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An Explicit Solution for Concentration Polarization for Gas
Separation in a Hollow Fiber Membrane

Rama Gopal Nemmani' and Satyanarayana V. Suggala®
"Department of Chemical Engineering, Bapatla Engineering College, Bapatla, India
>Department of Chemical Engineering, Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University, Anantapur, India

In the present work, a one-dimensional mathematical model is
developed to analyze the concentration polarization phenomenon
for the separation of gas mixtures in composite hollow fiber
membranes. An analytical expression is developed for determining
the interfacial concentration at the interface of dense and porous
support layers. Further, the model accounts for the non-ideality of
the gas mixture. Both co-current and counter-current flow config-
urations for the separation of hydrogen from a three-component
mixture are studied. The effects of feed side pressure and velocity
as well as permeability on concentration polarization are probed.
It is apparent from this study that the concentration polarization
phenomenon significantly affects the separation efficiency at higher
permeability values.

Keywords binary mixture; concentration polarization; gas
separation; hollow fiber module; modeling; multi-
component mixture; simulation

INTRODUCTION

Gas separation is a membrane based operation in which
a feed mixture is brought in contact with a dense selective
membrane at high pressure and lower pressure is applied
on the other side to maintain the driving force. One of
the components of gas mixture is enriched in the permeate
gas that is preferentially transported through the mem-
brane and collected on the downstream side due to the
difference in its solubility and diffusivity.

When a feed mixture is brought in contact with a semi-
permeable membrane, the more permeating component
depletes at the membrane interface while the less permeating
component accumulates. Hence a concentration gradient is
set up in the fluid on the feed side and a boundary layer is
formed. The phenomenon of feed side boundary layer for-
mation due to semi-permeability of the membrane is known
as concentration polarization. Hence the driving force
across the membrane decreases for the more permeating
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component and increases for the less permeating
component, thereby decreasing the selectivity of separation.
Generally it is believed that in case of gas separation and
pervaporation processes, the effect of concentration polar-
ization is low or insignificant, as the flux across the mem-
brane is low. The invention of new membrane materials
with higher permeation rates (1-3) as well as selectivities
(4) has drawn the attention of many (5-10) to reconsider
the effect of concentration polarization on membrane
performance in gas separation. It was reported that for
permeation rates greater than 1000 GPU and for selectivity
above 2.0, the concentration polarization effect is signifi-
cant in gas separation process (5). Further, a mathematical
model was developed for analyzing the concentration
polarization phenomenon (6). The phenomenon was stud-
ied in terms of ratio of fluxes with polarization to that of
without polarization for both more and less permeating
components. The study results indicate that the phenom-
enon of concentration polarization is important for indus-
trial gas separation when the permeation rate of more
permeable gas is higher than 100 GPU. A generalized
correlation (7) was proposed to analyze concentration
polarization in terms of a modified Peclet number for gas
separation. A two-layer resistance model was developed
for transport of gas mixtures through selective layer (8),
which was based on free volume theory. A resistance in
series model (9) incorporating boundary layer effect was
also used to study the phenomenon of concentration
polarization in composite hollow fiber membrane. The
influence of operating variables (feed flow rate, feed press-
ure, permeate pressure) and membranes characteristics
(permeance, selectivity) on concentration polarization was
studied. The phenomenon of concentration polarization
was studied under the combined influence of boundary
layer and porous support layers in a composite hollow fiber
membrane by developing a one-dimensional mathematical
model (10). The authors concluded that the phenomenon
of concentration polarization was significant in gas
separation processes when permeance and the selectivity
values are greater than 1000 GPU and 100, respectively.
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In the present work, a new one-dimensional mathematical
model is developed for the gas separation in a composite
hollow fiber membrane. The present model differs from all
previous models in that an analytical solution is developed
for the estimation of species concentration at the interphase
of dense and porous support layers. Further, explicit analyti-
cal solutions are developed for obtaining concentration, flux,
and pressure profiles for multi-component gas mixtures.
Additionally, the developed model gives a finite solution
for interfacial concentration although the boundary layer
thickness is equal to the inside radius of hollow fiber.

MATHEMATICAL MODEL

The transport of a gaseous component through a
composite membrane may consist of the following steps,
which are depicted in Fig. 1.

1. Diffusion of components from bulk feed solution to
membrane surface
II. Transport though the porous layer
III. Sorption into the dense membrane at feed membrane
interface
1V. Diffusion through the dense layer
V. Desorption from the dense layer on permeate side
VI. Diffusion through the permeate boundary layer

In the present study, except step VI, all other steps
are taken into consideration. It is assumed that the feed
is on the bore side and operation is taking place iso-
thermally. Further, the flow in the pores of the porous

may be defined as:

X 43
CPp =— 1
A XAa1 ( )

where x 43 and x4, are the interfacial and bulk concentra-
tions of species A. Similar equation may also be written
for other component. The overall degree of polarization
is defined as ratio of concentration polarization of a more
permeating component to that of a less permeating compo-
nent. As mentioned above, the main objective of this study
is to obtain an explicit solution for interfacial concen-
tration, x 3.

