
Cite this article as: Muhbat, S., Nadeem, S., Suleman, F., Akbar Jatoi, M., Hashmi, S., Uddin, F. "Liquid Fuel Production by Co-pyrolysis of Plastic Waste 
Mixture: Influence of Temperature", Periodica Polytechnica Chemical Engineering, 2026. https://doi.org/10.3311/PPch.42704

https://doi.org/10.3311/PPch.42704
Creative Commons Attribution b |1

Periodica Polytechnica Chemical Engineering

Liquid Fuel Production by Co-pyrolysis of Plastic Waste 
Mixture: Influence of Temperature

Sajid Muhbat1*, Saad Nadeem1, Farheen Suleman1,2, Maaz Akbar Jatoi1, Saud Hashmi1, 
Fahim Uddin1

1	Department of Chemical Engineering, NED University of Engineering and Technology, University Road, 75270 Karachi, Pakistan
2	Center for Biofuel and Biochemical Research, Institute of Sustainable Energy & Resources (ISER), Department of Chemical 

Engineering, Universiti Teknologi PETRONAS, 32610 Tronoh, Bandar Seri Iskandar, Perak Darul Ridzuan, Malaysia
*	Corresponding author, e-mail: sajid@neduet.edu.pk

Received: 03 November 2025, Accepted: 19 January 2026, Published online: 03 February 2026

Abstract

The growing accumulation of the plastic waste poses serious challenges to environmental safety. Simultaneously, the rising global 

demand for fuel has intensified efforts to convert the plastic waste into various valuable products, such as fuel. Plastic is normally 

sulfur-free; therefore, it produces green fuel. Co-pyrolysis offers an environmentally friendly and effective disposal method for 

converting plastic waste mixture into valuable liquid fuels with a positive synergistic effect between various types of wastes. This 

study investigates the co-pyrolysis of polypropylene, polystyrene, and high-density polyethylene in an equal proportion of 1:1:1 by 

mass, with the temperature ranging from 350 to 470 °C. The results demonstrated a significant impact of temperature on the yield, 

fractional distribution and physiochemical properties of the liquid fuel product. Liquid fuel was characterized by using American 

Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) standard test methods to evaluate its physicochemical properties, including calorific value, 

American Petroleum Institute (API) gravity, viscosity, and flash point. The characterization of fuel revealed that co-pyrolytic oils 

exhibited physiochemical properties either within or similar to the ASTM standard range of conventional kerosene fuel. Additionally, 

the highest liquid fuel yield of 95% was achieved at 470 °C. ASTM D86-23a distillation confirmed the maximum kerosene fraction 

of 49.5%, in the liquid fuel obtained at 470 °C.
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1 Introduction
The rapid increase in plastic production on an industrial 
scale [1], consumption on a daily basis [2], and improper 
recycling of the plastic waste is triggering environmen-
tal issues in the form of land, air, and water pollution, 
adversely affecting human as well as animal life [3]. 
Over the past few years, there has been a growth in the 
consumption and production of plastic, which has led to 
a  buildup of plastic in landfills, causing land contami-
nation and increasing greenhouse gas emissions [4, 5]. 
A global environmental disaster involving disease trans-
mission, garbage accumulation, unhygienic conditions, 
soil degradation, water contamination, and other issues 
are continuously increasing by the landfills [6]. According 
to research, only around 5% of all the manufactured plas-
tic is recycled, and the remaining takes over 450 years to 
biodegrade [7]. Therefore, to preserve the environment 

and life, plastic waste disposal is a significant and devel-
oping issue that needs to be addressed right away [8].

There are various methods to recycle plastic waste mix-
ture (PWM) including incineration [9], landfilling [10], 
gasification [11], and pyrolysis [12]. Considering the envi-
ronmental problems, rising reliance on petroleum prod-
ucts and economically stable approaches, pyrolysis is one 
of the most effective processes to tackle all these issues 
simultaneously [8]. Pyrolysis is the thermal degradation 
of wastes in an oxygen-free environment, resulting in the 
production of pyrolytic oil, which can be directly used as 
a fuel [13]. Moreover, co-pyrolysis is the thermal decom-
position of two or multiple wastes together in the absence 
of air or in an inert atmosphere [12, 14]. It has been 
reported that co-pyrolysis of different wastes has resulted 
in better product yield and physiochemical properties of 
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the petroleum product when compared to the simple pyrol-
ysis of wastes individually, because of the positive syner-
getic interactions among the waste materials [15, 16].

It has to be noted that the pyrolytic oil (PO) produced 
from single plastic feedstock or co-pyrolytic oil (CPO) 
produced from more than two or more types of plastic 
feedstocks does not contain sulfur compounds. Because 
there is negligible or no sulfur in the waste plastic feed-
stock, this characteristic advantage makes plastic waste 
mixture an advantageous source of alternative and green 
fuel as compared to fossil fuel, which results in the pro-
duction of toxic SOx gases [17].

Various studies of individual pyrolysis of plastic waste 
and co-pyrolysis of plastic waste with other materials or 
another type of plastic wastes have been reported. Only 
co-pyrolysis studies including plastic wastes will be dis-
cussed at this stage. The co-pyrolysis of low-density poly-
ethylene (LDPE), high-density polyethylene (HDPE), poly-
styrene (PS), and polypropylene (PP) has been reported in 
a batch pyrolytic reactor, with the distillation process to 
obtain gasoline-like  fuel. The mixture of 200  g of plas-
tic mixture (20.5 wt.% LDPE, 14 wt.% HDPE, 20.5 wt.% 
PS and 45.5 wt.% PP) was fed to the reactor, with a heat-
ing rate of 20  °C/min, and a reactor temperature set to 
700  °C. The yield of the liquid fuel mixture was 67%, 
consisting of a 50.3% gasoline fraction. The study con-
cluded that the properties of the resulting gasoline did not 
meet the requirement criteria of European gasoline stan-
dards, whereas blending the product with ethanol showed 
enhanced fuel properties [18].

Moreover, waste PP, polyethylene (PE), and mixed plas-
tic waste comprising of municipal and industrial plastics 
have been co-pyrolyzed in a reactor made up of stain-
less-steel. The temperature of the pyrolysis reactor was 
set to 480 °C at 101.3 kPa pressure, with a heating rate of 
10 °C/min, and a reaction time of 80 min. The liquid prod-
uct yield was 63%, with the properties resembling to com-
mercial diesel fuel. However, the high amount of heavy 
fractions suggested the potential requirement of the opti-
mization of process conditions [19].

Many types of plastic wastes have been co-pyrolyzed 
together, to the best of the authors' knowledge, there is 
no previous study which has specifically investigated the 
co-pyrolysis behavior of plastic waste mixture of PP, PS, 
and HDPE, while analyzing the influence of variable tem-
perature on the product yields, fractions, and commer-
cially important liquid fuel properties. Yields of co-py-
rolytic products were obtained by using mass balance. 

