
19 

Europaisches  Patentamt 

European  Patent  Office 

Office  europeen  des  brevets ©  Publication  number:  0  578   401  A 1  

12 EUROPEAN  PATENT  A P P L I C A T I O N  

©  Application  number  :  93304812.6 

@  Date  of  filing  :  21.06.93 

©  int.  ci.5:  C10G  11/18,  B01J  3 8 / 3 0  

©  Priority  :  24.06.92  US  903406 

(43)  Date  of  publication  of  application 
12.01.94  Bulletin  94/02 

@  Designated  Contracting  States  : 
BE  DE  ES  FR  GB  IT  NL 

©  Applicant  :  MOBIL  OIL  CORPORATION 
150  East  42nd  Street 
New  York  New  York  10017  (US) 

©  Inventor  :  Avidan,  Amos  Andrew 
2120  Stackhouse  Drive 
Yardley,  Pennsylvania  19067  (US) 

Inventor  :  Mathias,  Mark  Fischer 
7  Polaris  Court 
Turnersville,  New  Jersey  (US) 
Inventor  :  Menon,  Raghu  Koyamangalam 
124  Bracken  Road 
Medford,  New  Jersey  08055  (US) 
Inventor  :  Stevenson,  Scott  A. 
1024  Newburyport  Road 
Langhorne  Pennsylvania  (US) 
Inventor  :  Sodomin,  Joseph  Frank 
15265  Eagle  Tavern  Way 
Centreville,  Virginia  22020  (US) 
Inventor  :  Teitman,  Gerald  Joseph 
10139  Hillington  Court 
Vienna,  Virginia  22180  (US) 

©  Representative  :  Curtis,  Philip  Anthony 
Patent  Department,  Mobil  Court  3  Clements 
Inn 
London  WC2A  2EB  (GB) 

O  

00 
ro- 
t a  

©  FCC  regeneration  process  and  apparatus  for  reducing  NOx. 

©  Oxides  of  nitrogen  (NOx)  emissions  from  an 
FCC  regenerator  are  reduced  by  forcing  the 
regenerator  to  operate  intermediate  full  and 
Partial  CO  burn  mode.  Operating  with  less  than 
1  mole  %  02,  and  up  to  1  or  2  %  CO  in  the  flue 
gas,  creates  conditions  which  oxidize  nitrogen 
compounds  in  coke  on  spent  catalyst  to  NOx, 
and  simultaneously  convert  NOx  in  the  re- 
generator  to  nitrogen.  A  downstream  CO  boiler 
can  burn  this  low  CO  flue  gas  without  produc- 
ing  large  amounts  of  NOx.  Most  NOx  emissions 
can  be  eliminated.  An  apparatus,  with  the  re- 
generator  air  :coke  ratio  controlled  by  both  CO 
and  02  analyzers  monitoring  regenerator  flue 
gas,  is  also  disclosed. 
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The  invention  relates  to  regeneration  of  spent  cat- 
alyst  from  an  FCC  unit  in  a  way  which  reduces  NOx 
emissions. 

NOx,  or  oxides  of  nitrogen,  in  flue  gas  streams 
from  FCC  regenerators  is  a  pervasive  problem.  FCC 
units  process  heavy  feeds  containing  nitrogen  com- 
pounds,  and  much  of  this  material  is  eventually  con- 
verted  into  NOx  emissions,  either  in  the  FCC  regen- 
erator  (if  operated  in  full  CO  burn  mode)  or  in  a  down- 
stream  CO  boiler  (if  operated  in  partial  CO  burn 
mode).  Thus  all  FCC  processing  nitrogen  containing 
feeds  can  have  a  NOx  emissions  problem  due  to  cat- 
alyst  regeneration,  but  the  type  of  regeneration  em- 
ployed  (full  or  partial  CO  burn  mode)  will  determine 
whether  NOx  emissions  appear  sooner  (regenerator 
flue  gas)  or  later  (CO  boiler). 

Although  there  may  be  some  nitrogen  fixation,  or 
conversion  of  nitrogen  in  regenerator  air  to  NOx,  but 
most  of  the  NOx  emissions  are  believed  to  come  from 
oxidation  of  nitrogen  compounds  in  the  feed. 

Several  powerful  ways  have  been  developed  to 
deal  with  the  problem.  The  approaches  fall  into  rough- 
ly  five  categories: 

1.  Feed  hydrotreating,  to  keep  NOx  precursors 
from  the  FCC  unit. 
2.  Segregated  cracking  of  fresh  feed. 
3.  Process  approaches  which  reduce  the  NOx  for- 
mation  in  a  regenerator  in  complete  CO  burn 
mode,  via  regenerator  modifications. 
4.  Catalytic  approaches,  using  a  catalyst  or  addi- 
tive  which  is  compatible  with  the  FCC  reactor, 
which  suppress  NOx  formation  or  catalyze  its  re- 
duction  in  a  regenerator  in  complete  CO  burn 
mode. 
5.  Stack  gas  cleanup  methods  which  are  isolated 
from  the  FCC  process. 
The  FCC  process  will  be  briefly  reviewed,  fol- 

lowed  by  a  review  of  the  state  of  the  art  in  reducing 
NOx  emissions. 

FCC  PROCESS 

Catalytic  cracking  of  hydrocarbons  is  carried  out 
in  the  absence  of  externally  supplied  H2,  in  contrast 
to  hydrocracking,  in  which  H2  is  added  during  the 
cracking  step.  An  inventory  of  particulate  catalyst  is 
continuously  cycled  between  a  cracking  reactor  and 
a  catalyst  regenerator.  In  the  f  luidized  catalytic  crack- 
ing  (FCC)  process,  hydrocarbon  feed  contacts  cata- 
lyst  in  a  reactor  at  425C-600C,  usually  460C-560C. 
The  hydrocarbons  crack,  and  deposit  carbonaceous 
hydrocarbons  or  coke  on  the  catalyst.  The  cracked 
products  are  separated  from  the  coked  catalyst.  The 
coked  catalyst  is  stripped  of  volatiles,  usually  with 
steam,  and  is  then  regenerated.  In  the  catalyst  regen- 
erator,  the  coke  is  burned  from  the  catalyst  with  oxy- 
gen-containing  gas,  usually  air.  Coke  burns  off,  re- 
storing  catalyst  activity  and  simultaneously  heating 

the  catalyst  to,  e.g.,  500C-900c,  usually  600C-750C. 
Flue  gas  formed  by  burning  coke  in  the  regenerator 
may  be  treated  for  removal  of  particulates  and  for  con- 
version  of  carbon  monoxide,  after  which  the  flue  gas 

5  is  normally  discharged  into  the  atmosphere. 
Most  FCC  units  now  use  zeolite-containing  cata- 

lyst  having  high  activity  and  selectivity.  These  cata- 
lysts  are  generally  believed  to  work  best  when  the 
amount  of  coke  on  the  catalyst  after  regeneration  is 

10  relatively  low. 
Two  types  of  FCC  regenerators  are  now  com- 

monly  used,  the  high  efficiency  regenerator  and  the 
bubbling  bed  type. 

The  high  efficiency  regenerator  mixes  recycled 
15  regenerated  catalyst  with  spent  catalyst,  burns  much 

of  the  coke  from  spent  catalyst  in  a  fast  f  luidized  bed 
coke  combustor,  then  discharges  catalyst  and  flue 
gas  up  a  dilute  phase  transport  riser  where  some  ad- 
ditional  coke  combustion  occurs,  and  where  most  of 

20  the  CO  is  afterburned  to  C02.  These  regenerators  are 
designed  for  complete  CO  combustion,  and  usually 
produce  clean  burned  catalyst,  and  flue  gas  will  very 
little  CO,  and  modest  amounts  of  NOx. 

The  bubbling  bed  regenerator  maintains  the  cat- 
25  alyst  as  a  bubbling  fluidized  bed,  to  which  spent  cat- 

alyst  is  added  and  from  which  regenerated  catalyst  is 
removed.  These  regenerators  usually  require  more 
catalyst  inventory  in  the  regenerator,  because 
gas/catalyst  contacting  is  not  so  efficient  in  a  bubbling 

30  fluidized  bed  as  in  a  fast  fluidized  bed. 
Many  bubbling  bed  regenerators  operate  in  com- 

plete  CO  combustion  mode,  i.e.,  the  mole  ratio  of 
C02/CO  is  at  least  10.  Refiners  try  to  burn  CO  com- 
pletely  within  the  catalyst  regenerator  to  conserve 

35  heat  and  to  minimize  air  pollution.  Among  the  ways 
suggested  to  decrease  the  amount  of  carbon  on  re- 
generated  catalyst  and  to  burn  CO  in  the  regenerator 
is  to  add  a  CO  combustion  promoter  metal  to  the  cat- 
alyst  or  to  the  regenerator. 

40  Metals  have  been  added  as  an  integral  compo- 
nent  of  the  cracking  catalyst  and  as  a  component  of 
a  discrete  particulate  additive,  in  which  the  active 
metal  is  associated  with  a  support  other  than  the  cat- 
alyst.  U.S.  Patent  No.  2,647,860  proposed  adding  0.1 

45  to  1  weight  percent  chromic  oxide  to  a  cracking  cata- 
lyst  to  promote  combustion  of  00.  U.S.  Patent  No. 
3,808,121,  taught  using  relatively  large-sized  partic- 
les  containing  CO  combustion-promoting  metal  into  a 
cracking  catalyst  regenerator.  The  circulating  partic- 

50  ulate  solids  inventory,  of  small-sized  catalyst  partic- 
les,  cycled  between  the  cracking  reactor  and  the  cat- 
alyst  regenerator,  while  the  combustion-promoting 
particles  remain  in  the  regenerator. 

U.S.  4,072,600  and  4,093,535  teach  use  of  com- 
55  bustion-  promoting  metals  such  as  Pt,  Pd,  Ir,  Rh,  Os, 

Ru  and  Re  in  cracking  catalysts  in  concentrations  of 
0.01  to  50  ppm,  based  on  total  catalyst  inventory.  This 
approach  is  so  successful  that  most  FCC  units  use  Pt 
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CO  combustion  promoter.  This  reduces  CO  emis- 
sions,  but  usually  increases  nitrogen  oxides  (NOx)  in 
the  regenerator  flue  gas.  It  is  difficult  in  a  catalyst  re- 
generator  to  burn  completely  coke  and  CO  in  the  re- 
generator  without  increasing  the  NOx  content  of  the 
regenerator  flue  gas.  Many  jurisdictions  have  passed 
legislation  restricting  the  amount  of  NOx  that  can  be 
in  a  flue  gas  stream  discharged  to  the  atmosphere.  In 
response  to  environmental  concerns,  much  effort  has 
been  spent  on  finding  ways  to  reduce  NOx  emissions. 

The  NOx  problem  is  most  acute  in  bubbling  dense 
bed  regenerators,  perhaps  due  to  localized  high  oxy- 
gen  concentrations  in  the  large  bubbles  of  regenera- 
tion  air.  Even  the  high  efficiency  regenerators,  with 
better  catalyst/gas  contacting,  produce  significant 
amounts  of  NOx,  though  usually  only  about  50  -  75  % 
of  the  NOx  which  would  be  produced  in  a  bubbling 
dense  bed  regenerator  cracking  a  similar  feed. 

Much  of  the  discussion  that  follows  is  generic  to 
any  type  of  regenerator  (usually  feed  prep,  catalyst 
additives),  while  much  is  specific  to  bubbling  dense 
bed  regenerators. 

