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1. g

74qt AL (Vacuum Residue)s AWHE o2 47, $¢, =5 FAo) AFFHANN SF7

22 ¢dn @S FES Zad oy AAgE divigsielM 525TE 2IEe WSHS

v dow H{FA FAFTFEAA sFo Fe BEZ H4A BT 5 U AAY

Af-(Crude oil)= AMNAZRCE HALF ulgo] o 10~30%2 Ao d#A Ut} (Gray,
= el

1994). AAHE it e FES BF Baeol /IEY HFA AsET
d ol AR

aqusel dadl ol Wil 9ol ArzAe AUAL FL Mol ohuch BAHKe
QrS4 2 A4AFe] VY =T ARE s ABAolN B DY AFAS] ool
& AFE 3359 cHGray, 1994, Tokarska, 1996, Yutai, 2000, Shucker, 1983, Ichinose,

1997, Martinez-Escandell, 1999, Suzuki et al, 1981). 2 AP FuUl AFAlollr] 2y

1o

He AR E ddos A5, dEs/ A2 €3F E472 EAsA

2. AT 98 B4 2 A¥FH

B AT A3EAS st nFT A duledu Z(HOB)9F SK JRHF3F22HF
H A543 o2 d59 24 FIe Table 14 #oh ZAMRY @R % 3R

$ A& TGA (Thermogravimetric analyser) 22 € Hr1gd 4 glon B A o4
Meke) wsA AT o) F&2 vl 3le vF Chanrly TG 151 system-S ARE-3H% T
TG 15124 Hu) 25C/ming) 71B& 59 1uge] FASA AFES 7HA2 gle
EE 1100C7HA £ 7Hedith BAs AR A WsE HEFSE AP (Balance), A
29 2o} Yol w83 (Reaction chamber) Z7)7|53 29 AZEd
AZ/ARE, 283 N7 FF7IE 7% 23S 933 FEFRERE o|Fofn

_E
T
ole
rlo

3. gEE/AAn A FAAE 92 nF

A By A4 ibS WU Ee 25 4A0 st g FHuEe wEHn
g ol FwRe A4, Igxn AF gAEe s wreo] dojdtd (Inumaru et al
2001). SRS GF o] WS Heto] A wjg FAe 1 AT YeIME
o]} Ze wrgol dojubs oz FHMEFE gl (Ichinose, 1998, Inumaru et al, 2001)
ez 2R AYE A4z disA 2 Ag dojgy HAHe HFMes A
Q¥ AT 2 Y47ls, BREA WA A4e] WA Wasteh

Jx
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Table 1. Analysis of two vacuum residue

Properties HOB VR | SK VR | Properties HOB VR | 5K VR
c 841 815 | 24 4% (ppm)
qanyg | H 103 1003 | Ni 120 43
(Tgvj/f) TN 015 020 |V 210 147
' S 3.76 572 Na 110 4
diff. 1.69 22 A3 AH(C) 316 na
g 2¥(keal/ kg) 10,100 | 10,060 SAC[;I o 2:33 .
CCR 20.765 25 Solubility (%)
FRE at 100C 2,100 6,600 Asphaltene (wt.%) 13.1 n.a
(cP) at 120C | 600 na Heptane-insoluble 13.5 n.a
at 135T 665 (vol.%)
at 140C | 2251 n.a Toluene-soluble(wt. %) | 99.36 n.a

(1) d8% dxugdr by

Fig. 1& TGAS A1 4314 SK DAL, 2e)BH, 2648 74 30mg wertaz 378 ]300m1
E29l7lol M 10C/ming +&38-& de FA ¥ s M2 wludt solch SK IR A
ok 400°C ool A Rl Zart dojun) ol Ak

1 olF 520C ZAelA g EF;o] ol F oA FA AU Yojd s = ? 9) . F

fol A o 200TAM LA Do e F 4+ Yoo 9} 40T THAN BFVL
o wgol Yolubm 942 ¥ 5 Uvk e@UAL 2EE Fedel wa o 0% 7HF
Sl Zrx s olF 9 Feol W Aol PS¢ F Yk olsk ol
Aol Aaal BA Ra(MSEE)E 44 oA a0 s 42 92 A B
# ek

(2) TAHR SR A4t &4
Tokaska (1996)¢] &8 AJA kel theh A7 e FAMR FEIEHZRE AAlde] 4A
Zo] 70%sh AEEA, Fhaae] Aol oF 30%9S K13} ltoh et al. (1983) of 2
3 559 AFHARE ALE3le GESA] CHy Gy, GHs GiHe, He 59 742739 €
2] AAAS 2435 8l gtk Suzuki et al. (1981)8] A= A AFAALF9 reactor tube
A4 Qe 4L FAN Ioh et al (1963)9] At V%Y AR YA 2P
wh Stk 2 ATAE HOB Ab4el Ausl £E588¢ WA W9 4472
%38 Mass Spectrometeri 2R 9k 500 mge) ANEE HAA AdAFHe] = Ceramic
Bowle] A&3dt &, wb-&7lA (Ny), 2 714 (No) 2 HA7EA (He)E Z2 300, 300, 330 ml
/minZ FFaHA $&8 2, 5 10, 20 T/min 3ol HF =S 800T7HA &8 10¥
7+ AT R AVl o5 dEE AA JteARE7IE2 RWAH CH,
CoHs, CHg, CsHg, GsHs, Hz, Ny, ‘;% He% —i‘zé ?ﬂ'q' Flg. 2= %\‘ g‘ 10°C/min°]]/\1 a
8 Ag7F2o MAHAESES FAZ Aok
CsHs, CHy, GiHeo) 27 & ExoA gol %

