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Abstract—A simple model was developed to determine the effects of catalyst pore structure on catalyst
deactivation in coal liquefaction. A porous catalyst having the distribution of two Dirac delta functions
was postulated based on the pore number distribution, and then a simplified reaction system was assumed
to derive the relation of catalyst pore structures to the reaction rate constant. Based on the assumption
of uniform coke coating the model was applied to prediction of catalyst deactivation with the real values
of catalyst properties such as porosities and pore sizes. According to the model a bimodal catalyst was
less susceptible to the catalyst deactivation than a unimodal catalyst.
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Fig. 1. Structure of model pore.

md 19

sre AES) Fare vhehdich
Agg el A (D3 go] ERRCH

e:J’ j Lagf( x t o de da ¢Y)]
Al (e AAE 7oz Al 3§ o] e
HAe slFoeg g FFE3 gA ®ch

P
Raglz pEEe] Qln 42 4udel de A3E

gla, x, o, D=gla, x, t) f(a)
=g(a, %, t) sina, do; dao4n (2)

o474 ZRE ME 4 ()3 o] gelsha,
M,-:J’ J- 2 gla, x, t, a) da da 3

AR A @eRFE A @4 @) vhebd vhe}
pe Faq A Foje) AAe Asd $7F ek

a (AF8)=L M, @)
pe (37 HE)=pll—¢e) 6))
S, (st} MM EdA)=2Ln"" M ©
V (AIF #-3)=¢e/p. )
S, (133 H)=S,/p. 8

ateba L ogla, x, 07F Feixig g9} zho] Zef AlF
Fol B F2g JAGe) AT doR g po W
Fo AFEY Fio] FoAAA gla x, 0F FH
Sleh. % 7] Bolak Ae ol Fo] 4 Takeka] etrhe
Helct.

2-2. Rl HoHo A2 &Lt
Aoy chal Algdel d AR i8] {5 (flux) Ni=
A (9)9} o] EHSIh

N,=-D, K K, dC/d! €)]
of feke & T Aol TAY ALE ATF 6,

urEk g ‘z}fﬂ‘i Cix= o] & 7begt AlF ¥l AR
l—“:f'—LH 839 e Jebdy, D& IR W15 E-

o AEe] s £ Ry} 2E aba 48 2
?ﬁ} zbo & Renkinel 23] 4] (10)3} o] &4 5=}
217] R,3b A2 Zr] Repel zrjulel A9l 42 X
Al wf slct

K.=1-2104 A+2.09 A*~-095 X\ (10)

wEF K SR s A" Alydl 33l e
XA 7] (partition factor)Z 4] 8 ¥}l of s A= Fe-
rryPell elsf A (1)} #re] XX

Energy Engg ] (1994), Vol. 3(1)



20 ojd$- - &

K,=(1—A) an

Fig 1olA y wbeke] fek N,+&= 4 (12)9F 2o
dy=dl Go-jeluz FAF 4 (D2FE] A (17 3o
EAH

Ni,y:Ni,] (BL'j) (12)
Ni,=—Dn K: K, B.+j¥ dC/dy (13)

ohab7ha] e N,of Nyl s 4E 4] 133t
AR BEe) A fE 4 ew AR 4 (19
2o] Wet ez Yebd 5 Uk

Ni=-D, K K, &, (6. VC) (14)

Al Qe M frF el Ni=Ni, i+Ni,y j+Ni. k& %
@ik

B xz9t Hael HHE Ahe AFE dH a ¥
WSS e e Alg e tEH sy Wy
FF Niy a/Gue ot 2o Hw xz9 P HHol
3 F oy B 43k {32 A (15)9) )

Nr, = —J. J’ Niy a L g@a x, o) da da (15)

de=a L a(a, x, o) da do® Hoslu §£4FE C7}
aol FRshcha AAgabd A (13) @ 4 1525 4
(16)°] <doixTh. oi7lol4] AHA pi= SIxHpelle &
vpepdic

Nv,= —C;J'u J-a Do K. K, (514))* de (16)