FEED  HYDROTREATING 

Some  refiners  now  go  to  the  expense  of  hydro- 
treating  feed.  This  is  usually  done  more  to  meet  sulfur 
specifications  in  various  cracked  products,  or  an  SOx 
limitation  in  regenerator  flue  gas  rather  than  a  NOx 
limitation.  Hydrotreating  will  reduce  to  some  extent 
the  nitrogen  compounds  in  FCC  feed,  and  this  will 
help  reduce  the  NOx  emissions  from  the  regenerator. 

SEGREGATED  FEED  CRACKING 

US  4,985,133,  Sapre  et  al,  incorporated  by  refer- 
ence,  taught  that  refiners  processing  multiple  feeds 
could  reduce  NOx  emissions,  and  improve  perfor- 
mance  in  the  cracking  reactor,  by  keeping  high  and 
low  nitrogen  feeds  segregated,  and  adding  them  to 
different  elevations  in  the  FCC  riser. 

PROCESS  APPROACHES  TO  NOx  CONTROL 

Process  modifications  are  suggested  in  U.S. 
4,413,573  and  U.S.  4,325,833,  both  directed  to  two- 
and  three-stage  FCC  regenerators,  which  reduce 
NOx  emissions. 

U.S.  4,313,848  teaches  countercurrent  regener- 
ation  of  spent  FCC  catalyst,  without  backmixing,  to 
minimize  NOx  emissions. 

U.S.  4,309,309  teaches  the  addition  of  a  vapor- 
izable  fuel  to  the  upper  portion  of  a  FCC  regenerator 
to  minimize  NOx  emissions.  Oxides  of  nitrogen 
formed  in  the  lower  portion  of  the  regenerator  are  re- 
duced  in  the  reducing  atmosphere  generated  by  burn- 
ing  fuel  in  the  upper  portion  of  the  regenerator. 

U.S.  4,542,114  taught  minimizing  the  volume  of 

flue  gas  by  using  oxygen  rather  than  air  in  the  FCC 
regenerator,  with  consequent  reduction  in  the  amount 
of  flue  gas  produced. 

In  Green  et  al,  U.S.  4,828,680,  incorporated  by 
5  reference,  NOx  emissions  from  an  FCC  unit  were  re- 

duced  by  adding  carbonaceous  particles  such  as 
sponge  coke  or  coal  into  the  circulating  inventory  of 
cracking  catalyst.  The  carbonaceous  particles  per- 
formed  selectively  absorbed  metal  contaminants  in 

10  the  feed  and  also  reduced  NOx  emissions.  Many  re- 
finers  are  reluctant  to  add  coal  or  coke  to  their  FCC 
units,  and  such  materials  also  burn,  and  increase  the 
heat  release  in  the  regenerator.  Most  refiners  would 
prefer  to  reduce,  ratherthan  increase,  heat  release  in 

15  their  regenerators. 

DENOX  WITH  COKE 

US  4,991  ,521  ,  Green  and  Yan,  showed  that  a  re- 
20  generator  could  be  designed  so  coke  on  spent  FCC 

catalyst  could  be  used  to  reduce  NOx  emissions  from 
an  FCC  regenerator.  The  patent  disclosed  a  two 
stage  FCC  regenerator,  wherein  flue  gas  from  a  sec- 
ond  stage  of  regeneration  contacted  coked  catalyst. 

25  Although  effective  at  reducing  NOx  emissions,  this 
approach  is  not  readily  adaptable  to  existing  units. 

DENOX  WITH  REDUCING  ATMOSPHERES 

30  Another  process  approach  to  reducing  NOx  emis- 
sions  from  FCC  regenerators  is  to  create  a  relatively 
reducing  atmosphere  in  some  portion  of  the  regener- 
ator  by  segregating  the  CO  combustion  promoter.  Re- 
duction  of  NOx  emissions  in  FCC  regenerators  was 

35  achieved  in  U.S.  4,812,430  and  4,812,431  by  using  a 
conventional  CO  combustion  promoter  (Pt)  on  an  un- 
conventional  support  which  permitted  the  support  to 
segregate  in  the  regenerator.  Use  of  large,  hollow, 
floating  spheres  gave  a  sharp  segregation  of  CO 

40  combustion  promoter  in  the  regenerator.  Disposing 
the  CO  combustion  promoter  on  fines,  and  allowing 
these  fines  to  segregate  nearthe  top  of  a  dense  bed, 
or  to  be  selectively  recycled  into  the  dilute  phase 
above  a  dense  bed,  was  another  way  to  segregate 

45  the  CO  combustion  promoter. 

CATALYTIC  APPROACHES  TO  NOx  CONTROL 

The  work  that  follows  is  generally  directed  at  spe- 
50  cial  catalysts  which  promote  CO  afterburning,  but  do 

not  promote  formation  of  much  NOx. 
U.S.  4,300,997  and  U.S.  4,350,615,  are  both  di- 

rected  to  use  of  Pd-Ru  CO-combustion  promoter.  The 
bi-metallic  CO  combustion  promoter  is  reported  to  do 

55  an  adequate  job  of  converting  CO  to  C02,  while  min- 
imizing  the  formation  of  NOx. 

U.S.  4,199,435  suggests  steam  treating  conven- 
tional  metallic  CO  combustion  promoter  to  decrease 

3 
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NOx  formation  without  impairing  too  much  the  CO 
combustion  activity  of  the  promoter. 

U.S.  4,235,704  suggests  too  much  CO  combus- 
tion  promoter  causes  NOx  formation,  and  calls  for 
monitoring  the  NOx  content  of  the  flue  gases,  and  ad- 
justing  the  concentration  of  CO  combustion  promoter 
in  the  regenerator  based  on  the  amount  of  NOx  in  the 
flue  gas.  As  an  alternative  to  adding  less  CO  combus- 
tion  promoter  the  patentee  suggests  deactivating  it  in 
place,  by  adding  something  to  deactivate  the  Pt,  such 
as  lead,  antimony,  arsenic,  tin  or  bismuth. 

US  5,002,654,  Chin,  incorporated  by  reference, 
taught  the  effectiveness  of  a  zinc  based  additive  in  re- 
ducing  NOx.  Relatively  small  amounts  of  zinc  oxides 
impregnated  on  a  separate  support  having  little  or  no 
cracking  activity  produced  an  additive  which  could  cir- 
culate  with  the  FCC  equilibrium  catalyst  and  reduce 
NOx  emissions  from  FCC  regenerators. 

US  4,988,432  Chin,  incorporated  by  reference, 
taught  the  effectiveness  of  an  antimony  based  addi- 
tive  at  reducing  NOx. 

Many  refiners  are  reluctant  to  add  more  metals  to 
their  FCC  catalyst  out  of  environmental  concerns. 
Some  additives,  such  as  zinc,  may  vaporize  under 
conditions  experienced  in  some  FCC  units.  Adding 
antimony  to  FCC  catalyst  may  make  disposal  of  spent 
catalyst  more  difficult. 

Such  additives  also  add  to  the  cost  of  the  FCC 
process,  may  dilute  the  FCC  equilibrium  catalyst,  and 
may  not  be  as  effective  as  desired. 

In  US  5,021,144,  Altrichter,  taught  minimizing  CO 
emissions  downstream  of  a  CO  boiler  by  operating  an 
FCC  regenerator  in  partial  CO  burn  mode  with  at  least 
three  times  the  amount  of  Pt  needed  to  prevent  after- 
burning.  In  the  region  studied,  with  CO  boiler  stack 
oxygen  contents  ranging  from  about  1  .6  to  more  than 
4  %  02  (low  promoter  addition)  to  1  .2  to  3.4  mole  % 
(high  promoter  addition),  adding  Pttothe  FCC  regen- 
erator  reduced  NOx  in  the  CO  boiler  stack  gas.  This 
approach  is  similar  to  that  of  most  refiners  operating 
with  Pt  combustion  promoter  in  partial  CO  burn  mode, 
most  operate  with  more  Pt  in  partial  CO  burn  mode, 
because  more  Pt  is  needed  for  stable  operation  in 
complete  CO  burn  mode. 

Considerable  effort  has  also  been  spent  on 
downstream  treatment  of  FCC  flue  gas.  This  area  will 
be  briefly  reviewed. 

STACK  GAS  TREATMENT 

It  is  known  to  react  NOx  in  flue  gas  with  NH3.  NH3 
is  a  selective  reducing  agent,  which  does  not  react 
rapidly  with  the  excess  oxygen  which  may  be  present 
in  the  flue  gas.  Two  types  of  NH3  process  have 
evolved,  thermal  and  catalytic. 

Thermal  processes,  such  as  the  Exxon  Thermal 
DeNOx  process,  operate  as  homogeneous  gas-phase 
processes  at  around  1  550-1  900°F.  More  details  of 

such  a  process  are  disclosed  by  Lyon,  R.  K.,  Int.  J. 
Chem.  Kinet.,  3,  315,  1976,  incorporated  by  refer- 
ence. 

Catalytic  systems  have  been  developed  which 
5  operate  at  lower  temperatures,  typically  at  300-850°F. 

These  temperatures  are  typical  of  flue  gas  streams. 
Unfortunately,  the  catalysts  used  in  these  processes 
are  readily  fouled,  or  the  process  lines  plugged,  by 
catalystfines  which  are  an  integral  part  of  FCCregen- 

10  erator  flue  gas. 
U.S.  4,521,389  and  4,434,147  disclose  adding 

NH3  to  NOx-containing  flue  gas  to  reduce  catalytically 
the  NOx  to  nitrogen. 

US  5,015,362,  Chin,  incorporated  by  reference, 
15  taught  contacting  flue  gas  with  sponge  coke  or  coal, 

and  a  catalyst  promoting  reduction  of  NOx  in  the  pres- 
ence  of  such  carbonaceous  substances. 

None  of  the  approaches  described  is  the  perfect 
solution. 

20  Feed  pretreatment  is  expensive,  and  can  usually 
only  be  justified  for  sulfur  removal.  Segregated  feed 
cracking  helps  significantly,  but  requires  segregated 
high  and  low  nitrogen  feeds. 

Process  approaches,  such  as  multi-stage  or 
25  countercurrent  regenerators,  reduce  NOx  emissions 

but  require  extensive  rebuilding  of  the  FCC  regener- 
ator. 

Various  catalytic  approaches,  e.g.,  adding  lead  or 
antimony,  to  degrade  the  efficiency  of  the  Pt  function 

30  may  help  some  but  fail  to  meet  the  evermore  stringent 
NOx  emissions  limits  set  by  local  governing  bodies. 

Stack  gas  cleanup  methods  are  powerful,  but  the 
capital  and  operating  costs  are  high. 

We  wondered  if  there  was  a  way  to  take  existing 
35  FCC  regenerators,  and  operate  them  to  form  most  of 

the  NOx  in  the  regenerator,  and  also  eliminate  much 
or  even  most  of  it  there.  The  problem  was  most  seri- 
ous  in  bubbling  bed  regenerators,  but  even  high  effi- 
ciency  regenerators  caused  something  of  a  NOx  prob- 

40  lem. 
We  knew  partial  CO  combustion  was  not  the  an- 

swer-little  NOx  was  made  in  the  regenerator,  but  pro- 
dig  ious  amou  nts  of  NOx  precu  rsors  formed  to  s  h  if  1  1  he 
NOx  problem  to  the  CO  boiler. 

45  We  knew  complete  CO  combustion  was  of  limited 
use.  Nitrogen  are  efficiently  converted  to  NOx  in  the 
oxidizing  atmosphere  of  the  regenerator,  creating  an 
immediate  NOx  problem,  rather  than  deferring  it  to  a 
CO  boiler. 

so  We  discovered  a  new  way  of  operating  the  FCC 
regenerator,  between  partial  and  complete  CO  com- 
bustion.  A  regenerator  running  with  almost  no  excess 
air,  and  enough  CO  so  that  the  flue  gas  can  not  be 
discharged  to  the  atmosphere,  but  unusually  low 

55  amounts  of  CO  created  ideal  conditions  for  eliminat- 
ing  most  NOx  emissions. 

