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The conversion and product distributions from amixture of 10% atmospheric tower bottom
resid and a DO hydrocarbon cut similar to LCO that represented commercial feedstockswere
assessed over two equilibrium commercial FCC catalysts in a laboratory CREC Riser
Simulator reactor. The reaction temperature was 550 °C, the catalyst to oil ratio was 5.8 and
the reaction times were up to 25 s. The conversion of the mixture as compared to the DO
base feed was higher in the case of the most active, conventional catalyst, and remained
very similar on the resid catalyst. Since the yields of the main hydrocarbon groups dry gas,
LPG, gasoline and coke followed very similar trends when the two pure feedstocks were
converted, the corresponding yields from the mixture also obeyed that behaviour, and were
the consequence of the conversion reached. The impact of the different catalyst
formulations was observed in, for example, the selectively different yields obtained from
the conversion of the resid, and in the composition of the gasoline. Independently of the
catalyst, the gasoline wasmore olefinic and less aromatic when the residwas present. It was
shown that in order to evaluate properly a given combination of feeds, catalysts and
conditions, they must be considered together.
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1. Introduction

Some current trends lead to important changes and new
demands in the refinery process of catalytic cracking of
hydrocarbons (FCC) [1]. Among them, the increasing restric-
tions about fuels composition (particularly the content of
sulfur in fuels), the need to decrease the environmental
impact of petroleum use and processing, and the own
economy of refining have played a significant role. Also, the
increasing interaction with petrochemistry is a clear tendency
in refining that involves FCC [1].

The present extremely high and increasing cost of crude oil,
aswell as theworldwide sustaineddecrease in the consumption
of fuel oil, cause a higher utilization of residual hydrocarbon
cuts in refining and particularly in FCC units [2]. Although this
addition of resids to conventional FCC feedstocks (vacuum gas
oils,VGO), isa rather standardoperative strategy foundedonthe
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process' versatility and efficiency to transform low value
hydrocarbons into useful products with high value, it is
manifest that theuseof resids is increasingsteadily.Anextreme
option is the FCC technology able to operate with residual
feedstocks only, using specific resid catalysts [3,4].

Residual cuts usually boil above 530 °C and, in comparison
to VGOs, have more polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons,
sulfur and nitrogen species, and higher content of catalyst
contaminant metals such as Ni, V, Na and Fe [2,5]. All these
issues are not desirable because of their contribution to higher
coke yields, to the emissions of SOx and NOx, and to the
presence of sulfur among products. Moreover, the chemical
structure of the components of a resid is extremely complex
[6]. The higher coking potential of resids is shown in the large
CCR Conradson Carbon index of these cuts, which is above 2.

The operation of FCC with some fraction of resid included
in the feedstock calls for a close evaluation of catalysts and
.
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Table 2 – Properties of the feedstocks

DO Resid

Density (g/cm3) 0.900 0.954
°API 25.5 16.2
Sulfur(%) n.a. 1.4
CCR(%) n.a. 8.11
Total nitrogen(ppm) n.a. 1650
Iron(ppm) n.a. 28
Nickel(ppm) n.a. 13
Vanadium(ppm) n.a. 30

Distillation (°C)

Initial 162.8 Initial 294.8
10% 198.5 10% 411.7
30% 222.9 20% 448.8
50% 254.1 30% 473.1
70% 294.9 40% 500.2
90% 341.7 Final 513.9
Final 365.1 Yield(%) 45.6

52 F U E L P R O C E S S I N G T E C H N O L O G Y 9 0 ( 2 0 0 9 ) 5 1 – 5 5
reactants and stimulates demands of fundamental knowl-
edge, such as the specific reactivity of the residual cut in use.
Usually higher temperatures are necessary to achieve con-
venient conversions, and the catalysts must have higher
thermal and hydrothermal resistance and contaminant
metals tolerance, as well as minimum coke yield and a good
relationship between catalytic and thermal bottoms conver-
sion. Good accessibility is also a requirement to minimize
intraparticle mass transfer limitations [1]. All these condi-
tions, together with the particular operative approaches used,
lead to custom-made catalysts as the most profitable choice.
Moreover, for a given refinery, it is usual to change the source
of resid and its proportion into VGO, thus stressing the
evaluation and selection processes, that become more com-
plex [7]. Even though VGOs and resids differ considerably, it is
not a regular practice to evaluate the conversion of resids on
purpose, and there are few laboratory techniques published
for the evaluation of residual feedstocks [8,9].