Various volume fractions of the liquid fuel were evalu-
ated by using the standard ASTM D86-23a [20] distilla-
tion. Physiochemical properties of the liquid fuel, includ-
ing calorific value, American Petroleum Institute (API) 
gravity, viscosity, and flash point, were evaluated using 
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) 
standard test methods for the fuels. Additionally, the com-
parison of the liquid fuel with ASTM standard specifica-
tions of the commercial kerosene has also been provided, 
because the fuel closely resembles to kerosene.

2 Experimentation
2.1 Raw materials and pre-treatment
The raw materials were a mixture of post-consumer or 
waste PP, PS and HDPE. The total PWM feed was 1.5 kg 
with a mass ratio of 1:1:1 (PP/PS/HDPE). The PWM was 
collected from various sources, cleaned and crushed to 
the average particle size of 3 mm. The raw material was 
purchased or collected in bulk quantity to prevent the 
variation of raw material properties during this research.

2.2 Pyrolysis equipment
2.2.1 Equipment specifications
Externally heated pyrolysis reactor volume: 16 L; mate-
rial of construction: stainless steel 304; reactor inlet valve 
(V-101); reactor outlet valve (V-102); pressure relief valve 
(PRV-101); condenser inlet valve (V-103); liquid outlet col-
lection vessel valve (V-104); gaseous collection vessel out-
let valve (V-105); 250 L polyvinyl chloride (PVC) water 
cooling tank, pump with 735.5 W power (P-101).

2.2.2 Details of equipment
All the experiments were performed in a pyrolysis reac-
tor setup consisting of a nitrogen cylinder, an externally 
heated resistant heater pyrolysis reactor, a jacketed cool-
ing water condenser, a liquid collection vessel, a centrif-
ugal pump and a cooling water PVC tank. The diagram of 
the experimental setup has been shown in Fig. 1.

A pyrolysis reactor with 16 L volume, made up of stain-
less steel 304 was used in this study. The reactor was 
externally heated with jacketed, with resistant heating 
elements. A thermocouple was also fitted to measure and 
control the feed temperature, connected to a proportion-
al-integral-derivative (PID) controller. All the co-pyrol-
ysis experiments were conducted in an inert atmosphere 
through an inlet valve (V-101), which was connected to the 
nitrogen cylinder, used to purge the nitrogen gas and cre-
ate an inert atmosphere. The reactor was also connected 
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to an outlet valve (V-102) used as an outlet for the co-py-
rolytic products and nitrogen as well (during the purg-
ing process). A pressure relief valve (PRV-101) was fitted 
before the outlet regulating valve in the reactor to release 
the pressure to ensure that process is safe to handle. 

Reactor was operated in semi-batch mode for all the 
co-pyrolysis experiments with 101.3 kPa inert pressure in 
the system created by using nitrogen gas before the start 
of each experiment. The co-pyrolytic products produced 
in the reactor were cooled down in the copper coil, water 
cooled jacketed condenser. Jacket was used for the cool-
ing water, while copper coil for the co-pyrolytic product. 
The   cooling water flow (50 L/min) was maintained by 
using a valve (V-103). stainless steel 304 product collec-
tion vessel (20 L volume) was used to collect the liquid 
product produced by co-pyrolysis. The outlet valve (V-104) 
was used to collect the liquid fuel product in the collection 
vessel for analysis and testing, and non-condensable gases 
were removed through another outlet valve (V-105).

A PVC tank of 250 L volume was used for the contin-
uous flow of cooling water circulation in the condenser. 
735.5 W centrifugal pump (P-101) was used for the contin-
uous flow of cooling water towards condenser, which was 
returned to the PVC tank.

2.3 Experimental procedure
2.3.1 Procedure specifications
Total mixed plastic feed; 1.5 kg, composition; PP/PS/
HDPE mass ratio of 1:1:1, operation mode; semi-batch, 
temperature; 350, 390, 430 and 470 °C, pressure; 101.3 kPa 
inert, reaction time; 40 min, power; 3 kW, nitrogen purg-
ing rate; 25 L/min, nitrogen purging duration; 30 min.

2.3.2 Procedure details
Raw materials were first cleaned and crushed, then pre-
heated to 120 °C to remove any moisture content. Three 

raw material samples with a total of 1.5 kg of feed of PP/PS/
HDPE were used with a mass ratio of 1:1:1 (500 g of each 
plastic type). Samples were measured in the required quan-
tity, mixed, and fed to the pyrolysis reactor. Nitrogen cyl-
inder was then connected to the inlet reactor valve (V-101) 
and co-pyrolysis setup was then pressurized using nitrogen 
at 300 kPa while closing the collection vessel outlet valves 
(V-104 and V-105), and leakage checking was conducted 
by using the detergent mixed foaming water.

To create the inert (nitrogen) atmosphere in the co-pyrol-
ysis system, the nitrogen was purged at a volumetric flow 
rate of 25 L/min for 30 min to create the inert atmosphere in 
the whole system. While nitrogen was purged, reactor inlet 
and outlet valves (V-101 and V-102), as well as two collec-
tion vessel outlet valves (V-104 and V-105) remained open.

When the nitrogen purging was completed, the reac-
tor inlet valve (V-101) and product collection vessel liquid 
product outlet valve (V-105) were closed. Outlet reactor 
valve (V-102), which was used for the flow of the products 
produced by co-pyrolysis and product collection vessel 
valve (V-105) used to remove and dispose of the non-con-
densable gases, remained open. The set point tempera-
ture within the range of 350–470 °C was set on the PID 
controller, and each sample was heated with 3 kW power 
using an externally heated resistant heater element. When 
the set point temperature was reached, a reaction time of 
40 min for each sample was provided. 

The yield of liquid fuel below 350 °C was insufficient 
to perform the ASTM D86-23a [20] distillation and eval-
uation of the properties. Therefore, the temperature below 
350 °C was not included in the study. Similarly, the opti-
mum liquid fuel yield of 95% was obtained at 470 °C, with 
a negligible residue of 0.3%. Whereas, temperature higher 
than 470 °C was not possible to check, because there was 
insufficient amount of residue to be converted into the liq-
uid product. Moreover, high residence time of the co-py-
rolysis process is because of the large reactor volume.

The co-pyrolytic products produced in the reactor 
(which include condensable and non-condensable prod-
ucts) were then cooled down in the condenser in its cop-
per-made coil, which was surrounded by the cooling water 
jacket, in which continuous flow of water at room tempera-
ture condensed major part of the product. Whereas residue 
and non-condensable gases were also produced in small 
quantities. The constant flow of cooling water (50 L/min) 
was maintained by using a flow regulating valve (V-103). 
The liquid fuel condensed in the condenser was then col-
lected in the product collection vessel for further analy-
sis and testing. Whereas, residue produced in the reactor 

Fig. 1 Process flow diagram of externally heated pyrolysis reactor setup
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and gases (which were non-condensable in nature) were 
disposed of. The co-pyrolysis process was semi-batch, 
because liquid fuel collection was continuous, whereas 
raw materials were charged batch-wise.