By  operating  with  incipient  oxygen  breakthrough, 
and  a  limited  amount  of  CO,  typically  up  to  about  2  or 

4 
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2.5  mole  %  CO,  and  preferably  around  500  to  10,000 
ppm  CO,  we  were  also  "on  the  brink"  of  disaster,  as 
slight  changes  in  air  rate  could  cause  afterburning 
with  damaging  temperature  excursions.  In  fact,  exten- 
sive  amounts  of  afterburning  occurred  when  CO 
emissions  were  low,  and  when  NOx  emissions  were 
low. 

"On  the  brink"  can  also  be  an  unsuitable  region 
for  CO  boiler  operation  -  the  flue  gas  from  the  FCC 
regenerator  may  contain  too  much  CO  to  be  dis- 
charged  to  the  atmosphere,  but  not  enough  CO  to 
permit  sustained  operation  of  some  CO  boilers. 

Control  of  the  regenerator,  using  conventional 
control  methods,  becomes  difficult.  The  regenerator 
is  neither  firmly  in  reducing  nor  oxidizing  mode.  The 
bed  temperature  response  to  changes  in  air  rate  is  al- 
most  flat.  Afterburning  can  increase  or  decrease  in  re- 
sponse  to  minor  changes  in  air  rate,  but  it  is  difficult 
to  predict  how  the  unit  will  respond. 

This  difficult  and  uncomfortable  regenerator  op- 
eration  provided  a  way  to  eliminate  most  of  the  NOx 
emissions  traceable  to  the  nitrogenous  coke  burned 
in  the  regenerator.  We  believed  it  forced  both  NOx  for- 
mation,  and  reduction,  to  occur  primarily  in  the  FCC 
regenerator. 

Candor  compels  mention  of  the  fact  that  we  are 
not  the  first  to  operate  in  this  region.  Although  this  re- 
gion  is  uncomfortable  one,  probably  every  FCC  unit 
with  a  CO  boiler  passes  through  it  briefly  on  numer- 
ous  occasions.  FCC  regenerators  with  CO  boilers 
may  shift  frequently  from  complete  CO  combustion  in 
the  regenerator  (when  cracking  a  distilled  feed)  to 
partial  CO  combustion  (when  cracking  a  resid  feed)  or 
the  reverse.  Whenever  an  FCC  regenerator  changes 
from  full  to  partial  CO  burn  mode,  it  must  pass 
through  this  uncomfortable,  somewhat  unstable  re- 
gion.  Although  many  have  passed  through  this  re- 
gion,  we  are  believed  to  be  the  first  to  stay  there,  and 
the  first  to  use  it  as  an  effective  way  to  both  create 
and  destroy  NOx  in  the  regenerator. 

As  applied  to  high  efficiency  regenerators,  there 
have  always  been  NOx  emissions,  but  almost  always 
from  the  regenerator  rather  than  from  a  CO  boiler,  be- 
cause  these  regenerators  are  designed  to  run  in  full 
CO  burn  mode.  We  could  significantly  reduce  the  al- 
ready  favorable  NOx  emissions  characteristics  of 
these  regenerators  by  operating  them  in  this  unstable 
region. 

Accordingly  the  present  invention  provides  a 
process  for  producing  a  flue  gas  containing  less  than 
100  ppm,  volume,  NOx  by  burning  coke  and  nitrogen 
compounds  from  a  spent  fluidized  catalytic  cracking 
(FCC)  catalyst  to  regenerate  said  catalyst,  wherein 
said  nitrogen  compounds  are  present  in  an  amount 
sufficient  to  produce  a  stack  gas  NOx  content  dis- 
charged  to  the  atmosphere  of  at  least  100  ppm  if  said 
regenerator  were  operated  in  complete  CO  combus- 
tion  mode  or  in  partial  CO  combustion  mode  with  a 

downstream  CO  boiler,  comprising:  regenerating  a 
spent  FCC  catalyst  deactivated  with  coke  and  nitro- 
gen  compounds  in  a  regenerator  vessel  containing 
one  bubbling  fluidized  bed  of  catalyst  by  adding  oxy- 

5  gen  or  an  oxygen-containing  regeneration  gas  to  a 
lower  portion  of  said  bubbling  bed  and  operating  said 
regenerator  at  regeneration  conditions  including  a 
dense  bed  temperature  of  1100  to  1400  F  and  suffi- 
cient  to  regenerate  said  spent  catalyst  and:  oxidize  at 

10  least  a  portion  of  the  coke  and  nitrogen  compounds 
on  catalyst  within  said  regenerator  to  NOx,  CO  and 
volatilized  NOx  precursors;  cause  from  25  to  250  F  of 
afterburning  intermediate  said  dense  bed  and  a  dilute 
phase  region  above  said  dense  bed;  convert  at  least 

15  50  %  of  the  produced  NOx  to  nitrogen  within  said  re- 
generator  vessel;  and  produce  a  regenerator  flue  gas 
containing,  on  a  volume  %,  dry  basis:  from  0.00  to  1  .0 
mole  %  oxygen  from  0.05  to  2.0  mole  %  CO  ,  less 
than  50  ppm  NOx;  and  volatilized  NOx  precursors; 

20  burning  said  regenerator  flue  gas  in  a  CO  burning 
means  remote  from  and  downstream  of  said  regener- 
ator  by  contact  with  additional  oxygen  containing  gas 
at  CO  burning  conditions  sufficient  to  oxidize  at  least 
50  %  of  the  CO  content  of  the  regenerator  flue  gas 

25  and  at  least  50  %  of  the  volatilized  NOx  precursors  in 
the  regenerator  flue  gas,  and  produce  a  CO  burner 
means  flue  gas  containing  0.5  to  6  mole  %  oxygen, 
less  than  200  ppm  CO  and  less  than  100  ppm  NOx. 

In  another  embodiment,  the  present  invention 
30  provides  a  process  for  reducing  NOx  emissions  from 

a  high  efficiency  regenerator  for  the  regeneration  of 
spent  FCC  catalyst  containing  coke  and  nitrogen 
compounds  comprising  operating  said  regenerator  at 
catalyst  regeneration  conditions  including  a  flue  gas 

35  oxygen  content  of  less  than  0.3  mole  %  oxygen  and 
from  100  to  10,000  ppmv  CO. 

In  an  apparatus  embodiment,  the  present  inven- 
tion  provides  an  apparatus  for  the  fluidized  catalytic 
cracking  of  a  heavy,  nitrogen  containing  feed  to  lighter 

40  products  and  for  the  combustion  of  nitrogen  contain- 
ing  coke  on  spent  FCC  catalyst  comprising:  a  riser  re- 
actor  cracking  means  having  a  base  portion  connec- 
tive  with  a  source  of  nitrogen  containing  feed  and  a 
source  of  regenerated  cracking  catalyst;  a  riser  outlet 

45  at  the  top  of  the  riser  reactor  connective  with  a  cata- 
lyst  disengaging  means  for  separating  a  cracked 
product  vapor  stream  from  a  spent  catalyst  stream, 
and  discharging  spent  catalyst  into  a  catalyst  stripper 
means;  a  catalyst  stripping  means  receiving  spent 

so  catalyst  from  said  disengaging  means,  having  a  strip- 
ping  gas  inlet  and  producing  a  stripper  effluent  vapor 
stream  and  a  stripped  catalyst  stream;  a  catalyst  re- 
generator  vessel  for  receiving  stripped  catalyst  dis- 
charged  from  said  stripping  means  and  maintaining 

55  catalyst  as  a  bubbling  dense  phase  fluidized  bed  of 
catalyst,  said  vessel  having  a  regeneration  gas  flow 
control  means  operatively  associated  with  a  regener- 
ation  gas  inlet  in  a  lower  portion  of  said  vessel,  an  out- 

5 
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let  for  regenerated  catalyst  in  a  lower  portion  of  said 
vessel  for  recycle  of  regenerated  catalyst  to  said  base 
of  said  riser  reactor,  and  an  outlet  for  flue  gas  in  an 
upper  portion  of  said  vessel  for  discharge  of  regener- 
ator  flue  gas;  a  flue  gas  transfer  line  having  an  inlet 
connected  to  said  regenerator  vessel  and  an  outlet;  a 
CO  analyzer  controller  operatively  associated  with  at 
least  one  of  said  upper  portion  of  said  regenerator 
vessel  and  said  flue  gas  transfer  line  from  said  regen- 
erator  vessel;  an  02  analyzer  controller  operatively 
associated  with  at  least  one  of  said  upper  portion  of 
said  regenerator  vessel  and  said  flue  gas  transferline 
from  said  regenerator  vessel;  and  wherein  both  said 
CO  and  said  02  analyzer  controllers  control  flow  of  re- 
generation  gas  to  the  said  regenerator  vessel;  a  CO 
combustion  means  having  an  inlet  for  regenerator 
flue  gas  connected  to  said  transfer  line  outlet,  an  inlet 
for  combustion  air,  and  an  outlet  for  flue  gas  from  said 
CO  combustion  means;  a  CO  combustion  means 
transfer  line  connective  with  a  flue  gas  discharge 
stack  a  NOx  analyzer  controller  operatively  associat- 
ed  with  said  CO  combustion  means  transfer  line  for 
analyzing  a  NOx  concentration  therein  for  control  of 
regeneration  air  flow  to  said  regenerator  vessel. 

Reference  is  now  made  to  the  accompanying 
drawings,  in  which: 

Fig.  1  is  a  simplified  process  flow  diagram  of  a 
preferred  configuration,  an  FCC  unit  with  flue  gas 
analyzer  controllers,  and  a  CO  boiler. 

Fig.  2.  (Invention)  is  plot  of  regenerator  and  CO 
boiler  flue  gas  compositions  as  an  FCC  regenerator 
shifts  from  partial  CO  burn  operation  to  the  low  NOx 
region  and  then  back  to  full  CO  burn  operation. 

The  process  of  the  present  invention  is  an  inte- 
gral  part  of  the  catalytic  cracking  process.  The  essen- 
tial  elements  of  this  process  will  be  briefly  reviewed 
in  conjunction  with  a  review  of  Fig.  1  . 

A  heavy,  nitrogen  containing  feed  is  charged  via 
line  2  to  riser  reactor  10.  Hot  regenerated  catalyst  re- 
moved  from  the  regenerator  via  line  12  vaporizes 
fresh  feed  in  the  base  of  the  riser  reactor,  and  cracks 
the  feed.  Cracked  products  and  spent  catalyst  are  dis- 
charged  into  vessel  20,  and  separated.  Spent  catalyst 
is  stripped  in  a  stripping  means  not  shown  in  the  base 
of  vessel  20,  then  stripped  catalyst  is  charged  via  line 
14  to  regenerator  30.  Cracked  products  are  removed 
from  vessel  20  via  line  26  and  charged  to  an  FCC 
main  column,  not  shown. 

Spent  catalyst  is  maintained  as  a  bubbling,  dense 
phase  fluidized  bed  in  vessel  30.  Regeneration  gas, 
almost  always  air,  sometimes  supplemented  with  oxy- 
gen,  is  added  via  line  34  to  the  base  of  the  regener- 
ator.  Airflow  is  controlled  byflow  control  valve  95.  Re- 
generated  catalyst  is  removed  via  line  12  and  recy- 
cled  to  the  base  of  the  riser  reactor.  Flue  gas  is  re- 
moved  via  line  36  and  charged  to  preferred,  but  op- 
tional,  CO  converter  50.  In  almost  all  modern  refiners 
the  CO  converter  will  be  a  CO  boiler,  or  CO  combus- 

tion  means  50,  usually  equipped  with  one  or  more 
heat  recovery  means  47,  and/or  a  power  recovery  tur- 
bine  60. 

