[34] Rodrigues, R., Marcilio, N.R., and J.O. Trierweiler. "Thermodynamic analysis of 
gasification of high ash coal and biomass” International Conference on Coal Science & 
Technology, Oviedo." Oviedo, 2011.  
[35] Sait, Hani H., Ahmad Hussain, Arshad Adam Salema, and Farid Nasir Ani. "Pyrolysis 
and combustion kinetics of date palm biomass using thermo-gravimetric analysis." 
Bioresour. Technol (Elsevier) 118, no. 0 (April 2012): 382-389. 
[36] Guerrero, Nayibe, Anyela Guzmán, Diana Milena Montoya, Carlos Londoño, and Farid 
Chejne Janna. "A study of coal-solid waste blend reactivity. Revista Ingenieria Investigation." 
Revista Ingenieria Investigation (Universidaa Nacional Autonoma de Mexico) 28, no. 2 
(Nayibe Guerrero 2008): 152-157 
[37] Annamalai, Kalyan, Brandan Martin, John M. Sweeten, and Kevin Heflen. 
Pyrolysis,Ignition & Fuel characteristics of coal ,feedlot biomass and coal:Feedlot Biomass 
blends. Fuel Properties, Texas Eengineering Experimentation and Texas Agricultral 
Experimentation station, Texas A&M University, 2006. 
 