de la Puente et al. [10] developed a laboratory method that
allowed assessing resid's conversion and product distribution
on equilibrium FCC catalysts. In the method, that was based
on the careful assessment of the masses of the reaction
products, the resid is dissolved into toluene and methyl
naphthalene at 15 and 25%, respectively, and converted at
550 °C, while the pure solvents are also converted under the
same conditions to provide background information. How-
ever, it is necessary from the operative point of view to define
the behavior of mixtures made up of actual hydrocarbon cuts
and resids. It is the objective of this work to evaluate
comparatively the performances of two different commercial
equilibrium FCC catalysts, of the resid and conventional types,
in the conversion of an atmospheric tower resid from a
naphthenic crude mixed into a hydrocarbon cut close to a FCC
light cycle oil (LCO) that can represent more complex
hydrocarbon mixtures. Experimental conditions close to
those in the refinery were used in a CREC Riser Simulator
reactor [11].
2. Experimental

Two commercial FCC catalysts equilibrated in refineries were
used; they were of the conventional type, identified as E-cat D,
and of the resid type, identified as E-cat R. The catalysts'
properties are shown in Table 1. The AAI index was assessed
following the method by Hakuli et al [12]. The residual
Table 1 – Catalyst properties

Catalyst UCSa

(nm)
Specific
surface

areab (m2/g)

Zeolite
content c

(wt.%)

REOd

(wt.%)
AAI e

E-CatR 2.427 125 14.8 2.94 8.3
E-CatD 2.423 139 16.9 1.26 5.5

a Unit cell size, ASTM D-3942-85.
b BET method, N2 adsorption.
c [20]. N2 adsorption.
d Rare earth oxides.
e Akzo Accessibility Index [12].
feedstock was the bottom stream from an atmospheric
distillation tower (ATR), obtained from a naphthenic crude.
The base hydrocarbon cut, similar to a FCC light cycle oil was
named Diesel Oil (DO). Both feeds were obtained from
refineries in Argentina, and their characteristics are shown
in Table 2. Runswere performedwith the DO cut alone in order
to gather background information, and mixed with 10 wt.% of
resid, for each catalyst and every experimental condition.
Some experiments were performedwith the resid alone, using
catalyst E-cat R, and the results were analyzed following the
approach by de la Puente et al. [10].

The experiments were performed in a batch fluidized bed
laboratory unit with internal recirculation, the CREC Riser
Simulator reactor [11], that was specifically designed for FCC
studies; additional descriptive details of this reactor can be
found in, e.g., [13,14]. The reaction temperaturewas 550 °C, the
reaction times ranged from 5 to 25 s and the overall catalyst to
oil ratio was 5.8, achieved with a catalyst mass of 0.8 g. Mass
balances in the experiments closed to approximately 95%.

Reaction products were analyzed on-line by conventional
capillary gas chromatography and classified as the main
hydrocarbon groups dry gas (C1-C2), LPG (C3-C4), gasoline
(C5-216 °C), LCO (216–344 °C) and bottoms (compounds boiling
over 344 °C). Coke was assessed by means of a temperature
programmed oxidation method, in which carbonaceous
materials are burnt off and later the carbon oxides formed
are converted to methane and quantified by a FID detector.
Conversion was defined as the sum of the yields of dry gas,
LPG, gasoline and coke. Selectivities were calculated as the
relationship between the corresponding yields and
conversion.
3. Results and discussion

A hydrocarbon cut from a commercial FCC unit (DO) was
selected to represent complex hydrocarbonmixtures tomimic
resid-FCC feedstock mixtures. The DO was considered repre-
sentative of commercial feedstocks, given that it is a very
complex mixture of hydrocarbons, but its lower reactivity as



Fig. 1 –Conversion of DO and yields of the main hydrocarbon
groups. Temperature: 550 °C. Symbols: catalyst E-cat D, open
symbols, dotted lines; catalyst E-cat R, closed symbols, full
lines; conversion (♦); dry gases (■); LPG (●); gasoline (▲); coke
(▼).
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compared to VGOs would allow discriminating the effects of
the addition of resid on conversion and product selectivities.
The DO was used pure to generate background information,
and mixed with 10% of the bottom stream of an atmospheric
distillation tower (resid). The amount of resid in the mixture
was considered demonstrative of tests in refineries that are
aimed at the reduction of the magnitude of residual streams,
and that should not alter significantly the FCC operation. The
DO showed the properties typical of these cuts, with boiling
points between approximately 190 and 360 °C, and a high
proportion of aromatic compounds.