FAA R wEs e Al el e A7 =29
uhakrboll AbdbAjo) EABlA] Lo.B R glaa, o) da
da=g(a) sina; da; dap da/d4n 2 (8.-))=sina; sina,2)
Ao Agstel y Wl Al 2la 43 Nyi= A
(173} o] AHe)d 4 rh

d i n n .
N,y:——C f f f D a L g sin’oy
dy Ja Jo 0

sin”az—a
4n
1 dG J’
=————| DL d
3 4y J. g(a) da
1 dG
=————| D de a7
3 dy Ja

A A7 A B4 Do} as] G52k op At A gol
deb REPFE A A ADE A A (18)3 o]

OlLXIZE M3 MI1E 19944 68

N,=——D— = -=D— (18)

Al (18)& sizt Zofollq Halg FdHsbe YubHel
422 Johnson#} Stewart®:= t7} 39]& 43l s}
sich 345 v SulglAtol A9 Fate] v A= 3
gke Wang3} Smith?o] 23] ®u% v} glom, &3
A7t aet F4aAE 71 5 ok

ZHAFAHA 7L A (19)9) 7o) FEHE Av|shd
Al (18)2 A= A 203 o] A=)

D=D. K. K, 19)
dc, dc,

Ny=-Di—" =-= D, K K, .~ 20)
dy T dy

2-3. 29 FoolMel B
A o N2 st ggazd ojs) 244
A% Asw A @D Rk

0
— - (Cie W2, 21
ot (Cie.W?,) 2D

- (NiWZ)x - (le-z)x‘éx - rvw28x

aC.  oN,

a o0x

£ r, (22)
AaD 9 4 1923 4 @22 4 (23)0.2 =0
FEFAAF Dtz A @)} o] W)t

oC; 0C,
a— =De—— —r, 23
& ot ox? F @3)

DP:% f Dy K K, de 24)
g o4 ¥ FEEL JehdY oepd 2 322
gt e ghe AAxel wal A2e] el Kol
ke e,

AR A A (23)2 A (24)9F o] BT A
@5) 2 A @269 AAZAL ek,

diC;

¢ dx? —n=0 (25)
BC. 1 at x=0 (center), dC/d,=0 (26)
Be. 2 at x=L, (surface), C;=C® 27

od71M A" G o4 7hFe @ AF ol &A%



Mgt g shibgel Ao o) BdAel A% A

Z1 02 o] uief A& Tl AV E 3k T AlZo) e
bulk %o Xx&E= 7 Falo] &EgiAr} obd AG-
chel Eelde] wbgd o) gobal g Ly A (25)
ol A 14z Al 28)& o]&-aled AAbE=v b3 4
TAS k7F AE DA ao] F-3eichar spAEIH 4
292} 3ko] Ak

= f g(a, x) (M a”* 2 L) k, r(C) da (28)
.

r,=2n? L k, r(C)
=S, k, r(C)
=5; p. r(C)
=k, r(C) (29

fn a'® gla, x) da
)

A} 25)25E] FAaAA ne A BDell A eld Thiele

A ool 28k 4] (30)8} o] 3 zlch
_ tanho 30
¢
k, \v2 .
o=L, (F) (31

{-d o)) o)slw ZwfFZ7} bimodaldl A% &
A= Aeps) BalslA F @ o) AS fEdAE
3] Thiele #l4¢] §tputo 2 HA8h7] oA o
ch. Thiele A4 o] 2] 9] off WFE-E =3l ste] {Apg
A FEd ¢ dou Hges s H44de] 9
o2 A ek,

2-4. Hof Eado9 Mg

A ebol ghul S0l 4] Fuf o] Hl-E-Afo] YA EF2) Hetk
7HE 2.8 EE EASY MRS dEske iEE
AR /bRS  (D)9 o] BT ) A

4 rk

k,
A-—---2-- —vB (32)

gt Zolrt 13 b el 2] bimodal FERE b
ohil spA st ) 2] b g o83k 4 ('33)4 e
F3¥e] 7hs3lth

gl@=n; da—a)+n, da—ay) (33)

13 ulslelukg & Agsta S8 wgolel el ds
A 4E A3,
dCa

V—— =1, V=

—k.CanVeu 34
at AN (34)

A @)ell A Ve w71 A H-9, Ve Fle)

z2dg 21

%31 epdeh. mg w-g7)u Zohsh o3l o}e} u) Z,
Vameh Aelald 4 GOE Al @5)sh 2ol e,

Ca=Cao exp (—k.ammt)=C,, exp (—kt) (35)

