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Table 1 Experimental conditions

Engine speed [rpm] 2000
Total injection quantity [mg/str.] 294
Pilot injection quantity [mg/str] 1.0~4.0
Pilot injection interval ledeg] 15.0
Main injection timing [edeg.BTDC] -3.0~9.0
Rail pressure [MPa] 80~180
EGR ratio [%] 0.0~39.0
Intake manifold pressure [kPa] 120~150
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Fig. 1 Scatter diagram of measurement data
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Fig. 2 Influence of the number of measurement
points to model accuracy
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points to stability of model accuracy