The conversion of the pure DO and the yields correspond-
ing to the main hydrocarbon groups obtained over the two
catalysts are shown in Fig. 1. It can be seen that conversions,
which expectedly increased as a function of reaction time in
this closed system, were in a similar range over both catalysts,
catalyst E-cat D beingmore active. These conversion levels are
Table 3 – Yields of the main hydrocarbon groups from the
conversion of DO, the resid and their mixture

Catalyst E-cat D E-cat R

Feedstock DO Resid-
DO

Resida DO Resid-
DO

Resid

Conversion (%) 60.2 63.9 85.2 56.7 55.5 83.4
LPG yield (%) 14.7 13.0 23.3 11.1 10.6 21.3
Gasoline yield (%) 39.7 40.9 45.4 41.5 38.0 47.7
Coke yield (%) 5.9 6.7 13.3 4.5 4.5 10.7
Gasoline selectivity
(%)

65.9 64.0 53.3 73.2 68.5 57.2

Coke selectivity (%) 9.8 10.5 15.6 7.9 8.1 12.8

Temperature 550 °C. Reaction time: 15 s.
a From Ref. [10].
lower than those obtained with usual FCC feedstocks (VGO)
due to the aromatic character of the cut, which make it
refractory. It is to be noted that initial conversions are not zero
but include the content of gasoline in DO (about 21%, refer to
Table 2). The higher activity of catalyst E-cat D can be observed
in the higher coke and LPG yields; however, gasoline yields are
somewhat higher with catalysts E-cat R.

Moderate changes in the yields are observed when the
mixture 10% resid-DO is cracked over the two catalysts (refer
to Table 3). However, each catalyst showed a distinctive
behavior in terms of conversion of the mixture, because
catalyst E-cat D increased it in approximately four to six
percentage points while catalyst E-cat R did not change it
significantly. The increase in conversion with catalyst E-cat D
Fig. 2 –Conversion of DO, resid-DO mixture and resid. Yields
as a function of conversion. Temperature: 550 °C. a) Catalyst
E-cat D; b ) Catalyst E-cat R. Symbols: closed (DO), open (resid-
DO),+center (resid); dry gases (■); LPG (●); gasoline (▲); coke
(▼).



Table 4 – Overall and LPG isobutane selectivity and C4
group olefinicity in the conversion of DO, the resid and
their mixture

Catalyst E-cat D E-cat R

Feedstock DO Resid-
DO

Resida DO Resid-
DO

Resid

iC4 Selectivity (%) 6.6 7.0 7.6 4.5 4.7 6.2
iC4/LPG 0.32 0.31 0.28 0.26 0.25 0.24
C4=/C4total 0.31 0.31 0.42 0.43 0.43 0.47

Temperature 550 °C. Reaction time: 15 s.
a From Ref. [10].
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could be due to the contribution of a higher reactivity of at
least a fraction of the resid as compared to DO; some
molecules in the resid, with high molecular weight, could
have long aliphatic chains in the aromatic rings, that would
behave in catalytic cracking in a way similar to a paraffinic,
lighter feedstock [15,16]. On the contrary, the activity of the
catalyst E-cat R would not be enough to exhibit this behavior
with the mixture.

The slight effect of the presence of the resid in the
feedstock on product yields can be observed more clearly in
the comparison of the yield curves for the two feedstocks, and
their mixture, on a given catalyst. The results for each catalyst
are shown in Fig. 2, where it can be seen that the yield curves
of themost important hydrocarbon groups as produced by the
resid, the DO and their mixture follow a very similar trend as a
function of conversion. Indeed, with this particular set of
feeds, the yields seem to depend only on the conversion
achieved. However, some differences in the yields can be
observed between catalysts, based mainly in their differences
in the conversion of the resid, as shown in Table 3. The
method developed by de la Puente et al. [10] to determine the
specific product slate from a resid when it is converted by a
commercial equilibrium FCC catalyst showed that, in effect,
under the same conditions, catalyst E-cat R yields more
gasoline than catalyst E-cat D, that translate moderately into
the conversion of the resid-DO mixture (refer to Fig. 2a and b
and selectivities in Table 3). The resid catalyst E-cat R, then,
would be convenient if the selectivity to gasoline is to be
maximized in the refinery when this particular residual cut is
to be processed added to a conventional feedstock.