3 Product characterization
3.1 Standard specifications of kerosene
Each co-pyrolytic product obtained was compared to the 
standard ASTM specifications, used for the commercial 
kerosene fuel, because most of the samples showed a major 
fraction of kerosene when tested using ASTM  D86-
23a [20] distillation. The ASTM standard specifications of 
the kerosene fuel are provided in Table 1 [21–24].

3.2 Testing standards for fuel
The liquid fuel testing was performed by using the ASTM 
standards [20, 25–28]. Testing included ASTM D86-23a [20] 
distillation, calorific value using ASTM D240-19 [25], API 
gravity using ASTM D1298-12b(2017)e1 [26], viscosity 
using ASTM D445-24 [27], and flash point using ASTM 
D92-24  [28]. Three phase mass balance was also per-
formed, and the yields of CPO, semi-solid residue, and 
non-condensables were measured. Only liquid fuel prod-
ucts were tested, as the aim of this study was restricted to 
the liquid fuel products. Non-condensable gases and the 
residue were disposed, because their characterization was 
out of the scope for this research.

3.3 Error and repeatability
All the experiments and tests were performed twice, and 
average values were reported. If an error of greater than 
5% was observed, then the relevant test method or experi-
ment was repeated until the error between two values was 
not reduced to 5%.

4 Results and discussion
4.1 Co-pyrolysis products
Total PWM feed of 1.5 kg consisting of PP/PS/HDPE 
with fixed mass ratio of 1:1:1 was processed at four dif-
ferent co-pyrolysis temperatures of 350, 390, 430, and 
470 °C (more details about the other process conditions 

have already been provided in Section 2.3.1). The prod-
uct obtained in each of these four experiments was 
observed to be in the form of liquid fuel, semi-solid res-
idue, and  non-condensable gases, with various propor-
tions as an impact of variable temperature. These propor-
tions have been discussed with graphical representation 
in Section 4.1.1 in detail. Liquid fuel was the major prod-
uct of the experiments.

Details of the ASTM D86-23a [20] distillation and 
resulting fractions have been discussed in Section 4.1.2. 
ASTM  D86-23a [20] of the liquid fuel showed that it 
was a mixture of fractions having boiling range of heavy 
fuel oil, diesel, kerosene and naphtha with various pro-
portions depending on the co-pyrolysis temperatures. 
Physiochemical properties of the liquid fuel were closer 
or within the range of kerosene fuel; therefore, its phys-
iochemical properties were compared to the standard prop-
erty ranges of the commercial kerosene fuel, as discussed in 
Sections 4.1.3 to 4.1.6. These properties included calorific 
value, API gravity, viscosity and flash point, respectively.

4.1.1 Product distribution of co-pyrolysis
The co-pyrolysis of PWM yields CPO as a major liquid fuel 
product, along with the semi-solid residue and a non-con-
densable gas. Fig. 2 represents the product distribution in 
the form of yields at different co-pyrolysis temperatures 
(350 °C to 470 °C) in terms of liquid product (wt.%), res-
idue (wt.%), and non-condensable gases (wt.%). Yield can 
be defined as the ratio of the quantity of a specific prod-
uct to the quantity of feedstock used [29]. The  yield of 
the co-pyrolysis products mainly depends upon the reac-
tion temperature, reaction time and heating rate [30]. 
Parameters other than temperature were kept as constant 
(refer to Section 2.3.1 for the other parameters).

Table 1 ASTM D1655-21c [21] and ASTM D3699-13be1 [22] standards 
for kerosene fuel

Properties of fuel ASTM standards range for kerosene

Calorific value (MJ/kg) 42.8 (minimum) [21]

API Gravity at 15.6 °C (°) 37–51 [21]

Viscosity at 40 °C (mPa s) 0.78–1.6 [22]

Flash point (°C) 38 (minimum) [21] Fig. 2 Product distribution at various temperatures
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At 350 °C, the liquid fraction, residue, and gas frac-
tion were observed to be 58.3%, 40%, and 1.7%, respec-
tively. The significant amount of residue at this tempera-
ture indicates an incomplete thermal degradation of the 
PWM. Although the liquid fraction is dominant, gas pro-
duction remains minimal. At 390 °C, the product distribu-
tion shifted to 77.6% liquid, 20% residue, and 2.4% gas. 
The reduction in residue and the substantial increase in liq-
uid yield suggest improved conversion efficiency, while gas 
production increased slightly but remained relatively low.

At 430 °C, the liquid yield reached 90.5%, whereas 
residue yield decreased up to 5.4% and the gaseous yield 
increased further to 4.1%. At this stage, liquid yield was 
observed to be high, indicating higher conversion of the 
PWM to the liquid fuel. While the production of residue was 
significantly reduced. The increase in gaseous yield sug-
gested an enhanced decomposition of the heavier hydrocar-
bons into the more volatile components. At 470 °C, it was 
observed that the liquid yield further increased to an optimum 
value of 95%, while the yield of residue dropped to a min-
imum value of 0.3%, and non-condensable gas production 
increased to 4.7%. The liquid product yield was observed to 
be the highest at this stage. This temperature showed almost 
complete thermal decomposition of the PWM into the liquid 
and gaseous products, with minimal solid residue remaining. 
The  slight increase in gas fraction compared to the lower 
temperatures indicates further breakdown of heavier hydro-
carbons into lighter and gaseous components.

Results showed that the yield of the liquid fuel increased 
consistently with the co-pyrolysis temperature, reaching 
a maximum value of 95% at 470 °C. This showed that the 
higher temperature enhanced the conversion of PWM into 
the liquid hydrocarbons. Residue decreased sharply as 
the temperature increased, dropping from 40% at 350 °C 
to nearly negligible (0.3%) at 470 °C. This indicated the 
higher thermal degradation of the PWM at elevated tem-
peratures. Non-condensable gaseous production increased 
gradually with the increasing temperature, from 1.7% at 
350 °C to 4.7% at 470 °C. This showed that heavy hydro-
carbons were decomposed to lighter hydrocarbons as the 
co-pyrolysis temperature increased. 

Previous studies reported that the liquid yield from the 
pyrolysis of waste plastic bags increased from 8% to 45% 
as the temperature was increased from 250 °C to 450 °C. 
This increase was attributed to enhanced secondary crack-
ing at higher temperatures [31].

Similar trends were observed in previous studies, where 
the co-pyrolysis of PWM containing 45% PP, 35% LDPE, 
and 25% HDPE was performed at various temperatures. 