7] g =
A% udoz 4 wol HEHD An CHe) AT
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o [ VALpyrlysis (10G/mind :g;:u 1%
= 80 025
8
? §02()
EL 2
s Lo
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S 4 H
] o 010
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K] ©  QOrimuision
= 20 v VR 0%
o  B-COi
oW
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] 200 400 600 200 Elapsed e (mn}
T i 3¢ .
emporature {16} Fig. 2 Evolved gases of HOB_VR
Fig. 1 comparison of reaction rate pyrolysis (vol. basis)

WE Hb GHS) 39 2239 F79) Qo 2 $EF0) 37498 ¥ 4 ok CH,
% 1

o] A4 FukRol B slmE olvlx 1z AAE higher hydrocarbon2) ‘:rackmg
o elstl 2AR sbsalel low 13 Gsfol AT oild] 24 weNE Fael
Sx 23 SRs AAEY JHeel ew Gy B

(o]

W Zhabge] 13k GEE AAdEUAE & delgayE welrie
oot AR H9F P R #dAg F2 $&F 2 5 10, 20C/min o gt} 2z}
19.76, 22.32, 2026, 2072 wt.% ZA B BAM7|olA AT sia%m vlmetd 2 o) 55~63
wt.%e} eyt A7t} (table 2 ). o]l AHAFS oil 24 AzbE| o)A v Tokarska (1996)
o] Aste) ostd FHAES B¢ oil ARl & 0% AL AAAFNME of 50~60%
A e By Hojx 2 Ut 3 Itoh et al. (1983)e] Ao} wp=yd C1~-C4 AL 724
9 gL oF 33~34 wt%E Riugel A3z Aot

Jm

Table 2 Evolved gases of HOB_VR pyrolysis (weight %)
T

CH4 C2H6 (C2H4 |{C3H8 [C3H6 [H2 CO CO2 ftotal

2C/min__ [N.A N.A N.A N.A N.A N.A N.A N.A -
5C/min_ [3.046 12.048 (0.213 (4.711 13.628 (0426 |N.D N.D 14.072
[10C/min_[5.198 [1.974 |2.516 |5.498 15.098 |0.922 |N.D N.D 21.206
20C/min_]5.419 12.534 |3.931 {4.849 |5.368 {1.291 |N.D N.D 23.392

(3) gl NEExe] 4
e HE5o FAHE Y5 of 30 mge) ARE A IdAH o} e Ceramic Bowl
o wEth s 2374 4N TGAE W37t~ (Nz) 2 7k (Ny) 2 #HA7ks (He)g 7t

Z} 500, 500, 550 m¢/minZ FFEHA] 48 2,5 10, 20 T/min2 HF2= 800C7HA
283 1083 FA8oh
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o > 12 4t £ -

N

8 S4o) thatd n3} GEs) 2l YukHoz vt o] 29
At} (JunstenH. and Van Heek, 1979)
& = kyeap 55 (V' - vy ®
o 7]A n& Whg-A 4 (reaction order)ZA 919 A& ofgly$2 ERIHUE ¢ AP
QA AS 127 H9 wbeAFe ko] 1 o3kl A$ oy fL RS kIR 7120
A 1 o] 4L ofUgs ERo] Y2 1A A "ok & dydMe EEs)

SAFA A, E9] g2 1a41 step, 1242 srep, 22|31 nx} & 2ol diste] 43
dlo]E] 2 regression method® fitting ste] F& 4= Ut} Fig. 5, 60§49} 2o 1 step
oo A AEHA FEE WEFL AYE 2AEA 2z glov 2 step?] BF
DAL GRHATE F BAEIT Aok ol' ol e A7AHE(Schucker, 1983, Yue
and Watkinson, 1998, Yutai, 2000)°] =932 Ho® WEF0d dste] o &7
(multiple step)2 FE&7} Fojut AFE BRAFTh nat Zdef A IR S8

A FA AEHE & BAEIL lES B F
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23lack Ho d42d-e volume reaction model, grain model, random pore model& A}
o}gao&} S ES(x)E oldl g £k (Miura et al., 1989)

2
- VR model : X=1—exp(— —%k‘oe’ E/RT) | 2
- Grain model : X=1-]1 -ELk fE/RT]s . ‘)
3aF
- Random pore model : X=~=1—exp [_%k e‘E/RT{l +_1[1_( )k e~E/RT}] »(4)
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Fig. 7 comparison of predictions by three models
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AYdds 2 w3 2 ¢ £ oy vEd igede] 49 43 delgE & 24
dtn ok 2t Bde A7k WA ZM e 7S ARgste] dojdl Aoz i
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