A @214 BA4E BY oF Net 4 (36)% o] 4|
A 4 @5)E olgai A (DT o] HE 299
yege] FalAch

Ng=vNa (36)
Wt% oil=vBCa[1-exp(—kt)] 37

Al @NelAM B FE HCEE % % 7|Feg @
Absh Adpelal F5 Al yRCae A ¥ HiolEE
fitting3his pAol A AR =™ TE Zojof tsle] 7
& zheva by stk

sl oo} kgAY V)BT Wsle dAd 9
ERAEEFA: S g2an s 7)lgEr)e
4] (38)%} o] HAlH 4 2k

Ri=Ri—d (38)

o714 R %ol AT ol AT WA, Rot
o] dofitr] A AlEe] uba-g viehich A % g
A (39 9 4 0O F850] AT S, 9 D& A (41)
9 4 42)s} 7ol e Hck,

A=Rn/Ri=Ra/Ri,—d) (39
&= gu(Ri/RoF = £i(1 - d/Ru) 40)
S, = (2/Rm)ehi + £242) 4D
D. = Dn/tHe: KKy + €2KeKp2) (42)

Fog ubgw f(de 4 43y} Fe] M) wpeby
Zof o] B3 2] (R, £ Vi/So), A& fitting 3} of] 4
T LA ks, yBCa). LB AL FH o .\? B %
A 4] (Ra, D, ©7F S0d 21 2] (43)0l] )3l 5] % 5o
defl ab& 2k Zwhe] whg-w wHshs :t*}fal 4 ek

f(d)=k.mS. 43)
3. d3t ¥ HE

3-1. Hof ¥ w7
w melelo) AR Eoje) Folx S4E geaw

Table 12} b &= G, 1, C, D, J, K= A3l
A 25 NiMo/y-ALO, 2 =7]+= 2F 48 mm W 2]e|t}
o} 5 Zujj o] g} A= boehmite & Y& Z 2F24F5}2] pe-

ptization®}-g-oll o)s) A =¥ A Avicel fiber<)

Energy Engg. J. (1994), Vol. 3(1)



22 o]ed s .

Table 1. Physical properties of catalysts.

S, L,

Catalyst €1 g A/ (m/eo) m (cm)

G 058 a 422 0.066 0.084

I 062 a a 294 0065 0083

C 046 a a 173 0065 0077

D 002 034 0199 14 0049 0068

] 054 007 0036 388 0075 0.085

K 036 036 0026 245 0.108 0.092
Shell-324:

08mm 059 a a 206 0066 0017

16mm 059 a a 212 0067 0030

32mm 062 a a 227 0068 0059

Shell317 7 014 0048 218 0093 0022
3-lobe

Amocat-1C o 0 019 0046 175 0100 0.032
1.6 mm

Note. a; no macropores.

Table 2. Oils yield in catalytic coal liquefaction.

Oils Yield (wt%)

Catalyst
Pellets Power
G 423 77.5
I 52.5 784
C 49.2 74.8
D 359 412
] 54.9 75.8
K 578 74.5
Shell-324:
0.8 mm 65.2 79.7
1.6 mm 61.3 77.1
3.2 mm 57.2 81.6
Shell-317 69.9 80.0
3-lobe ’ :
A -
mocat-1C 695 77.9
1.6 mm

Note. Oils yield with no catayst: 35.2 wt%

A7tk s 2= Fof o) AL E nickel
nitrate®} ammonium molybdate7} AM£E¢]E=d Zw)
C#} D= incipient wetness HPell o, viwiA] Znf
G, I, J, K& coextrusion ¥WHel 2jsl| Zv] $AX3EL

ofiAX|ZE M3IH M1E 1994 68

Table 3. Typical model parameters at optimal condi-
tion.

D, X 107 - (S.D)"
Catalyst
(cm?) Pellets Powder (cm/s)"?
G 0.62 0008 0397 0511
I 111 0014 059 0571
C 097 0018 0672 0410
D 130 0083 0969 0135
] 085 0010 0476 0574
K 180 0017 0725 0663
Shell-324:
08mm 131 0085 0697 0519
16mm 128 0047 0688 0522
32mm 134 0024 0683 0552
Shell317, 0073 0740 0616
3-lobe
Amocat-1
mocat-1C 4o gose o792 0578
1.6 mm
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Fig. 2. Effects of coating thickmness on surface area.
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Fig. 7. Effects of coating thickness on catalytic activity
ratio.
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