The yield of the liquid fuel increased from 26.7% to 32.8% 
within the range of 450 °C to 500 °C [32]. However, it was 
noted that with a further increase in temperature, the liquid 
yield decreased while the gaseous yield increased [32–34]. 
Moreover, when municipal plastic waste mixture contain-
ing 5.6% PET, 8.7% PS, 26.9% PP and 58.8% PE was pyro-
lyzed, the liquid yield increased from 80.5% to 84% within 
the range of 500 °C to 600 °C [35]. This confirmed a direct 
relation of temperature with the liquid fuel yield. However, 
beyond an optimal temperature of 470 °C, further increase 
may lead to a decline in the liquid yield due to the second-
ary cracking, favoring higher gas formation [34].

Based on the observations and previous studies, higher 
co-pyrolysis temperatures, such as 430 °C and 470 °C 
proved to be optimum for maximizing liquid yield, with 
minimal residue. Thus, our results indicated that increas-
ing the temperature enhanced the liquid yield, which 
ranged from 58.3% to 95%.

4.1.2 ASTM D86-23a distillation
The ASTM D86-23a [20] method was used to perform the 
distillation of CPO to obtain different fractions. The ini-
tial boiling points (IBPs) and end boiling points (EBPs) 
of the kerosene fraction were selected according to the 
ASTM D3699-18 standard [36]. The fractions included the 
lighter fraction (comprising both light and heavy naphtha, 
IBP to 145 °C), the kerosene fraction (145–300 °C), and 
the heavier fraction (comprising diesel and heavy fuel oil, 
above 300 °C) as shown in Fig. 3. In this study, kerosene 
fractions were observed to be the major fractions, espe-
cially at high temperatures. It should be noted that diesel 
fraction (DF) combined with heavy fraction or heavy fuel 

Fig. 3 ASTM D86-23a [20] fractions of CPO obtained at different 
temperatures
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oil (HF) has been represented by (DF  +  HF), while resi-
due  (R) combined with evaporation losses (L) have been 
represented by (R + L).

When the ASTM distillation of CPO obtained at 350 °C 
was performed, 6 vol.% of naphtha, 31.5 vol.% of kerosene, 
47.5 vol.% of (DF + HF), and 15 vol.% of (R + L) were 
obtained. The high amount of (DF  +  HF) indicates that 
the CPO produced at this temperature contains a greater 
proportion of heavy fractions as compared to lighter ones. 
At 390 °C, the kerosene yield increased to 35 vol.%, while 
9 vol.% of naphtha, 42.5 vol.% of (DF + HF), and 13.5 vol.% 
of (R + L) were obtained. This increase in kerosene frac-
tion suggests that increasing co-pyrolysis temperature 
enhanced the formation of lighter fractions.

A significant rise in the yield of kerosene was observed 
at 430 °C, reaching a value of 44.5 vol.%, while naph-
tha, (DF + HF) and (R + L) were recorded to be 14 vol.%, 
31.5  vol.%, and 10 vol.%, respectively. The substantial 
increase in kerosene fraction at this stage confirms the 
shift toward the formation of lighter fractions with increas-
ing temperature. At 470 °C, the yield of kerosene further 
enhanced to an optimum value of 49.5 vol.%, while naph-
tha, (DF + HF), and (R + L) were observed to be 17 vol.%, 
25 vol.%, and 8.5 vol.%, respectively. The lowest fraction of 
(DF + HF) and the highest fraction of kerosene at this tem-
perature further confirmed the strong correlation between 
temperature and the production of lighter fractions.

The kerosene fractions obtained in this study ranged 
from 31.5 to 49.5 vol.%, while the optimum yield was 
observed at 470 °C. The trend indicates that increasing the 
co-pyrolysis temperature leads to a higher kerosene frac-
tion, demonstrating a direct relationship between tempera-
ture and the proportion of lighter fractions in the CPO.

A similar trend has been reported in previous stud-
ies. When PS, LDPE, HDPE, and PP were co-pyrolyzed, 
the lighter fractions increased with increasing tempera-
tures  [37]. Similarly, when LDPE bags were pyrolyzed, 
higher amounts of lighter fractions were obtained at higher 
temperatures, suggesting that higher temperatures enhanced 
the formation of lighter fractions [38]. The findings of this 
study align with previous research, where an increase in 
temperature resulted a higher yield of lighter fractions. 
The fraction of the liquid fuel within the boiling range of 
145–300 °C was considered as kerosene, the fraction above 
this boiling range was considered as a mixture of diesel 
and heavy fuel oil, whereas, the fraction below this boiling 
range was considered as naphtha fraction [36, 39, 40].

Therefore, this research concludes that higher tem-
peratures are favorable for the higher amount of lighter 

fractions and kerosene as compared to the diesel and heavy 
fuel oil in the co-pyrolysis of PWM. The optimum fraction 
of kerosene was observed to be 49.5 vol.% at 470 °C.

4.1.3 Calorific value
The calorific or heating value is defined as the amount of 
energy released when a fuel is burned in the presence of 
air [41]. A high calorific value of CPO indicates its poten-
tial as a viable energy source [42]. The calorific values of 
the obtained CPO ranged from 35.8 MJ/kg to 40.5 MJ/kg, 
as shown in Fig. 4. Among the various temperatures, the 
highest calorific value was recorded at 470  °C, which 
closely resembles the commercial kerosene fuel. However, 
all values remained closer but below the ASTM standard 
range. With increase in temperature, a gradual increase in 
calorific value was observed.

In our previous study on the co-pyrolysis of waste 
cooking oil (WCO) and waste lubricating oil (WLO), 
a  similar trend of increasing calorific value with rising 
temperature was observed, which was attributed to the 
formation of deoxygenated compounds [12].

A similar trend has been observed in the pyrolysis of 
LDPE waste, where the calorific value increased with 
increasing temperature from 250 to 300 °C [43]. Likewise, 
when waste LDPE bags were pyrolyzed, the calorific value 
also increased with increasing temperature [31]. These pre-
vious studies validate the trend observed in this research.

Based on previous research and ASTM standard 
ranges, it can be inferred that co-pyrolysis temperatures 
above 400 °C produce CPO with relatively higher calo-
rific values. The CPO obtained at 470 °C demonstrated 
the closest resemblance to the calorific value of kerosene. 

Fig. 4 Calorific values of CPO at various temperatures
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However, below this temperature, a lower calorific value 
as compared to the standard value of calorific value of ker-
osene was observed, likely due to the incomplete thermal 
cracking and the improper breakdown of heavier hydro-
carbons into higher energy volatile fractions.