As expected, the resid has a higher coking potential, and
the more elevated coke yield expected when adding the resid
to the base feedstock was noticed over both catalysts (refer to
Fig. 3 –Gasoline composition as a function of conversion for
DO (closed symbols, full lines) and resid-DO mixture (open
symbols, dotted lines) feedstocks. Temperature: 550 °C.
Symbols: aromatics (♦); i-paraffins (●); olefins (▲); n-paraffins
(■); naphthenics (▼). Catalyst: E-cat D.
Table 3). However, the better coke selectivity of the resid
catalyst E-cat R can be observed clearly.

Since the composition of the gasoline cut depends not only
on process conditions and catalyst properties but also on
feedstock structure, it is different if the DO alone or itsmixture
with the resid is converted. The changes observed are shown
in Fig. 3 for the example of catalyst E-cat D. Main differences
are observed in the content of olefins, that is higher, and to a
lower extent in the content of C6-C9 aromatics, that is lower,
when the resid is present in the feedstock. This reveals that,
even though the proportion of resid in the mixture is small, it
is possible to monitor the consequences that its addition to
the feedstock has on gasoline; expectedly, the higher the
proportion of resid, the more intense the changes. C10–C12
aromatics were not included in the figure because they are
already present in high proportion in the DO cut.

The impact of the addition of the resid on the yield of
particular hydrocarbons in FCC that are raw materials for
downstream processes like, for example, isobutane for
alkylation, or C3–C5 olefins for the same process, or for
MTBE or TAME ethers synthesis, can be analyzed. As an
example, yield, global selectivity to isobutane and some
relationships observed for both catalysts with the DO, the
resid and their mixture are shown in Table 4. In the case of
isobutane, it is known that its yield and selectivity strongly
depend on the activity and hydrogen transfer capacity of the
catalyst and the characteristics of the feedstock [17]. More-
over, hydrogen transfer controls the relationship between
isobutane and isobutene, since one of the main sources of
isobutane in this catalytic system is the hydride transfer to
adsorbed isobutyl carbocations that can be formed from
isobutene [18]. Differences in the selectivities for each catalyst
are remarkable and reflect their characteristics, both in the
case of DO and the resid, that translate into the conversion of
the mixture; resid catalyst E-cat R, that is less active in
cracking conventional feedstocks and has lower hydrogen
transfer ability than E-cat D due to the high content of rare
earths in its formulation [19], shows in all the cases lower
selectivity to isobutane and higher selectivity to olefins as
compared to catalyst E-cat D.
4. Conclusions

The evaluation of the impact of the addition of residual cuts to
FCC feedstocks was accomplished by using a hydrocarbon cut
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with boiling range close to LCO, to represent complex
hydrocarbon mixtures, to which 10% of an ATR resid was
added. Two equilibrium commercial catalysts of different type
were used under conditions close to commercial ones. The
conversion of the mixture as compared to the base feed was
different on each catalyst, since it increased in the case of the
most active catalyst but did not change significantly in the
case of the resid catalyst.

Results were consistent with background information
about the hydrocarbon yields from the resid and the DO
separately. In effect, for this particular combination of
catalysts, reactants and conditions, the yields of the main
hydrocarbon groups are very similar independently from the
feedstock, thus reflecting in an addition-type response for the
resid-DO mixture. The properties of the catalysts, and their
corresponding different responses, were exposed in the
analysis of some important yields, and in the composition of
the gasoline fraction, that showed higher olefinicity when the
resid is present in the reacting medium.

It was confirmed that the CREC Riser Simulator is a proper
tool to evaluate conversions, group and particular hydrocar-
bon yields obtained under conditions similar to those of the
commercial FCC process, even with heavy feedstocks. How-
ever, these results showed that this type of analysis should be
performed considering simultaneously the complete set of
elements (catalyst, operative conditions, base feedstock and
resid).
Acknowledgements

This work was performed with the financial assistance of
University of Litoral (Santa Fe, Argentina), Secretary of Science
and Technology, Proj. CAID 2005 #01-07; CONICET, PIP 6285/05
and the National Agency for Scientific and Technical Promo-
tion, PICT2005 14-32930.
R E F E R E N C E S

[1] P. O'Connor, Catalytic cracking: the future of an evolving
process, Stud. Surf. Sci. Catal. 166 (2007) 227–253.