Flue  gas  from  the  FCC  regenerator  is  charged  via 
5  line  36  to  the  CO  converter.  Additional  combustion  air 

is  added  via  line  41,  to  ensure  there  is  sufficient  air 
or  oxygen  present  to  burn  enough  CO  to  meet  CO 
emissions  standards.  Where  desired,  ammonia  or  an 
ammonia  precursor  such  as  urea  may  be  added  via 

10  line  43,  to  react  with  any  NOx  formed  during  CO  com- 
bustion  in  the  CO  converter  or  CO  boiler  50.  Addition- 
al  combustion  air  is  frequently  added  via  line  45  to  pro- 
mote  removal  of  additional  amounts  of  CO.  Flue  gas 
is  discharged  via  line  52  to  a  stack  via  line  54,  or  via 

15  line  56  to  a  conventional  power  recover  turbine  60, 
and  from  there  via  line  62  to  a  stack,  not  shown. 

The  process  and  equipment  recited  above  are 
those  used  in  conventional  FCC  regenerators.  Many 
FCC  regenerators  exist  with  bubbling  bed  regenera- 

20  tors,  and  CO  boilers. 
Unique  to  the  apparatus  of  the  claimed  invention 

are  flue  gas  CO  analyzer  controller  70  and  oxygen 
analyzer  controller  80.  These  sample,  via  sample 
lines  72  and  82,  respectively,  the  flue  gas,  with  re- 

25  suits  sent  via  signal  transmission  means  74  and  84  to 
controller  means  90.  A  regeneration  air  control  signal 
is  sent  via  line  92  to  regeneration  air  control  valve  95 
to  control  regeneration  airflow.  The  controller  means, 
which  can  be  a  digital  or  analog  computer,  can  deter- 

30  mine  if  near  stoichiometric  air  is  being  provided  to  the 
regenerator,  and  make  appropriate  adjustments. 

An  alternative,  but  simple  and  reasonably  effec- 
tive,  control  scheme  would  use  both  flue  gas  analyzer 
controllers  to  drive  control  valve  95.  Adrop  in  free  oxy- 

35  gen  content  would  increase  air,  while  a  rise  in  CO  con- 
tent  above,  e.g.,  1,000  ppm  would  also  increase  air. 
More  air  is  added  until  a  predetermined  amount  of 
free  oxygen  is  in  the  flue  gas  in  line  36,  e.g.,  0.3  mole 
%.  More  air  is  added  ifthe  CO  content  of  the  flue  gas 

40  becomes  excessive,  e.g.,  a  CO  content  above  1:1  or 
1  mole  %.  Ifthe  regenerator  shifts  into  something  ap- 
proaching  a  complete  CO  burn  mode,  i.e.,  the  CO 
content  drops  below  500  ppm,  then  the  regenerator 
air  rate  will  be  reduced.  The  regenerator  may  have  to 

45  be  fairly  hot,  and/or  a  significant  amount  of  dilute 
phase  afterburning  tolerated,  in  some  regenerators 
for  this  control  method  to  work.  This  is  because  is 
some  regenerators,  with  poor  air  distribution  or  poor 
catalyst  circulation,  one  side  of  the  regenerator  may 

so  be  just  in  partial  CO  burn,  while  the  other  side  is  op- 
erating  just  within  complete  CO  burn  mode  so  that  di- 
lute  phase  afterburning  results.  In  such  units,  more 
CO  and  more  02  must  usually  be  tolerated  in  the  flue 
gas  from  the  regenerator. 

55  Although  the  present  invention  is  ideal  for  use  in 
any  catalytic  cracking  unit  with  a  bubbling  bed  cata- 
lyst  regenerator  with  a  00  boiler,  as  shown  in  Fig.  1, 
there  are  other  ways  to  implement  the  invention. 

6 
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A  catalytic  CO  converter  may  be  preferred  for 
new  units,  as  so  little  CO  is  present  in  our  process 
that,  for  the  first  time,  catalytic  converters  to  remove 
CO  from  FCC  flue  gas  are  a  viable  option.  In  this  way 
the  fuel  costs  needed  to  drive  the  CO  boiler  in  this  un- 
comfortable  mode  of  operation  of  the  FCC  regenera- 
tor  can  be  eliminated  or  greatly  reduced. 

Although  the  present  invention  is  useful  for  both 
moving  bed  and  fluidized  bed  catalytic  cracking  units, 
the  discussion  that  follows  is  directed  to  FCC  units 
which  are  the  state  of  the  art. 

FCC  FEED 

Any  conventional  FCC  feed  can  be  used.  The 
process  of  the  present  invention  is  useful  for  process- 
ing  nitrogenous  charge  stocks,  those  containing  more 
than  500  ppm  total  nitrogen  compounds,  and  espe- 
cially  useful  in  processing  stocks  containing  very  high 
levels  of  nitrogen  compounds,  such  as  those  with 
more  than  1000  wt  ppm  total  nitrogen  compounds. 

The  feeds  may  range  from  the  typical,  such  as 
petroleum  distillates  or  residual  stocks,  either  virgin  or 
partially  refined,  to  the  atypical,  such  as  coal  oils  and 
shale  oils.  The  feed  frequently  will  contain  recycled 
hydrocarbons,  such  as  light  and  heavy  cycle  oils 
which  have  already  been  subjected  to  cracking. 

Preferred  feeds  are  gas  oils,  vacuum  gas  oils,  at- 
mospheric  resids,  and  vacuum  resids.  The  present  in- 
vention  is  most  useful  with  feeds  having  an  initial  boil- 
ing  point  above  about  650  F. 

FCC  CATALYST 

Commercially  available  FCC  catalysts  may  be 
used.  The  catalyst  preferably  contains  relatively  large 
amounts  of  large  pore  zeolite  for  maximum  effective- 
ness,  but  such  catalysts  are  readily  available.  The 
process  will  work  with  amorphous  catalyst,  but  few 
modern  FCC  units  use  amorphous  catalyst. 

Preferred  catalysts  for  use  herein  will  usually 
contain  at  least  1  0  wt  %  large  pore  zeolite  in  a  porous 
refractory  matrix  such  as  silica-alumina,  clay,  or  the 
like.  The  zeolite  content  is  preferably  much  higher 
than  this,  and  should  usually  be  at  least  20  wt  %  large 
pore  zeolite,  with  optimum  results  achieved  when 
unusually  large  amounts  of  large  pore  zeolite,  in  ex- 
cess  of  30  wt  %,  are  present  in  the  catalyst.  For  opti- 
mum  results,  the  catalyst  should  contain  from  30  to  60 
wt  %  large  pore  zeolite. 

All  zeolite  contents  discussed  herein  refer  to  the 
zeolite  content  of  the  makeup  catalyst,  rather  than 
the  zeolite  content  of  the  equilibrium  catalyst,  or  E- 
Cat.  Much  crystallinity  is  lost  in  the  weeks  and 
months  that  the  catalyst  spends  in  the  harsh,  steam 
filled  environment  of  modern  FCC  regenerators,  so 
the  equilibrium  catalyst  will  contain  a  much  lowerzeo- 
lite  content  by  classical  analytic  methods.  Most  refin- 

ers  usually  refer  to  the  zeolite  content  of  their  makeup 
catalyst,  and  the  MAT  (Modified  Activity  Test)  or  FAI 
(Fluidized  Activity  Index)  of  their  equilibrium  catalyst, 
and  this  specification  follows  this  naming  convention. 

5  Conventional  zeolites  such  as  X  and  Y  zeolites, 
or  aluminum  deficient  forms  of  these  zeolites  such  as 
dealuminized  Y  (DEAL  Y),  ultrastable  Y  (USY)  and  ul- 
trahydrophobic  Y  (UHP  Y)  may  be  used  as  the  large 
pore  cracking  catalyst.  The  zeolites  may  be  stabilized 

w  with  Rare  Earths,  e.g.,  0.1  to  10  wt  %  RE. 
Relatively  high  silica  zeolite  containing  catalysts 

are  preferred.  Catalysts  containing  20-60%  USY  or 
rare  earth  USY  (REUSY)  are  especially  preferred. 

The  catalyst  inventory  may  also  contain  one  or 
15  more  additives,  either  present  as  separate  additive 

particles,  or  mixed  in  with  each  particle  of  the  crack- 
ing  catalyst.  Additives  can  be  added  to  enhance  oc- 
tane  (medium  pore  size  zeolites,  sometimes  referred 
to  as  shape  selective  zeolites,  i.e.,  those  having  a 

20  Constraint  Index  of  1-12,  and  typified  byZSM-5,  and 
other  materials  having  a  similar  crystal  structure). 

The  FCC  catalyst  composition,  per  se,  forms  no 
part  of  the  present  invention. 

25  CO  COMBUSTION  PROMOTER 

Use  of  a  CO  combustion  promoter  in  the  regen- 
erator  or  combustion  zone  is  not  essential  for  the 
practice  of  the  present  invention,  however,  some  may 

30  be  present.  These  materials  are  well-known. 
U.S.  4,072,600  and  4,235,754,  incorporated  by 

reference,  disclose  operation  of  an  FCC  regenerator 
with  minute  quantities  of  a  CO  combustion  promoter. 
From  0.01  to  100  ppm  Pt  or  enough  other  metal  to 

35  give  the  same  CO  oxidation,  may  be  used  with  good 
results.  Very  good  results  are  obtained  with  as  little  as 
0.1  to  10  wt.  ppm  platinum  present  on  the  catalyst  in 
the  unit. 

We  usually  will  operate  with  just  enough  CO  com- 
40  bustion  additive  to  prevent  afterburning.  Convention- 

al  procedures  can  be  used  to  determine  if  the  right 
amount  of  promoter  is  present.  In  most  refineries,  af- 
terburning  shows  up  as  a  30  F,  50  F  or  75  F  increase 
in  temperature  from  the  catalyst  bed  to  the  cyclones 

45  above  the  bed,  with  sufficient  promoter  added  sothat 
no  more  afterburning  than  this  occurs. 

In  one  ccmmercial  test,  discussed  in  the  EXPERI- 
MENT  section,  below,  we  ran  will  almost  200  F  of  af- 
terburning,  and  achieved  extraordinary  reductions  in 

so  NOx.  We  were  uncomfortable  with  such  a  large 
amount  of  afterburn,  but  pleased  with  the  results.  The 
test  results  show  that  our  NOx  reduction  process 
works  very  well  with  large  amounts  of  afterburning. 
Although  we  can  not  prove  it  from  the  data  available, 

55  we  can  not  rule  out  that  afterburning  may  be  neces- 
sary  in  some  units  to  achieve  large  NOx  reductions. 

7 
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SOx  ADDITIVES 

Additives  may  be  used  to  adsorb  SOx.  These  are 
believed  to  be  primarily  various  forms  of  alumina, 
rare-earth  oxides,  and  alkaline  earth  oxides,  contain- 
ing  minor  amounts  of  Pt,  on  the  order  of  0.1  to  2  ppm 
Pt.  Additives  for  removal  of  SOx  are  available  from 
several  catalyst  suppliers,  such  as  Davison's  "R"  or 
Katalistiks  International,  Inc.'s  "DESOX." 

Surprisingly,  the  invention  permits  efficient  use 
of  these  additives,  even  though  the  regenerator  is  not 
in  complete  CO  combustion  mode.  When  a  regener- 
ator  is  in  complete  CO  burn  mode,  SOx  capture  addi- 
tives  usually  recover  on  the  order  of  60  to  70  %  of  the 
SOx,  while  in  conventional  partial  CO  burn  mode  SOx 
capture  drops  to  30  %  or  so.  In  our  process  SOx  ad- 
ditives  can  still  capture  more  than  40  %,  and  prefer- 
ably  more  than  50  %  of  the  SOx  while  NOx  emissions 
are  drastically  reduced. 