4.1.4 API gravity
API gravity is a very important parameter that indicates 
whether fuel is heavier or lighter than water. API grav-
ity is related inversely to the density of the fuel, indicating 
that denser fuels exhibit lower API gravity. Fuels with an 
API gravity greater than 10 are typically lighter than water, 
whereas those with an API gravity below 10 are compara-
tively heavier [44]. API gravity is evaluated based on the 
specific gravity (SG), which is also referred as relative den-
sity, or the ratio of a fluid's density at 15.6 °C to the den-
sity of water at the same temperature. The calculation of API 
gravity was performed using the following formula [14, 45]:

API
SG

� �
141 5

131 5
.

. . 	

The API gravities of the CPO samples ranged within 
37.1° to 60.2°, as shown in Fig. 5. The API gravities in the 
range of 350 °C to 430 °C fall within the ASTM defined 
range, whereas at 470 °C, it exceeded the ASTM limits, 
confirming the presence of lighter hydrocarbon fractions 
at higher temperatures. This trend indicates that API grav-
ity increases with rising temperature.

In our previous study, it was observed that higher co-py-
rolysis temperatures during the co-pyrolysis of WLO and 
WCO enhanced the thermal decomposition of heavy com-
ponents, leading to the formation of lighter hydrocarbons 
with higher API gravities or lower densities [12].

Previous studies showed that during the pyrolysis of 
waste LDPE bags in a batch reactor, the specific grav-
ity decreased with rising temperature, implying a cor-
responding rise in the API gravity [31]. Similarly, when 
Parthenium hysterophorus (a type of lignocellulosic bio-
mass) was pyrolyzed, the results showed that higher tem-
peratures promote the formation of lighter, more volatile 
compounds with lower densities, lower specific gravities, 
and higher API gravities [46]. The results indicated that 
API gravities of the co-pyrolytic samples within 350 °C 
to 430 °C fall within the ASTM defined range, whereas at 
470 °C, it exceeded the ASTM limits. Beyond this range, 
the fuel exhibits significantly higher API gravity, suggest-
ing an increased presence of lighter fractions, which may 
affect fuel performance or blending requirements.

4.1.5 Viscosity
Dynamic viscosity is also a crucial parameter of the 
fuel, defined as internal resistance to the flow of a liquid. 
The viscosities of the CPO obtained from the co-pyroly-
sis of PWM was observed to range within 0.78 mPa s to 
1.03 mPa s, as shown in Fig. 6. The CPO obtained at each 
co-pyrolysis temperature falls within the ASTM defined 
range. A decreasing viscosity trend with increasing tem-
perature was observed, which is because of the higher pro-
portion of lighter fractions formed at higher temperatures.

According to our recent study on the co-pyrolysis of 
WLO and WCO, the kinematic viscosity of the fuel sam-
ples decreased with increasing temperature, indicat-
ing the presence of shorter hydrocarbon chains, reduced 
intermolecular entanglement, lower resistance to flow, 
and a higher proportion of unsaturated chains [12].

Fig. 5 API gravities of CPO at various temperatures

Fig. 6 Dynamic viscosities of CPO at various temperatures
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Another previous study confirmed the similar decreas-
ing viscosity trend, where a mixture of solvent and each 
individual plastic (HDPE, LDPE, and PP) was pyrolyzed 
separately at varying temperatures. The viscosity of PO 
samples obtained from each plastic waste type consistently 
decreased as the temperature was increased from 120 °C to 
260 °C [47]. Similarly, during the pyrolysis of waste tires, 
the kinematic viscosities decreased as the temperature was 
increased [48], further validating the trend observed in this 
research. Based on these findings, it can be concluded that 
the co-pyrolysis of PWM should be conducted at any tem-
perature range between 350–470 °C to achieve a dynamic 
viscosity within the ASTM standard range. Above this tem-
perature, the viscosity may fall below the ASTM defined 
range, which is undesirable. Higher temperatures are favor-
able for the production of lighter fractions, thereby reduc-
ing the viscosity beyond the acceptable limit.

4.1.6 Flash point
Flash point is the lowest temperature at which a fuel ignites 
momentarily in the presence of oxygen. It is a critical param-
eter for ensuring the safe handling of the fuel, as a lower 
flash point indicates higher volatility [2,  14]. The  flash 
points of the CPO obtained at different temperatures were 
observed to be within the range of 33 °C to 47 °C, as shown 
in Fig. 7. A decreasing trend in the flash point was observed 
with the rising temperature, which can be attributed to the 
presence of higher volatile fractions at the elevated tem-
peratures. The CPO obtained at 350 °C resulted flash points 
above ASTM defined range, while the sample at 390 °C 
meets the minimum required limit of the ASTM standard 
exactly. However, at temperatures beyond 390 °C, the flash 
points decreased below the ASTM defined range.

In our previous research on the co-pyrolysis of WLO 
and WCO showed that increasing the temperature led 
to the lower flash points, likely because of the enhanced 
formation of lighter fractions from the decomposition of 
heavier components [12].

Other previous studies have also reported a similar 
trend, where the pyrolysis of waste PP resulted a decreas-
ing trend of flash points as the temperature was increased 
from 250 °C to 350 °C [49]. Similarly, when waste LDPE 
bags were pyrolyzed, the flash points decreased from 96 °C 
to 27  °C with increasing temperature [29]. According 
to the results, it can be concluded that CPO obtained at 
350  °C and 390  °C meet the minimum ASTM defined 
flash point limit, making it safer for handling. However, 
at higher temperatures, the flash points decreased below 
the ASTM standard range, increasing the volatility of the 
fuel, which poses potential hazards.

5 Conclusion and future recommendation
This study discussed the co-pyrolysis of mixture of 
post-consumer or waste PP, PS, and HDPE with an equal 
mass ratio at 3 kW power, 40 min residence time, 101.3 kPa 
inert atmospheric pressure, a 25 L/min nitrogen purge rate, 
and a 30 min nitrogen purging time under varying tempera-
tures ranging from 350 °C to 470 °C. Product distribution 
and ASTM D86-23a [20] distillations of CPO were studied 
to identify the various yields and fractions, respectively.

The physiochemical properties including calorific val-
ues, API gravities, dynamic viscosities, and flash points 
of CPO were evaluated according to the ASTM standard 
test methods. Additionally, the effect of different co-pyrol-
ysis temperatures on the kerosene fractions obtained via 
ASTM distillation in the boiling range of 145 to 300 °C 
were also examined. Physiochemical properties were also 
compared to the standard ASTM specifications of the 
commercial kerosene fuel.

The results showed that the highest liquid fuel yield 
of 95% was obtained at 470 °C, with a negligible amount 
of residue, indicating the presence of lighter compounds. 
The maximum kerosene fraction of 49.5% was obtained 
through the ASTM distillation of CPO produced at 
470 °C. Additionally, the physiochemical properties of the 
liquid fuels were observed to be either within or similar 
to the ASTM standard ranges or limits of the commer-
cial kerosene fuel.