[2] R.H. Harding, A.W. Peters, J.R.D. Nace, New developments in
FCC catalyst technology, Appl. Catal., A Gen. 221 (2001)
389–396.

[3] C.R. Schlosser, R.D. Baptista, H.Q. Brazil, O. Chamberlain, A.
Pinho, E.F. Sandes, P. O'Connor, M.A. Torem, Residue catalytic
cracking technology: the state of the art and future
developments, Akzo Nobel ECO-MAGIC Catalysts
Symposium, June 2001, Noordwijk, TheNetherlands. Paper F-8.

[4] S. Tan, P. Satbhai, Design and operation of residue catalytic
crackers, PTQ (Winter 1999) 47–51.

[5] J.R.D. Nee, P.A. Diddams, S.S. Paloumbis, FCC catalyst
technology for maximum residue upgrading, PTQ (Summer
2001) 37–41.

[6] W.S. Letzsch, A.G. Ashton, The effect of feedstock on yield and
product quality, Stud. Surf. Sci. Catal. 76 (1993) 441–498.

[7] M. Mitchell, J.F. Hoffman, H.F. Moore, Residual feed cracking
catalyst, Stud. Surf. Sci. Catal. 76 (1993) 293–338.

[8] K.Y. Yung, P. Imhof, M. Baas, The short contact time resid test:
a novel tool for realistic FCC catalysts evaluations in the
laboratory, Pet. Chem. Div. Repr. 47 (3) (2002) 281–288.

[9] S.I. Andersson, T. Myrstad, Discrepancies in FCC catalyst
evaluation of atmospheric residues, Stud. Surf. Sci. Catal. 166
(2007) 13–30.

[10] G. de la Puente, A. Devard, U. Sedran, Conversion of residual
feedstocks in FCC. Evaluation of feedstock reactivity and
product distributions in the laboratory, Energy Fuels 21 (6)
(2007) 3090–3094.

[11] H.I. de Lasa, U.S. Pat. 5,102,628 (1992).
[12] A.K. Hakuli, P. Imhof, C.W. Kuehler, Understanding FCC

catalysts architecture and accessibility, Proceedings of the
Akzo Nobel ECO-MAGIC Catalysts Symposium, Noordwijk,
The Netherlands, June 2001, paper F-4.

[13] F.J. Passamonti, G. de la Puente, U. Sedran, Reconversion of
olefinic cuts from FCC naphthas, Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 43 (6)
(2004) 1405–1410.

[14] S. Al-Khattaf, S. Rabiu, N.M. Tukur, R. Alnaizy, Kinetics of
toluene methylation over USY-zeolite catalyst in a riser
simulator, Chem. Eng. J. 139 (2008) 622–630.

[15] A. Corma, L. Sauvanaud, Increasing LCO yield and quality in
the FCC: cracking pathways analysis, Stud. Surf. Sci. Catal. 166
(2007) 41–54.

[16] W.R. Gilbert, C.A. Baptista, A.R. Pinho, Exploring FCC
flexibility to produce mid-distillates and petrochemicals,
Stud. Surf. Sci. Catal. 166 (2007) 31–40.

[17] F.J. Passamonti, G. de la Puente, U. Sedran, Factors influencing
the isobutane yield during the conversion of vacuum gas oil
(VGO) under fluidized catalytic cracking (FCC) conditions, Ind.
Eng. Chem. Res. 46 (2007) 9269–9273.

[18] G.M. Mavrovouniotis, W.C. Cheng, A.W. Peters, Role of
hydrogen transfer in isobutene-isobutane selectivities, in: M.L.
Occelli (Ed.), Fluid Catalytic Cracking III, ACS Symp. Ser., vol.
571, ACS, Washington, 1994, pp. 16–23.

[19] F. Lemos, F. Ramoa Ribeiro, M. Kern, G. Giannetto, M. Guisnet,
Influence of lanthanum content of LaHY catalysts on their
physico-chemical and catalytic properties, Appl. Catal. 39
(1988) 227–238.

[20] M.F.L. Johnson, Estimation of the zeolite content of a catalyst
from nitrogen adsorption isotherms, J. Catal. 52 (1978)
425–431.


	Laboratory evaluation of the impact of the addition of resid in FCC
	Introduction
	Experimental
	Results and discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References