FCC  REACTOR  CONDITIONS 

The  reactor  operation  will  usually  be  conventional 
all  riser  cracking  FCC,  such  as  disclosed  in  U.S. 
4,421,636,  incorporated  by  reference.  Typical  riser 
cracking  reaction  conditions  include  catalyst/oil  ratios 
of  0.5:1  to  15:1  and  preferably  3:1  to  8:1,  and  a  cata- 
lyst  contact  time  of  0.1  -50  seconds,  and  preferably  0.5 
to  10  seconds,  and  most  preferably  about  0.75  to  5 
seconds,  and  riser  top  temperatures  of  900  to  about 
1100,  preferably  950  to  1050  F. 

It  is  important  to  have  good  mixing  of  feed  with 
catalyst  in  the  base  of  the  riser  reactor,  using  conven- 
tional  techniques  such  as  adding  large  amounts  of 
atomizing  steam,  use  of  multiple  nozzles,  use  of  atom- 
izing  nozzles  and  similar  technology. 

It  is  preferred,  but  not  essential,  to  have  a  riser 
catalyst  acceleration  zone  in  the  base  of  the  riser. 

It  is  preferred,  but  not  essential,  to  have  the  riser 
reactor  discharge  into  a  closed  cyclone  system  for 
rapid  and  efficient  separation  of  cracked  products 
from  spent  catalyst.  A  closed  cyclone  system  is  dis- 
closed  in  U.S.  4,502,947  to  Haddad  et  al,  incorporat- 
ed  by  reference,  and  in  various  journal  articles. 

It  is  preferred  but  not  essential,  to  strip  rapidly  the 
catalyst  just  as  it  exits  the  riser,  and  upstream  of  the 
conventional  catalyst  stripper.  Stripper  cyclones  dis- 
closed  in  U.S.  4,173,527,  Schatz  and  Heffley,  incor- 
porated  herein  by  reference,  may  be  used. 

It  is  preferred,  but  not  essential,  to  use  a  hot  cat- 
alyst  stripper.  Hot  strippers  heat  spent  catalyst  by 
adding  some  hot,  regenerated  catalyst  to  spent  cata- 
lyst.  Suitable  hot  stripper  designs  are  shown  in  U.S. 
3,821,103,  Owen  et  al,  incorporated  herein  by  refer- 
ence.  If  hot  stripping  is  used,  a  catalyst  cooler  may  be 
used  to  cool  the  heated  catalyst  before  it  is  sent  to  the 
catalyst  regenerator.  A  preferred  hot  stripper  and  cat- 
alyst  cooler  is  shown  in  U.S.  4,820,404,  Owen,  incor- 

porated  by  reference. 
Conventional  FCC  steam  stripping  stripping  con- 

ditions  can  be  used,  with  the  spent  catalyst  having  es- 
sentially  the  same  temperature  as  the  riser  outlet,  and 

5  with  0.5  to  5  %  stripping  gas,  preferably  steam,  added 
to  strip  spent  catalyst. 

The  FCC  reactor  and  stripper  conditions,  per  se, 
can  be  conventional. 

10  CATALYST  REGENERATION 

The  process  and  apparatus  of  the  present  inven- 
tion  can  use  conventional  bubbling  dense  bed  FCC 
regenerators.  The  process  works  even  better  when 

15  the  FCC  regenerator  has  a  downstream  CO  boiler. 
Most  regenerators  with  downstream  CO  boilers  are 
bubbling  dense  bed  regenerators,  either  swirl,  cross- 
flow,  or  Orthoflow  type.  Much  of  the  regeneration 
gas,  usually  it  is  air,  passes  through  the  bed  in  the 

20  form  of  bubbles.  These  pass  through  the  bed,  but 
contact  it  poorly. 

These  units  operate  with  large  amounts  of  cata- 
lyst,  because  the  bubbling  bed  regenerators  are  not 
very  efficient  at  burning  coke,  hence  a  large  invento- 

25  ry  and  long  residence  time  in  the  regenerator  were 
needed  to  get  clean  burned  catalyst. 

The  carbon  on  regenerated  catalyst  can  be  con- 
ventional,  typically  less  than  0.3  wt  %  coke,  and  more 
preferably  less  than  0.15  wt  %  coke,  and  most  prefer- 

30  ably  even  less.  By  coke  we  mean  not  only  carbon,  but 
minor  amounts  of  hydrogen  associated  with  the  coke, 
and  perhaps  even  very  minor  amounts  of  unstripped 
heavy  hydrocarbons  which  remain  on  catalyst.  Ex- 
pressed  as  wt  %  carbon,  the  numbers  are  essentially 

35  the  same,  but  5  to  10  %  less. 
Although  the  carbon  on  regenerated  catalyst  can 

be  the  same  as  that  produced  by  conventional  FCC 
regenerators,  the  flue  gas  composition  is  unusual. 

The  CO  content  of  the  flue  gas  should  be  low, 
40  less  than  2  or  2.5  volume  %  CO.  We  prefer  to  Operate 

with  CO  contents  ranging  from  100  to  10,000  or 
20,000  ppm,  volume,  (0.001  to  1  or  2  volume  %),  pre- 
ferably  250  to  10,000  ppm,  and  most  preferably  500 
to  7500  ppm. 

45  The  CO  content  must  also  be  considered  with  the 
oxygen  content  of  the  flue  gas.  The  oxygen  content 
of  the  flue  gas  should  usually  be  less  than  1/2  the 
amount  of  CO,  by  volume  or  molar  amount.  This  will 
ensure  that  an  overall  reducing,  or  somewhat  reduc- 

50  ing  atmosphere  will  be  maintained  in  the  regenerator. 
Poor  air  distribution,  or  poor  catalyst  circulation  in  the 
regenerator,  may  require  use  of  slightly  more  regen- 
eration  air  to  achieve  the  desired  regeneration. 

It  is  important  to  have  less  than  1.0  %  oxygen  in 
55  the  regenerator  flue  gas,  and  preferably  no  more  than 

about  0.5  mole  %  oxygen  in  the  flue  gas.  We  prefer 
to  have  from  0.0  to  0.3  moles  %  oxygen,  and  most  pre- 
ferably  from  0.01  or  0.05  up  to  about  0.2  mole  %  oxy- 
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gen  inthe  flue  gas.  Because  of  poor  contact  of  regen- 
eration  air  with  catalyst,  or  localized  stagnant  regions 
in  either  the  dense  bed,  or  above,  or  because  of  poor 
air  distribution,  it  may  be  necessary  to  operate  with 
slightly  more  air  than  is  preferred,  up  to  about  1.0 
mole  %  oxygen  in  flue  gas. 

These  are  useful  guidelines,  but  as  will  be  recog- 
nized  by  those  skilled  in  the  regeneration  arts,  these 
are  unusual  limits  for  oxygen  and  CO  in  regenerator 
flue  gas. 

Most  FCC  regenerators  in  partial  CO  burn  mode 
will  have  4  to  8  mole  %  CO  in  the  flue  gas.  Some  may 
operate  with  lower  amounts  of  CO,  perhaps  in  the  2 
or  3  mole  %  range,  but  none  are  believed  to  operate 
at  steady  state  with  1  %  CO  in  the  flue  gas.  It  would 
also  be  unusual  to  have  such  low  amounts  of  oxygen 
in  the  flue  gas,  with  such  CO  contents. 

A  prior  art  regenerator  in  partial  CO  burn  mode 
would  have  very  little  oxygen  present  in  the  flue  gas, 
well  within  the  limits  preferred  for  the  present  inven- 
tion,  but  would  have  much  large  amounts  of  CO  pres- 
ent. 

A  prior  art  regenerator  in  complete  CO  burn  mode 
would  usually  have  less  than  500  ppm  CO  in  the  flue 
gas,  but  would  always  have  more  free  oxygen  pres- 
ent.  Almost  all  bubbling  bed  regenerators  operating  in 
complete  CO  combustion  mode  are  believed  to  oper- 
ate  with  at  least  1.0  mole  %  oxygen  in  the  flue  gas, 
and  many  operate  with  1  or  2  mole  %  oxygen  in  the 
flue  gas,  so  little  or  no  CO  will  remain  in  the  flue  gas. 
Some  may  operate  with  as  little  as  0.7  %  excess  oxy- 
gen. 

While  it  is  easy  to  operate  a  regenerator  in  com- 
plete  CO  combustion  mode  with  more  than  1.0  mole 
%  oxygen  in  the  flue  gas,  it  is  difficult  to  operate  one 
with  less  than  1  %  oxygen  and  some  CO,  but  less 
than  1  mole  %  CO.  Usually  it  will  be  preferred  to  mon- 
itor  frequently  or  continuously  both  the  free  oxygen 
content  of  the  flue  gas  and  the  CO  content  of  the  flue 
gas.  Use  of  a  meter  or  measuring  device  which  indi- 
cates  if  a  reducing  or  oxidizing  atmosphere  is  present 
will  be  suitable. 

Use  of  afterburning,  or  dilute  phase  combustion 
of  CO  to  C02,  either  in  the  regenerator  or  in  a  flue  gas 
line  can  be  a  useful  control  variable  for  regenerator  air 
rate,  but  it  must  be  used  with  caution.  The  flue  gas 
from  the  regenerator,  or  in  the  dilute  phase  region 
above  the  regenerator,  has  very  little  CO  or  oxygen 
present.  Afterburning  can  be  lost  either  because  too 
much  air  is  present  (no  CO),  or  not  enough  air  is  being 
added  (no  02). 

Afterburning  could  disappear  in  a  commercial 
unit  if  a  large  amount  of  resid  is  intentionally  or  acci- 
dentally  added  to  the  FCC  feed.  The  extra  coke  make 
attributable  to  the  resid  would  rapidly  consume  all  the 
excess  air  in  the  regenerator,  and  eliminate  or  reduce 
afterburning. 

Afterburning  could  also  be  reduced  or  eliminated 

by  a  shift  to  a  very  clean,  low  coke  making,  feed.  Less 
coke  would  be  charged  to  the  regenerator,  and  all  the 
CO  might  be  completely  consumed  in  the  dense  bed 
(our  unit  will  have  almost  the  same  heat  release  char- 

5  acteristics  as  a  full  CO  burn  regenerator,  and  will  have 
a  temperature  which  will  permit  CO  burning  within,  or 
just  above,  the  bubbling  dense  bed  -  this  is  discussed 
at  greater  length  hereafter.). 

This  unpredictability  of  the  regenerator  to  con- 
10  stant  changes  in  coke  make  (such  changes  occur  all 

the  time  in  commercial  refineries)  is  one  of  the  rea- 
sons  refiners  try  hard  to  operate  in  either  full  CO  burn 
or  in  partial  CO  burn.  The  conventional  control  meth- 
ods,  relying  on  dilute  phase  afterburning  to  control  air 

15  rate,  do  not  work  in  our  process.  We  must  operate  the 
regenerator  in  a  region  where  the  temperature  re- 
sponse  of  the  regenerator  is  almost  flat,  and  where  it 
is  difficult  to  tell  if  too  much  or  too  little  air  is  being  add- 
ed.  Afterburning  can  be  lost  if  either  too  much  or  too 

20  little  air  is  added,  and  the  plant  operators  will  not  know 
what  to  do  to  bring  the  unit  back  into  desired  regime. 

If  the  unit  become  too  reducing,  NOx  production 
(and  reduction)  within  the  regenerator  will  plummet, 
while  NOx  production  in  the  downstream  CO  boiler  will 

25  soar,  resulting  in  a  sharp  increase  in  NOx  emissions, 
which  could  violate  local  pollution  restrictions.  Adding 
large  amounts  of  air  as  a  corrective  measure  could 
cause  excessive  afterburning  and  damage  the  regen- 
erator  cyclones. 

30  The  conventional  control  methods  can  not  be  re- 
lied  on  with  safety,  in  our  largely  unexplored  region  of 
regenerator  operation.  Conventional  control  methods 
are  as  useless  as  magnetic  compasses  to  arctic  ex- 
plorers  nearthe  Magnetic  North  Pole.  Although  many 

35  refiners  have  operated  in  these  regions  "en  passant," 
none  have  stayed  to  reduce  NOx  emissions. 

The  temperature  in  our  regenerator  will  be  similar 
to  temperatures  in  prior  art  regenerators  operating  in 
complete  CO  combustion  mode,  because  more  than 

40  90  %  of  the  coke  on  catalyst  is  burned  to  form  C02 
rather  than  CO.  There  will  be  slightly  less  heat  re- 
lease  than  in  a  prior  art  regenerator  operating  in  full 
CO  burn  mode,  offset  by  less  excess  air  being  heated 
and  sent  up  the  stack. 

45  We  do  not  prefer  high  temperature  operation  of 
the  regenerator.  We  would  prefer  to  keep  regenerator 
temperatures  low,  to  make  such  afterburning  as  may 
occur  less  troublesome.  We  would  like  to  operate  with 
temperatures  below  1300  F,  and  preferably  below 

so  1250  F  to  reduce  NOx  emissions,  but  many  units  will 
be  run  above  1300  F,  e.g.,  from  1330  to  1400  F.  Some 
form  of  heat  removal,  such  as  heat  exchanger  tubes, 
or  less  preferably,  steam  quench,  may  be  used  to  re- 
duce  regenerator  temperature  if  desired. 

55  Our  process  will  allow  bubbling  bed  regenerators 
to  make  better  use  of  regeneration  air  than  any  known 
bubbling  bed  regenerator  in  complete  CO  combustion 
mode.  There  is  essentially  no  waste,  of  combustion 
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air,  in  our  process.  Prior  art  bubbling  bed  regenera- 
tors,  in  complete  CO  combustion  mode,  usually  oper- 
ate  with  5  or  10  %  excess  air  addition  to  ensure  1  or 
2  %  excess  air  in  the  flue  gas.  Our  process  has  es- 
sentially  the  same  heat  release,  but  without  the  need 
for  this  excess  air.  Our  process  will  thus  permit  a  5  to 
10  %  increase  in  throughput  of  FCC  units  limited  by 
regenerator  air  blower. 

Our  process  may  also  be  used  with  high  efficien- 
cy  regenerators  (H.E.R.),  those  with  a  fast  fluidized 
bed  coke  combustor,  dilute  phase  transport  riser,  and 
a  second  bed  to  collect  regenerated  catalyst.  It  will  be 
necessary  to  operate  these  in  partial  CO  burn  mode, 
and  add  a  CO  boiler,  or  catalytic  converter,  to  make 
CO  specifications. 

H.E.R.'s  inherently  make  better  use  of  regenera- 
tion  air,  but  most  still  operate  with  1  %  02  or  more  in 
the  flue  gas,  so  slightly  better  use  can  be  made  of  re- 
generation  air  from  the  process  of  the  present  inven- 
tion. 

Although  most  regenerators  are  controlled  pri- 
marily  by  adjusting  the  amount  of  regeneration  air 
that  is  added,  other  equivalent  control  schemes  are 
available  which  keep  the  air  constant  and  change 
some  ot  her  cond  ition.  Constant  air  rate,  wit  h  changes 
in  feed  rate  changing  the  coke  yield,  is  an  acceptable 
way  to  modify  regenerator  operation.  Constant  air, 
with  variable  feed  preheat,  or  variable  regenerator  air 
preheat,  are  also  acceptable.  Finally,  catalyst  coolers 
can  be  used  to  remove  heat  from  a  unit.  If  a  unit  is  not 
generating  enough  coke  to  stay  in  heat  balance,  torch 
oil,  or  some  other  fuel  may  be  burned  in  the  regener- 
ator. 

CO  COMBUSTION  MEANS 

Although  in  its  broadest  embodiment,  the  present 
invention  does  not  require  a  CO  boiler,  it  usually  will 
be  preferred  to  operate  with  a  CO  boiler,  or  other 
means  such  as  a  catalytic  converter,  to  remove  addi- 
tional  amounts  of  CO  from  regenerator  flue  gas. 
There  is  so  little  CO  in  the  flue  gas  from  our  regener- 
ator  that  the  heat  recovered  from  a  CO  boiler  will  not 
usually  justify  the  installation  of  a  CO  boiler.  ACO  boi- 
ler  will  usually  be  required  to  comply  with  local  CO 
emissions  limits,  and  also  provides  more  degrees  of 
freedom  to  operate  the  FCC  regenerator  so  NOx 
emissions  are  greatly  reduced.  CO  boiler  operation 
will  be  reviewed  first,  followed  by  a  review  of  some 
other  means  to  reduce  CO  emissions. 

CO  BOILER 

Any  conventional  CO  boiler  can  be  used  herein. 
Preferably  the  CO  boiler  is  operated  in  multiple  sta- 
ges,  to  reduce  the  flame  temperature  occurring  in  any 
one  stage  and  limit  NOx  formation  in  an  oxidizing  at- 
mosphere.  Use  of  low  NOx  burners  to  burn  the  CO  is 

preferred.  Low  NOx  burners  are  also  preferred  to 
burn  the  fuel  gas  which  will  probably  be  needed  to 
keep  the  CO  boiler  "lit." 

One  reason  the  present  invention  works  so  well 
5  with  a  CO  boiler  is  because  it  requires  the  CO  boiler 

to  do  very  little.  The  flue  gas  to  the  CO  boiler  contains 
very  little  that  will  burn.  We  believe  most  of  the  NOx 
precursors  are  eliminated  in  the  regenerator  and  that 
most  of  the  fuel  which  leads  to  high  temperatures,  and 

10  creation  of  NOx  by  oxidation  of  nitrogen,  are  eliminat- 
ed.  Low  BTU  flue  gas  from  our  regenerator  now  be- 
comes  a  diluent  that  prevents  inordinate  temperature 
rise  in  the  CO  boiler,  rather  than  a  fuel  which  creates 
high  temperatures  and  forms  excessive  NOx. 

15  Efficient  mixing  between  the  CO  gas  and  the  fuel 
gas  will  minimize  the  fuel  gas  flame  tip  temperature. 
This  can  be  accomplished,  for  example,  by  introduc- 
ing  the  flue  gas,  premixed  with  air,  at  high  velocity  in 
the  annular  region  around  the  fuel  gas  flame.  The 

20  adiabatic  temperature  of  the  CO  gas  (even  with  up  to 
1  0  %  CO)  is  around  1400  -  1  800  F,  which  is  much  low- 
er  than  the  flame  tip  temperature  associated  with 
burning  fuel  gas  (>2800  F).  Because  the  fuel  gas  vol- 
ume  is  small,  typically  only  0.1  to  2  %  of  the  flue  gas, 

25  the  adiabatic  temperature  of  the  mixture  is  approxi- 
mately  that  of  the  CO  gas.  Mixing  rapidly  will  keep  the 
flame  tip  temperature  closer  to  the  1400  -  1800  re- 
gion,  and  minimize  NOx  formation.  For  the  fuel  gas, 
low  NOx  burners,  such  as  those  available  from  John 

30  Zink  and  other  burner  manufacturers  may  be  used. 
To  reduce  NOx  emissions  even  further,  it  may  be 

beneficial  to  add  ammonia  or  an  ammonia  precursor 
such  as  urea  to  the  CO  boiler.  These  materials  react 
quickly  with  NOx  to  reduce  it  to  nitrogen. 

35 
OTHER  CO  COMBUSTION  MEANS 

Although  refiners  with  CO  boilers  will  probably 
prefer  to  continue  to  use  them,  it  may  not  be  cost  jus- 

40  tif  iable  to  install  them  in  units  without  them,  because 
of  the  low  BTU  value  of  flue  gas  from  our  regenerator. 

Conventional  methods  of  converting  the  minor 
amounts  of  CO  remaining  in  the  flue  gas  may  be 
used,  such  as  Pt  gauze,  or  bead  catalyst  with  Pt  or 

45  honeycombs  coated  with  Pt  or  similar  CO  combustion 
promoter.  Such  catalytic  CO  converters  are  conven- 
tional  in  many  other  services,  such  as  wood  stoves, 
or  automobile  exhaust,  but  so  far  as  is  known  have 
never  been  used  on  FCC  flue  gas. 

so  Use  of  Pt  based  CO  combustion  promoter  may 
promote  some  additional  formation  of  NOx  from  NOx 
precursors  in  the  FCC  regenerator  flue  gas  compared 
to  a  conventional  CO  boiler.  Usually  this  will  be  toler- 
able,  as  most  of  the  NOx  precursors  in  flue  gas  from 

55  the  regeneratorwill  be  eliminated  upstream  of  the  CO 
boiler. 
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CO,  NOX  EMISSIONS  AFTER  CO  COMBUSTION 

Regardless  of  the  intermediate  steps,  the  flue 
gas  produced  downstream  of  CO  converter  will  have 
an  unusually  low  level  of  both  NOx  and  CO.  The  NOx 
and  CO  levels  should  be  below  100  ppm.  Preferably 
the  NOx  and  CO  levels  will  both  be  below  50  ppm. 

EXAMPLE 

Tests  were  conducted  to  determine  the  effective- 
ness  of  various  modes  of  operation  of  a  bubbling  bed 
catalyst  regenerator  at  reducing  NOx  emissions,  and 
reducing  the  formation  of  NOx  precursors.  These 
tests  were  run  on  a  commercial  unit,  with  a  cross-flow 
regenerator.  The  catalyst  was  maintained  as  a  bub- 
bling,  dense  phase  fluidized  bed,  with  spent  catalyst 
added  from  one  side  of  the  regenerator,  and  regener- 
ated  catalyst  removed  from  the  other  side.  Test  re- 
sults  are  summarized  in  Figure  2. 

Figure  2  shows  how  regenerator  emissions,  and 
CO  boiler  emissions  change  as  a  unit  goes  from  par- 
tial  CO  combustion  to  the  region  claimed,  and  then 
back  into  partial  CO  combustion. 

During  the  demonstration  the  FCC  feed  con- 
tained  0.2  wt  %  total  nitrogen. 

At  the  start  of  the  test  (16:30  hours),  the  unit  was 
in  conventional  partial  CO  burn  mode,  with  almost  4 
%  CO  in  the  flue  gas.  NOx  emissions  are  not  shown 
from  the  regenerator,  there  probably  was  very  little 
NOx  in  the  regenerator  flue  gas,  as  is  typical  in  the 
highly  reducing  atmosphere  of  an  FCC  regenerator  in 
partial  CO  burn  mode.  Oxygen  was  usually  essential- 
ly  zero  throughout  the  test,  save  for  one  short  excur- 
sion  up  0.1  vol  %  oxygen  at  18:20.  NOx  emissions 
were  slightly  above  120  ppmv,  dry  basis,  at  the  start 
of  the  test. 

As  CO  levels  from  the  regenerator  decreased, 
both  NOx  and  CO  emissions  from  the  CO  boiler  de- 
creased.  During  the  roughly  two  hour  period  from 
17:00  to  19:00,  CO  in  flue  gas  from  the  regenerator 
was  less  than  1  %,  and  NOx  emissions  from  the  CO 
boiler  were  below  40  ppmv,  and  usually  were  around 
20  ppmv.  Although  not  shown  in  the  Figure,  there  was 
an  unusual  amount  of  afterburning  occurring  in  the 
regenerator  during  this  period.  As  CO  levels  dropped, 
afterburning  increased.  When  the  CO  level  was  less 
than  1  %  volume,  the  dense  bed  temperature  was 
1260  F  and  the  cyclone  temperatures  reached  1470 
F. 

At  all  times,  the  CO  boiler  was  kept  hot  enough 
so  that  the  CO  could  be  efficiently  burned  in  the  boi- 
ler,  this  required  addition  of  enough  fuel  gas  to  com- 
pensate  for  the  reduced  amount  of  CO  present  in  re- 
generator  flue  gas.  The  adiabatic  combustion  temper- 
ature  for  the  mix  of  CO  containing  flue  gas  and  fuel 
gas  was  always  at  least  1600  F.  The  CO  boiler  was 
ru  n  so  t  hat  t  he  f  lue  gas  from  it  contained  about  1  .6  vol 

%  oxygen,  wet  gas  basis.  We  do  not  think  the  CO  boi- 
ler  was  sensitive  to  oxygen  concentration,  i.e.,  we 
could  find  little  correlation  between  NOx  and  oxygen 
levels. 

5  The  CO  boiler  was  believed  to  be  even  more  ef- 
fective  than  the  results  shown  in  the  Figure,  in  that  a 
small  leak  in  the  bypass  line  around  the  CO  boiler  was 
suspected  by  the  refiner.  The  CO  conversions  are 
good  regardless,  and  clearly  show  that  reduced  NOx 

10  was  not  achieved  at  the  expense  of  higher  boiler  CO 
emissions. 

STARTUP 

15  To  get  the  regenerator  in  our  "uncomfortable"  op- 
erating  regime,  and  keep  it  there,  we  would  take  the 
following  steps. 

First,  the  FCC  unit  would  be  started  convention- 
ally,  and  the  regenerator  run  in  either  partial  or  full 

20  CO  burn  mode.  Then  the  air  rate  to  the  regenerator 
should  be  adjusted  (increased  in  partial  combustion, 
decreased  in  full  combustion  mode)  until  the  flue  gas 
composition  is  in  the  specified  range.  The  concentra- 
tion  of  CO  and  02  from  the  regenerator  should  be 

25  monitored  continuously.  One  possible  control  strat- 
egy  would  be  to  manipulate  the  air  rate  to  control  the 
quantity  (CO/2)  -  02.  When  this  quantity  is  0,  there  is 
stoichiometric  02  present  to  complete  combustion  of 
CO  to  C02.  Optimum  operation  would  be  achieved  by 

30  controlling  this  quantity  between  1  .0  and  -0.4,  prefer- 
ably  between  0.5  and  -0.1,  and  most  preferably  be- 
tween  0.0  and  0.25.  Afterburn,  particularly  in  units 
with  a  large  diameter  dense  bed  regenerator,  will  like- 
ly  be  a  problem  at  these  conditions.  Based  on  our  ex- 

35  perimental  results,  it  may  be  very  beneficial  to  have 
large  amounts  of  afterburning.  To  operate  comfort- 
ably  and  continuous  in  this  mode,  we  would  like  to 
match  closely  air  supply  to  coke  supply,  e.g.,  plug  up 
portions  of  the  air  grid  that  may  be  letting  too  much 

40  air  into  one  point  in  the  regenerator.  Use  of  steam  or 
water  may  be  needed  to  quench  dilute  phase,  cy- 
clone,  or  flue  gas  line  temperatures.  Cyclone  metal- 
lurgy  that  can  withstand  high  operating  temperatures 
may  be  required. 

45 
DISCUSSION 

The  process  of  the  present  invention  can  be  read- 
ily  used  in  existing  bubbling  bed  FCC  regenerators 

so  with  CO  boilers  with  no  hardware  changes.  Operation 
will  be  facilitated  ifthe  regenerator  is  equipped  with 
fairly  sophisticated  controls,  permitting  control  to  be 
based  at  least  in  part  on  one  or  more  flue  gas  com- 
positions,  such  as  NOx,  CO,  or  free  oxygen. 

55  Most  FCC  regenerators,  even  those  without  CO 
boilers,  can  benefit  from  the  process  of  the  present 
invention  in  that  reduced  NOx  emissions  can  be  ach- 
ieved,  while  remaining  within  CO  emissions  limits. 

11 
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Our  unusual,  and  hard  to  control  mode  of  regen- 
erator  operation,  provides  the  key  to  operating  an 
FCC  regenerator,  and  downstream  CO  boiler  or  CO 
conversion  means.  We  believe  it  works  because  nitro- 
gen  in  coke  is  efficiently  converted  into  NOx  in  the  re- 
generator,  and  reduced  to  nitrogen  in  the  regenerator. 
Our  understanding  of  what  goes  on  in  the  regenerator 
and  CO  combustion  means  may  be  incomplete,  but 
what  is  important  is  that  NOx  emissions  to  the  atmos- 
phere  are  greatly  reduced  by  the  practice  of  the  pres- 
ent  invention. 

When  a  CO  boiler,  equipped  with  low  NOx  noz- 
zles,  is  used  to  burn  the  CO  and  NOx  precursor  con- 
taining  flue  gas  from  the  FCC  regenerator,  NOx  emis- 
sions  can  be  significantly  reduced  as  compared  to 
those  achievable  now  with  the  best  commercially 
available  technology.  Using  our  process,  and  appara- 
tus,  FCC  flue  gas  NOx  emissions  can  easily  be  re- 
duced  to  less  than  100  ppm,  or  even  less  than  50 
ppm,  while  keeping  CO  emissions  to  similar  limits. 
These  results  are  strongly  dependent  on  feed  nitro- 
gen  (it  is  this  feed  nitrogen,  sometimes  called  fuel  ni- 
trogen,  which  is  the  major  source  of  NOx  emissions). 
For  an  FCC  feed  with  0.2  wt  %  nitrogen,  as  used  in 
the  test,  it  was  possible  to  reduce  NOx  emissions  from 
the  CO  boiler  to  an  average  of  about  20  ppmv.  These 
are  extraordinarily  low  NOx  emissions,  and  were  ach- 
ieved  merely  by  changing  operating  conditions. 

The  flue  gas  eventually  discharged  to  the  atmos- 
phere  from  our  unit  will  have  less  than  1/2,  and  per- 
haps  only  25  %,  or  20  %  ,  or  even  only  10  %  or  less 
of  the  NOx  emissions  which  would  be  produced  by 
burning  the  same  amount  of  nitrogen  containing  coke 
in  either  a  bubbling  bed  regenerator  operating  in  full 
CO  burn  mode,  or  in  one  in  partial  CO  burn  mode, 
with  a  downstream  CO  boiler. 

The  process  and  apparatus  of  the  present  inven- 
tion  provide  a  way  for  refiners  to  greatly  reduce  NOx 
emissions,  while  continuing  to  meet  CO  emissions 
specifications,  and  while  using  SOx  capture  additives 
at  reasonable  effectiveness. 

Very  little  capital  expense  is  involved,  especially 
for  bubbling  bed  regenerators  with  a  downstream  CO 
boiler  in  place.  The  only  thing  that  will  be  required 
with  such  units  is  forcing  the  regenerator  to  operate 
in  the  "on  the  brink"  region,  and  using  the  existing  CO 
boiler  to  do  less.  Many  units  have  flue  gas  analyzers 
in  place  which  will  provide  the  necessary  information 
for  operators  to  safely  control  regenerator  operation. 
At  little  cost  the  instruments  can  be  set  for  automatic 
control  to  minimize  operator  involvement.  Continuous 
control  will  work  best  with  units  having  fairly  good  cat- 
alyst  distribution,  and  good  air  distribution. 

It  is  unusual  to  have  a  pollution  control  improve- 
ment  which  costs  little  or  nothing  to  install  or  operate, 
profoundly  reduces  NOx  emissions,  and  may  even  in- 
crease  the  capacity  of  the  FCC  unit.  The  practice  of 
the  present  invention  can  increase  slightly  the  capaci- 

ty  of  some  FCC  regenerators,  by  allowing  catalyst 
temperatures  approaching  those  of  complete  CO 
burn  units,  without  wasting  5  -  1  5  %  of  the  combustion 
air  in  the  form  of  excess  02  in  regenerator  flue  gas. 

5  The  only  drawbacks  to  the  practice  of  the  present 
invention  are  the  difficulties  in  controlling  it,  which 
can  largely  be  overcome  by  using  our  control  method, 
and  the  fact  that  it  makes  CO  boiler  operation  more 
difficult  in  some  units,  primarily  because  most  exist- 

10  ing  CO  boilers  will  be  considerably  oversized.  Addi- 
tional  fuel  gas  can  be  burned  in  the  CO  boiler,  or  add- 
ed  to  the  regenerator  flue  gas  stream  to  make  it  easier 
to  operate  the  CO  boiler,  although  such  additional 
combustion  will  usually  lead  to  increased  NOx  emis- 

15  sions. 

Claims 

20  1.  A  process  for  producing  a  flue  gas  containing  less 
than  100  ppm,  volume,  NOx  by  burning  coke  and 
nitrogen  compounds  from  a  spent  fluidized  cata- 
lytic  cracking  (FCC)  catalyst  to  regenerate  said 
catalyst,  wherein  said  nitrogen  compounds  are 

25  present  in  an  amount  sufficient  to  produce  a 
stack  gas  NOx  content  discharged  to  the  atmos- 
phere  of  at  least  1  00  ppm  if  said  regenerator  were 
operated  in  complete  CO  combustion  mode  or  in 
partial  CO  combustion  mode  with  a  downstream 

30  CO  boiler,  comprising: 
a.  regenerating  a  spent  FCC  catalyst  deacti- 
vated  with  coke  and  nitrogen  compounds  in  a 
regenerator  vessel  containing  one  bubbling 
fluidized  bed  of  catalyst  by  adding  oxygen  or 

35  an  oxygen-containing  regeneration  gas  to  a 
lower  portion  of  said  bubbling  bed  and  oper- 
ating  said  regenerator  at  regeneration  condi- 
tions  including  a  dense  bed  temperature  of 
1100  to  1400  F  and  sufficient  to  regenerate 

40  said  spent  catalyst  and: 
i.  oxidize  at  least  a  portion  of  the  coke  and 
nitrogen  compounds  on  catalyst  within 
said  regenerator  to  NOx,  CO  and  volatil- 
ized  NOx  precursors; 

45  ii.  cause  from  25  to  250  F  of  afterburning 
intermediate  said  dense  bed  and  a  dilute 
phase  region  above  said  dense  bed; 
iii.  convert  at  least  50  %  of  the  produced 
NOx  to  nitrogen  within  said  regenerator 

so  vessel;  and 
iv.  produce  a  regenerator  flue  gas  contain- 
ing,  on  a  volume  %,  dry  basis: 

1  .  from  0.00  to  1  .0  mole  %  oxygen 
2.  from  0.05  to  2.0  mole  %  CO 

55  3.  less  than  50  ppm  NOx;  and 
4.  volatilized  NOx  precursors; 

b.  burning  said  regenerator  flue  gas  in  a  CO 
burning  means  remote  from  and  downstream 
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of  said  regenerator  by  contact  with  additional 
oxygen  containing  gas  at  CO  burning  condi- 
tions  sufficient  to  oxidize  at  least  50  %  of  the 
CO  content  of  the  regenerator  flue  gas  and  at 
least  50  %  of  the  volatilized  NOx  precursors  in 
the  regenerator  flue  gas,  and  produce  a  CO 
burner  means  flue  gas  containing 

1  .  0.5  to  6  mole  %  oxygen 
2.  less  than  200  ppm  CO  and 
3.  less  than  100  ppm  NOx. 

2.  The  process  of  claim  1  wherein  said  flue  gas  from 
said  regenerator  contains  from  0.0  to  0.3  %  oxy- 
gen,  500  to  10,000  ppm  CO,  and  said  flue  gas 
from  said  CO  burning  means  contains  less  than 
1.5  mole  %  oxygen,  less  than  100  ppm  CO,  and 
less  than  50  ppm  NOx. 

3.  The  process  of  claim  1  or  2  wherein  the  regener- 
ator  vessel  flue  gas  has  a  BTU  heating  value,  and 
additional  fuel  is  added  to  said  CO  boiler,  in  an 
amount  at  least  equal  to  the  BTU  heating  value 
of  the  regenerator  vessel  flue  gas. 

4.  The  process  of  claim  1,  2  or  3  wherein  flue  gas 
discharged  from  the  CO  burner  means  contains 
less  than  25  ppm  NOx  and  less  than  25  ppm  CO. 

5.  The  process  of  any  preceding  claim  wherein  the 
catalyst  contains  CO  combustion  promoter  in  an 
amount  sufficient  to  control  afterburning  in  said 
regenerator  to  25  to  250  F,  preferably  40  to  100 
F. 

6.  The  process  of  claim  1,  2,  3  or4  wherein  50  to  200 
F  of  afterburning  occurs  in  said  regenerator. 

7.  The  process  of  any  preceding  claim  wherein  flue 
gas  from  said  CO  burning  means  contains  less 
than  100ppm  CO  and  less  than  40ppm  NOx. 

8.  A  process  for  the  catalytic  cracking  of  a  nitrogen 
containing  hydrocarbon  feed  to  lighter  products 
comprising: 

a.  cracking  said  feed  by  contact  with  a  supply 
of  hot,  regenerated  cracking  catalyst  in  a  flui- 
dized  catalytic  cracking  (FCC)  reactor  means 
operating  at  catalytic  cracking  conditions  to 
produce  a  mixture  of  cracked  products  and 
spent  cracking  catalyst  containing  coke  and 
nitrogen  compounds; 
b.  separating  cracked  products  from  said 
spent  cracking  catalyst  to  produce  a  cracked 
product  vapor  phase  which  is  charged  to  a 
fractionation  means  and  a  spent  catalyst 
phase; 
c.  stripping  spent  catalyst  in  a  stripping  means 
to  produce  stripped,  spent  catalyst  containing 

coke  and  nitrogen  compounds; 
d.  regenerating  stripped,  spent  catalyst  in  a 
catalyst  regeneration  means  by  contact  with 
oxygen  or  an  oxygen-containing  regeneration 

5  gas  at  catalyst  regeneration  conditions  to  pro- 
duce  regenerated  catalyst  and  a  flue  gas 
stream  containing: 

from  0.00  to  0.75  mole  %  oxygen  and 
at  least  100  ppm,  volume  CO;  and 

10  NOx  and  NOx  precursors; 
e.  recovering  from  said  catalyst  regeneration 
means  regenerated  catalyst  and  recycling 
same  to  said  cracking  reactor; 
f.  charging  said  regenerator  flue  gas  to  a  CO 

15  combustion  means  and  oxidizing  therein  at 
CO  combustion  conditions  at  least  a  portion  of 
said  CO  to  C02,  and  oxidizing  at  least  a  por- 
tion  of  said  NOx  precursors  to  NOx  to  produce 
a  stack  gas  which  is  discharged  from  the  CO 

20  combustion  means  to  the  atmosphere  con- 
taining: 

less  than  100  ppm  CO, 
a  reduced  content  of  NOx  precursors 

relative  to  regenerator  flue  gas,  and 
25  an  increased  NOx  content  relative  to  re- 

generator  flue  gas; 
g.  at  least  periodically  monitoring  said  NOx 
content  of  said  gas  discharged  from  said  CO 
combustion  means; 

30  h.  controlling  catalyst  regeneration  conditions 
in  response  to  an  increase  of  said  NOx  content 
of  said  stack  gas  discharged  by  increasing  the 
formation  of  NOx  and  conversion  of  NOx  with- 
in  said  regenerator,  and  reducing  the  amount 

35  of  NOx  precursors  formed  in  said  regenerator, 
by  at  least  one  of: 

changing  regeneration  conditions  to  in- 
crease  the  amount  of  oxygen  in  regenerator 
flue  gas,  while  maintaining  the  oxygen  con- 

40  centration  within  the  range  of  0.0  to  0.75  mo- 
les  %;  and 

changing  regenerator  conditions  to  de- 
crease  the  CO  content  of  regenerator  flue 
gas,  while  maintaining  the  CO  concentration 

45  with  the  range  of  100  ppm  volume  to  10,000 
volume  %;  and 

converting  within  said  regenerator  at 
least  a  majority  of  said  NOx  and  NOx  precur- 
sors  formed  by  combustion  of  nitrogen  com- 

50  pounds  within  said  regenerator  to  produce  a 
regenerator  flue  gas  containing  a  reduced  to- 
tal  content  of  NOx  and  NOx  precursors  so  that 
stack  gas  from  said  CO  combustion  means 
containing  less  than  50  ppm  NOx  and  less 

55  than  100  ppm  CO. 

9.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  the  regenerator 
flue  gas  contains  from  0.01  to  0.5  mole  %  oxygen 
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and  from  500  to  7,500  ppm  volume  CO. 

10.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  the  regenerator 
flue  gas  contains  from  0.01  to  0.25  mole  %  oxy- 
gen  and  from  750  to  5000  ppm  volume  CO,  and 
wherein  said  stack  gas  from  said  CO  combustion 
means  contains  less  than  1.0  volume  %  oxygen. 

said  regenerator  at  catalyst  regeneration  condi- 
tions  including  a  flue  gas  oxygen  content  of  less 
than  0.3  mole  %  oxygen  and  from  100  to  10,000 
ppmv  CO. 

5 
18.  The  process  of  claim  17  wherein  the  flue  gas  oxy- 

gen  content  is  less  than  0.10  mole  %  oxygen. 

19.  An  apparatus  for  the  fluidized  catalytic  cracking 
10  of  a  heavy,  nitrogen  containing  feed  to  lighter 

products  and  for  the  combustion  of  nitrogen  con- 
taining  coke  on  spent  FCC  catalyst  comprising: 

a  riser  reactor  cracking  means  having  a 
base  portion  connective  with  a  source  of  nitrogen 

15  containing  feed  and  a  source  of  regenerated 
cracking  catalyst; 

a  riser  outlet  at  the  top  of  the  riser  reactor 
connective  with  a  catalyst  disengaging  means  for 
separating  a  cracked  product  vapor  stream  from 

20  a  spent  catalyst  stream,  and  discharging  spent 
catalyst  into  a  catalyst  stripper  means; 

a  catalyst  stripping  means  receiving  spent 
catalyst  from  said  disengaging  means,  having  a 
stripping  gas  inlet  and  producing  a  stripper  efflu- 

25  ent  vapor  stream  and  a  stripped  catalyst  stream; 
a  catalyst  regenerator  vessel  for  receiving 

stripped  catalyst  discharged  from  said  stripping 
means  and  maintaining  catalyst  as  a  bubbling 
dense  phase  fluidized  bed  of  catalyst,  said  vessel 

30  having  a  regeneration  gas  flow  control  means  op- 
eratively  associated  with  a  regeneration  gas  inlet 
in  a  lower  portion  of  said  vessel,  an  outlet  for  re- 
generated  catalyst  in  a  lower  portion  of  said  ves- 
sel  for  recycle  of  regenerated  catalyst  to  said 

35  base  of  said  riser  reactor,  and  an  outlet  for  flue 
gas  in  an  upper  portion  of  said  vessel  for  dis- 
charge  of  regenerator  flue  gas; 

a  flue  gas  transfer  line  having  an  inlet  con- 
nected  to  said  regenerator  vessel  and  an  outlet; 

40  a  CO  analyzer  controller  operatively  asso- 
ciated  with  at  least  one  of  said  upper  portion  of 
said  regenerator  vessel  and  said  flue  gas  transfer 
line  from  said  regenerator  vessel; 

an  02  analyzer  controller  operatively  asso- 
45  ciated  with  at  least  one  of  said  upper  portion  of 

said  regenerator  vessel  and  said  flue  gas  transfer 
line  from  said  regenerator  vessel;  and  wherein 
both  said  CO  and  said  02  analyzer  controllers 
control  flow  of  regeneration  gas  to  the  said  regen- 

50  erator  vessel; 
a  CO  combustion  means  having  an  inlet 

for  regenerator  flue  gas  connected  to  said  trans- 
fer  line  outlet,  an  inlet  for  combustion  air,  and  an 
outlet  for  flue  gas  from  said  CO  combustion 

55  means; 
a  CO  combustion  means  transfer  line  con- 

nective  with  a  flue  gas  discharge  stack 
a  NOx  analyzer  controller  operatively  as- 

11.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  the  regenerator 
flue  gas  contains  at  least  twice  as  much  CO  as  10 
oxygen,  on  a  molar  basis. 

12.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  the  regenerator 
is  a  bubbling  dense  bed  regenerator  operating  at 
a  regenerator  bed  temperature  of  11  75  to  1400  F,  15 
a  superficial  vapor  velocity  of  regeneration  gas 
through  said  dense  bed  of  0.25  to  5  fps. 

13.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  the  regenerator 
is  a  high  efficiency  regenerator  comprising  a  fast  20 
fluidized  bed  coke  combustor  operating  at  a  tem- 
perature  of  1150  to  1400  F,  a  superficial  vapor  ve- 
locity  of  regeneration  gas  through  said  dense  bed 
of  3  to  15  fps,  a  dilute  phase  transport  riser  above 
said  fastf  luidized  bed  coke  combustor,  and  a  sec-  25 
ond  fluidized  bed  wherein  regenerated  catalyst  is 
collected  and  recycled  to  said  reactor. 

14.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  both  the  CO  and 
the  02  content  of  the  regenerator  flue  gas  are  30 
analyzed  and  the  amount  of  regeneration  air  rel- 
ative  to  the  coke  on  spent  catalyst  adjusted  to 
control  said  CO  content  and  said  02  content,  and 
wherein: 

the  amount  of  air  is  decreased  if  oxygen  35 
concentration  in  the  flue  gas  increases,  and 

the  amount  of  air  is  increased  if  CO  con- 
centration  in  the  flue  gas  increases. 

1  5.  The  process  of  claim  8  wherein  the  catalyst  con-  40 
tains  sufficient  CO  combustion  promoter  to  pre- 
vent  afterburning  in  said  regenerator. 

16.  The  process  of  claim  15  wherein  at  least  50  F  of 
afterburning  occurs  in  said  regenerator.  45 

1  7.  A  process  for  reducing  NOx  emissions  from  a  high 
efficiency  regenerator,  comprising  a  fast  flui- 
dized  bed  coke  cantor  operating  at  a  temperature 
of  1150  to  1400  F,  a  superficial  vapor  velocity  of  50 
regeneration  gas  through  said  fast  fluidized  bed 
of  3  to  15  fps,  with  a  dilute  phase  transport  riser 
above  said  fast  fluidized  bed  coke  combustor, 
and  having  a  second  fluidized  bed  which  func- 
tions  essentially  as  a  collector  for  regnerated  cat-  55 
alyst  for  recycle  to  a  cracking  reactor,  for  the  re- 
generation  of  spent  FCC  catalyst  containing  coke 
and  nitrogen  compounds  comprising  operating 

14 
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sociated  with  said  CO  combustion  means  trans- 
fer  line  for  analyzing  a  NOx  concentration  therein 
for  control  of  regeneration  air  flow  to  said  regen- 
erator  vessel. 
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