Future studies can focus on enhancing fuel efficiency 
and quality by co-pyrolyzing plastic waste mixture (PWM) 
with other substances, such as waste oils, biomass or addi-
tional polymeric wastes. Additionally, the use of different Fig. 7 Flash points of CPO at various temperatures



Muhbat et al.
Period. Polytech. Chem. Eng. |9

catalysts can optimize the yield and improve key fuel phys-
iochemical properties. Residue and gases can also be ana-
lyzed and used for the suitable purposes.

Furthermore, studies on large scale applications and 
process optimization could help in the commercialization 
of this method for sustainable fuel production. Scalability 
and industrial application of this laboratory scale co-py-
rolysis research requires technoeconomic assessment, 
changes in the design of heating system, such as design 
of the burner for large scale heating, instead of electric 
heating. Moreover, semi-batch mode of operation needs to 
be converted into the continuous mode. Fuel produced in 
this research can also be directly used in the industries or 
blended with the commercial fuels.

Acknowledgment
The authors graciously thank the Department of Chemical 
Engineering, Universiti Teknologi PETRONAS (UTP) 
Malaysia. Additionally, authors also acknowledge 
Muhammad Bilal, Arsalan Saleem, Ahmer Dad and Adeel 
Pervez, graduated from the Department of Chemical 
Engineering, NED University of Engineering and 
Technology, Karachi, Pakistan for their support in experi-
mentation and testing.

Abbreviations
API	 American Petroleum Institute
ASTM	 American Society for Testing and Materials
CPO	 Co-Pyrolytic Oil
DF	 Diesel Fraction
EBP	 End Boiling Points
HF	 Heavy Fraction or Heavy Fuel Oil
HDPE	 High Density Polyethylene
LDPE	 Low Density Polyethylene
IBP	 Initial Boiling Point
L	 Evaporation Losses
PID	 Proportional Integral Derivative
PO	 Pyrolytic Oil
PP	 Polypropylene
R	 Residue
PRV	 Pressure Relief Valve
PS	 Polystyrene
PVC	 Polyvinyl Chloride
SG	 Specific Gravity
PWM	 Plastic Waste Mixture
WCO	 Waste Cooking Oil
WLO	 Waste Lubricating Oil

References
[1]	 Gałko, G., Sajdak, M. "Trends for the Thermal Degradation of 

Polymeric Materials: Analysis of Available Techniques, Issues, 
and Opportunities", Applied Sciences, 12(18), 9138, 2022.

	 https://doi.org/10.3390/app12189138
[2]	 Khan, M. Z. H., Sultana, M., Al-Mamun, M. R., Hasan,  M.  R. 

"Pyrolytic Waste Plastic Oil and Its Diesel Blend: Fuel 
Characterization", Journal of Environmental and Public Health, 
2016(1), 7869080, 2016.

	 https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7869080
[3]	 MacLeod, M., Arp, H. P. H., Tekman, M. B., Jahnke, A. "The global 

threat from plastic pollution", Science, 373(6550), pp. 61–65, 2021.
	 https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5433
[4]	 Palos, R., Gutiérrez, A., Vela, F. J., Olazar, M., Arandes, J. M., 

Bilbao, J. "Waste Refinery: The Valorization of Waste Plastics and 
End-of-Life Tires in Refinery Units. A Review", Energy & Fuels, 
35(5), pp. 3529–3557, 2021.

	 https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c03918
[5]	 Ritchie, H., Samborska, V., Roser, M. "Plastic Pollution", Our 

World in Data, 05 October 2023. [online] Available at: https://our-
worldindata.org/plastic-pollution [Accessed: 18 January 2026]

[6]	 Browning, S., Beymer-Farris, B., Seay, J. R. "Addressing the chal-
lenges associated with plastic waste disposal and management in 
developing countries", Current Opinion in Chemical Engineering, 
32, 100682, 2021.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coche.2021.100682

[7]	 Mazhandu, Z. S., Muzenda, E., Mamvura, T. A., Belaid, M., 
Nhubu, T. "Integrated and Consolidated Review of Plastic Waste 
Management and Bio-Based Biodegradable Plastics: Challenges 
and Opportunities", Sustainability, 12(20), 8360, 2020.

	 https://doi.org/10.3390/su12208360
[8]	 Nadeem, S., Muhbat, S., Zakaria, K., Mustafa, G. "Arduino 

Controlled Catalytic Pyrolysis of Plastic/Municipal Waste to 
Higher Hydrocarbons", Journal of the Chemical Society of 
Pakistan, 46(6), pp. 219–232, 2024.

	 https://doi.org/10.52568/001437/JCSP/46.02.2024
[9]	 Nagy, Á., Kuti, R. "The Environmental Impact of Plastic Waste 

Incineration", AARMS  –  Academic and Applied Research in 
Military and Public Management Science, 15(3), pp. 231–237, 
2016.

	 https://doi.org/10.32565/aarms.2016.3.3
[10]	 Hidayah, N., Syafrudin "A Review on Landfill Management in the 

Utilization of Plastic Waste as an Alternative Fuel", E3S Web of 
Conferences, 31, 05013, 2018.

	 https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20183105013
[11]	 Lopez, G., Artetxe, M., Amutio, M., Alvarez, J., Bilbao, J., Olazar, M. 

"Recent advances in the gasification of waste plastics. A criti-
cal overview", Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 82, 
pp. 576–596, 2018.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.09.032

https://doi.org/10.3390/app12189138
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/7869080
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abg5433
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c03918
https://ourworldindata.org/plastic-pollution
https://ourworldindata.org/plastic-pollution
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coche.2021.100682
https://doi.org/10.3390/su12208360
https://doi.org/10.52568/001437/JCSP/46.02.2024
https://doi.org/10.32565/aarms.2016.3.3
https://doi.org/10.1051/e3sconf/20183105013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2017.09.032


10|Muhbat et al.
Period. Polytech. Chem. Eng. 