The species balance on the feed side yields the following
mass balance equation.

d(rNA)
dr

=0 (2a)
(rNa)l, = (rNa)l, (2b)

where 1 is the radius up to the interface of porous support
and the selective layers. It is assumed that the transport
through the dense layer takes place by the solution-
diffusion mechanism and the sorption and desorption at
the interfaces are fast compared to the diffusion through
the membrane. Further, it is assumed that the species are
in equilibrium with the selective layer on both the feed
and the permeate sides. Therefore, the flux N, through
the selective membrane for more permeable component A
in binary mixture may be written as:

support is assumed to be viscous. The concentration N ( 5 )
L. . = b Ps—yP 3a
polarization of more permeating component A (CP,) Alrr, = Qa{x1304P3 = Y1 P4 (32)
r1-8pL 1= 12-8sup I Permeate
XAl XA2
_
\m
P P, YAl
Boundary Support Layer T
Layer Bsup
! P
SpL !
Selective Layer
Feed

FIG. 1. Schematic diagram of resistances in a hollow fiber.
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Similarly
Nsl,_,, = Os (XB3(2>BP3 - J/B1P4) (3b)

where (?) are permeability and fugacity coefficient,
respectively.
Therefore it follows from the Egs. (2) and (3) that

N r
NA|,, = QA (XA3¢AP3 —yA1P4>72 for 1 <r<n (4a)

. r
Ng|, = QB(XB3¢3P3 - y31P4) 72 for 1 <r<rm (4b)

The flux variation across the support layer is small and as a
consequence, the pressure drop is also small. Therefore, the
total flux through the porous support is given by (10)

2
er, P,

(NA +NB)|,,:
lﬁr]mRT’L'rln('z X )
sup

(P1—P3) for rj<r<n

(5)

where 7, is the gas mixture viscosity and dy,, is the thick-
ness of the support layer. The analytical expression for
pressure at the support and selective layers interface, Ps,
can be obtained as follows by simultaneously solving
Eqgs. (4a) and (4b) with the above equation.

_ FP} + Qp41Ps + Opypi Pa
FPy + Q40 4x43 + Qpdpxps

(6)

where F is defined as:
_ sr; 1
16y,,RTt . 1n<

(7)
)

r— osup

Substituting Eq. (6) in Eq. (4) yields the fluxes:

o FPi(xa3Py — ya1Py) + OpPa(x3 — ya1) 12
NA|r - QA ~ ~ —
FPy + Q4 x3 + Opdpxp r

for ri<r<n (8)

Similar equation may also be written for component B.
The flux balance in the feed boundary layer can also be
written as:

dx
NA:)CA(NA +NB)_CDABd_;1 (98.)
Also, it is known that
xA|r:"1—5BL = X41 and XA|r:,,2 = X43 (9b)

where dp; is the boundary layer thickness, estimated from
the following relation.

Dyp
kn?

dpr = (10)

The mass transfer coefficient, &, for laminar zone is esti-
mated by using the following correlation (11)

2 0.33
Sh:1.62(ReScTI> (11)

Analytical expression for x, is obtained by solving
Eq. (9a) and the details of derivation are given in
Appendix 1:

(N4+N3)|,_ 2 NA
x4=Cyr r=r2eDp | [7} for rj — 0L <r<rn
Na+Nsg|,_,,

(12)
The general analytical equation for the boundary layer

can be obtained by applying the boundary conditions
Eq. (9b) for Eq. (12)

N [
XAI_[WM],,JZ:(I 5BL)(NA+NB>~ZW 13)

| Na )
X43 |:NA+NB:|

r=r

Equation (13) may be further simplified for the following
two cases: When the boundary layer thickness is compara-
ble with fiber radius r», NNAN = X41, suggesting that
there is no separation. At this hmlf for ideal gas mixtures,

X 43 is:

_ X4108P3 + (1 — x41)0uya1Ps — x4108(1 — y41)Ps
Q4(1 = x41)P3 + Opx41P3

(14)
Further, if selectivity is high Qp is negligible compared to
0, then it follows from the above result

Va1 Py

5 (15)

X43 =

When the boundary layer thickness is small, “)%‘ << 1, x43
is given by one of the roots of the following quadratic
equation:

fxs+gxaz+h=0 (16a)

where f, g, and & are:
f=(04— