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THE METHODS OFMOLECULES REAGENTACTIVATINGOF 
THE COMBUSTION REACTION TO IMPROVE EFFICIENCY OF 

FUEL EQUIPMENTS 
 

B. Kovalyshyn, L. Chervinski 
 

Summary  
The using of electrical activation of molecules reagents of the 

combustion of fuel for energy efficiency installations on hydrocarbon 
fuels is proved theoretically and experimentally. The experimental re-
sults of the burning of electrically activated propane-butane mixtures 
and natural gas in the air showed differences in the efficiency of this 
method for both types of gaseous hydrocarbon fuels. The lower burn-
ing efficiency of activated natural gas in the activated air compared to 
the activated propane-butane mixture and air explained by the degree 
polarization of  molecules reagents. 