[12]	 Suleman, F., Muhbat, S., Uddin, F., Hashmi, S., Borhan, A., 
Ahmad, F., Ahmad, N. "Influence of co-pyrolysis temperature on 
the characteristics of diesel-like fuel produced from waste frying 
and engine oils", Journal of Analytical and Applied Pyrolysis, 193, 
107352, 2026.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaap.2025.107352
[13]	 Zeleke, M. A., Belay, N. C., Štangar, U. L., Kwapinski, W., 

Mequanint, K. "Pyrolysis liquid fuel production from waste plastics 
using spherical-shape zeolite catalyst", Journal of Environmental 
Chemical Engineering, 13(2), 115543, 2025.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2025.115543
[14]	 Muhbat, S., Suleman, F., Jilani, S. M. A., Taqvi, S. A. M., Borhan, 

A., Khan, F., Alshahrani, T., Ahmad, F. "Production of diesel-like 
fuel by catalytic co-pyrolysis of waste cooking oil and waste lubri-
cating oil—an alternate energy source", Biomass Conversion and 
Biorefinery, 15(9), pp. 14571–14585, 2025.

	 https://doi.org/10.1007/s13399-024-06183-z
[15]	 Berthold, E. E. S., Deng, W., Zhou, J., Bertrand, A. M. E., Xu, J., 

…, Xiang, J. "Impact of plastic type on synergistic effects during 
co-pyrolysis of rice husk and plastics", Energy, 281, 128270, 2023.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2023.128270
[16]	 Muhbat, S., Tufail, M., Hashmi, S. "Production of diesel-like fuel 

by co-pyrolysis of waste lubricating oil and waste cooking oil", 
Biomass Conversion and Biorefinery, 15(15), pp. 22103–22113, 
2025.

	 https://doi.org/10.1007/s13399-021-01569-9
[17]	 Mustayen, A. G. M. B., Rasul, M. G., Wang, X., Hazrat, M. A., 

Negnevitsky, M., Jahirul, M. I. "Impact of waste-plastic-derived 
diesel on the performance and emission characteristics of a die-
sel engine under low load conditions", Energy Conversion and 
Management, 283, 116936, 2023.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2023.116936
[18]	 Hegedüs, B., Palotás, Á. B., Muránszky, G., Dobó, Z. "Investigation 

of gasoline-like transportation fuel obtained by plastic waste 
pyrolysis and distillation", Journal of Cleaner Production, 447, 
141500, 2024.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2024.141500
[19]	 Rahaman, M., Paul, S., Das, N. C. "Catalytic and Noncatalytic 

Pyrolysis of Waste Plastics: Comparative Analysis of Liquid 
Products from Polyethylene, Polypropylene, and Mixed Plastics 
with Diesel and Petrol", Industrial & Engineering Chemistry 
Research, 64(6), pp. 3240–3253, 2025.

	 https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.4c04155
[20]	 ASTM International "ASTM D86-23a Standard Test Method for 

Distillation of Petroleum Products and Liquid Fuels at Atmospheric 
Pressure", ASTM International, West Conshohocken, PA, USA, 
2024.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D0086-23A
[21]	 ASTM International "ASTM D1655-21c Standard Specification for 

Aviation Turbine Fuels", ASTM International, West Conshohocken, 
PA, USA, 2021.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D1655-21C
[22]	 ASTM International "ASTM D3699-13be1 Standard Specification 

for Kerosine", ASTM International, West Conshohocken, PA, 
USA, 2018.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D3699-13BE01

[23]	 Hong, T. D., Soerawidjaja, T. H., Reksowardojo, I. H., Fujita, O., 
Duniani, Z., Pham, M. X. "A study on developing aviation bio-
fuel for the Tropics: Production process—Experimental and the-
oretical evaluation of their blends with fossil kerosene", Chemical 
Engineering and Processing: Process Intensification, 74, pp. 124–
130, 2013.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cep.2013.09.013
[24]	 ASTM International "ASTM D3699-13b Standard Specification 

for Kerosine", ASTM International, West Conshohocken, PA, 
USA, 2013.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D3699-13B
[25]	 ASTM International "ASTM D240-19 Standard Test Method 

for Heat of Combustion of Liquid Hydrocarbon Fuels by Bomb 
Calorimeter", ASTM International, West Conshohocken, PA, 
USA, 2019.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D0240-19
[26]	 ASTM International "ASTM D1298-12b(2017)e1 Standard Test 

Method for Density, Relative Density, or API Gravity of Crude 
Petroleum and Liquid Petroleum Products by Hydrometer Method", 
ASTM International, West Conshohocken, PA, USA, 2017.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D1298-12BR17E01
[28]	 ASTM International "ASTM D445-24 Standard Test Method for 

Kinematic Viscosity of Transparent and Opaque Liquids (and 
Calculation of Dynamic Viscosity)", ASTM International, West 
Conshohocken, PA, USA, 2024.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D0445-24
[28]	 ASTM International "ASTM D92-24 Standard Test Method for 

Flash and Fire Points by Cleveland Open Cup Tester", ASTM 
International, West Conshohocken, PA, USA, 2024.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D0092-24
[29]	 Somsen, D., Capelle, A. "Introduction to production yield analy-

sis—a new tool for improvement of raw material yield", Trends in 
Food Science & Technology, 13(4), pp. 136–145, 2002.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2244(02)00067-5
[30]	 Hasan, M. M., Rasul, M. G., Khan, M. M. K. "The effects of slow 

and fast pyrolysis on the yields and properties of produced bio-oils 
from macadamia nutshell", AIP Conference Proceedings, 2681(1), 
020014, 2022.

	 https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0114965
[31]	 Cahyono, M. S., Fenti, U. I. "Influence of Heating Rate and 

Temperature on the Yield and Properties of Pyrolysis Oil Obtained 
from Waste Plastic Bag", Conserve: Journal of Energy and 
Environmental Studies, 1(1), pp. 1–8, 2017.

	 https://doi.org/10.30588/cjees.v1i1.248
[32]	 Papuga, S. V., Gvero, P. M., Vukić, L. M. "Temperature and time 

influence on the waste plastics pyrolysis in the fixed bed reactor", 
Thermal Science, 20(2), pp. 731–741, 2016.

	 https://doi.org/10.2298/TSCI141113154P
[33]	 Zhou, N., Dai, L., Lv, Y., Li, H., Deng, W., Guo, F., Chen, P., 

Lei, H., Ruan, R. "Catalytic pyrolysis of plastic wastes in a con-
tinuous microwave assisted pyrolysis system for fuel production", 
Chemical Engineering Journal, 418, 129412, 2021.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2021.129412

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaap.2025.107352
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jece.2025.115543
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13399-024-06183-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.energy.2023.128270
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13399-021-01569-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enconman.2023.116936
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2024.141500
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.4c04155
https://doi.org/10.1520/D0086-23A
https://doi.org/10.1520/D1655-21C
https://doi.org/10.1520/D3699-13BE01
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cep.2013.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1520/D3699-13B
https://doi.org/10.1520/D0240-19
https://doi.org/10.1520/D1298-12BR17E01
https://doi.org/10.1520/D0445-24
https://doi.org/10.1520/D0092-24
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0924-2244(02)00067-5
https://doi.org/10.1063/5.0114965
https://doi.org/10.30588/cjees.v1i1.248
https://doi.org/10.2298/TSCI141113154P
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cej.2021.129412


Muhbat et al.
Period. Polytech. Chem. Eng. |11

[34]	 Paucar-Sánchez, M. F., Calero, M., Blázquez, G., Muñoz-Batista, M. 
J., Martín-Lara, M. A. "Characterization of liquid fraction obtained 
from pyrolysis of post-consumer mixed plastic waste: A comparing 
between measured and calculated parameters", Process Safety and 
Environmental Protection, 159, pp. 1053–1063, 2022.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psep.2022.01.081
[35]	 Singh, R. K., Ruj, B. "Time and temperature depended fuel gas 

generation from pyrolysis of real world municipal plastic waste", 
Fuel, 174, pp. 164–171, 2016.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2016.01.049
[36]	 ASTM International "ASTM D3699-18 Standard Specification for 

Kerosene",  ASTM International, West Conshohocken, PA, USA, 
2018.

	 https://doi.org/10.1520/D3699-18
[37]	 Jaafar, Y., Abdelouahed, L., Hage, R. E., Samrani, A. E., Taouk, B. 

"Pyrolysis of common plastics and their mixtures to produce valu-
able petroleum-like products", Polymer Degradation and Stability, 
195, 109770, 2022.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2021.109770
[38]	 Shah, S. H., Khan, Z. M., Raja, I. A., Mahmood, Q., Bhatti, Z. A., 

Khan, J., Farooq, A., Rashid, N., Wu, D. "Low temperature con-
version of plastic waste into light hydrocarbons", Journal of 
Hazardous Materials, 179(1–3), pp. 15–20, 2010.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.01.134
[39]	 Eze, I. U., Okwonna, O. O., Komi, G. W., Hart, A. I., Vincent-Akpu, 

I. "Comparative Analysis of Kerosene Grade Fuel from Pyrolysis 
of HDPE and LDPE Waste Plastics", Journal of Engineering 
Research and Reports, 26(2), pp. 1–13, 2024.

	 https://doi.org/10.9734/jerr/2024/v26i21068
[40]	 Prurapark, R., Owjaraen, K., Saengphrom, B., Limthongtip, I., 

Tongam, N. "Effect of Temperature on Pyrolysis Oil Using High-
Density Polyethylene and Polyethylene Terephthalate Sources 
From Mobile Pyrolysis Plant", Frontiers in Energy Research, 8, 
541535, 2020.

	 https://doi.org/10.3389/fenrg.2020.541535
[41]	 Ndiaye, N. K., Derkyi, N. S. A., Amankwah, E. "Pyrolysis of 

plastic waste into diesel engine-grade oil", Scientific African, 21, 
e01836, 2023.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2023.e01836
[42]	 Jahirul, M. I., Faisal, F., Rasul, M. G., Schaller, D., Khan, M. M. K., 

Dexter, R. B. "Automobile fuels (diesel and petrol) from plastic 
pyrolysis oil—Production and characterisation", Energy Reports, 
8, pp. 730–735, 2022.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2022.10.218

[43]	 Putrawan, I. M. A. "The effect of pyrolysis temperature on the 
heat value of pyro-oil using plastic waste", Logic: Jurnal Rancang 
Bangun dan Teknologi, 22(2), pp. 154–158, 2022.

	 https://doi.org/10.31940/logic.v22i2.162-166
[44]	 Babalola, F. U., Susu, A. A. "Pre-Treatment of Heavy Crude Oils 

for Refining", In: Marappa Gounder, R. (ed.) Processing of Heavy 
Crude Oils - Challenges and Opportunities, IntechOpen, 2019, 
pp. 1–18. ISBN 978-1-83968-410-4

	 https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.89486
[45]	 Gaurh, P., Pramanik, H. "Production and characterization of 

pyrolysis oil using waste polyethylene in a semi batch reactor", 
Indian Journal of Chemical Technology, 25(4), pp. 336–344, 
2018. [online] Available at: https://www.researchgate.net/publi-
cation/327572333_Production_and_characterization_of_pyrol-
ysis_oil_using_waste_polyethylene_in_a_semi_batch_reactor 
[Accessed: 18 January 2026]

[46]	 Qurat-ul-Ain, Shafiq, M., Capareda, S. C., Firdaus-e-Bareen "Effect 
of different temperatures on the properties of pyrolysis products of 
Parthenium hysterophorus", Journal of Saudi Chemical Society, 
25(3), 101197, 2021.

	 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jscs.2021.101197
[47]	 Zolghadr, A., Foroozandehfar, A., Kulas, D. G., Shonnard,  D. 

"Study of the Viscosity and Thermal Characteristics of Polyolefins/
Solvent Mixtures: Applications for Plastic Pyrolysis", ACS Omega, 
6(48), pp. 32832–32840, 2021.

	 https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c04809
[48]	 Omwoyo, J. B., Kimilu, R. K., Onyari, J. M. "Effects of tempera-

ture and catalytic reduction of sulfur content on kinematic viscos-
ity and specific gravity of tire pyrolysis oil", Chemical Engineering 
Communications, 210(1), pp. 129–136, 2023.

	 https://doi.org/10.1080/00986445.2021.2015339
[49]	 Bow, Y., Rusdianasari, Sutini Pujiastuti, L. "Pyrolysis of 

Polypropylene Plastic Waste into Liquid Fuel", IOP Conference 
Series: Earth and Environmental Science, 347(1), 012128, 2019.

	 https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/347/1/012128

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.psep.2022.01.081
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2016.01.049
https://doi.org/10.1520/D3699-18
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.polymdegradstab.2021.109770
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2010.01.134
https://doi.org/10.9734/jerr/2024/v26i21068
https://doi.org/10.3389/fenrg.2020.541535
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2023.e01836
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.egyr.2022.10.218
https://doi.org/10.31940/logic.v22i2.162-166
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.89486
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/327572333_Production_and_characterization_of_pyrolysis_oil_using_waste_polyethylene_in_a_semi_batch_reactor
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/327572333_Production_and_characterization_of_pyrolysis_oil_using_waste_polyethylene_in_a_semi_batch_reactor
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/327572333_Production_and_characterization_of_pyrolysis_oil_using_waste_polyethylene_in_a_semi_batch_reactor
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jscs.2021.101197
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c04809
https://doi.org/10.1080/00986445.2021.2015339
https://doi.org/10.1088/1755-1315/347/1/012128

	1 Introduction
	2 Experimentation
	2.1 Raw materials and pre-treatment
	2.2 Pyrolysis equipment
	2.2.1 Equipment specifications
	2.2.2 Details of equipment

	2.3 Experimental procedure
	2.3.1 Procedure specifications
	2.3.2 Procedure details


	3 Product characterization
	3.1 Standard specifications of kerosene
	3.2 Testing standards for fuel
	3.3 Error and repeatability

	4 Results and discussion
	4.1 Co-pyrolysis products
	4.1.1 Product distribution of co-pyrolysis
	4.1.2 ASTM D86-23a distillation
	4.1.3 Calorific value
	4.1.4 API gravity
	4.1.5 Viscosity
	4.1.6 Flash point


	5 Conclusion and future recommendation
	Acknowledgment
	Abbreviations
	References

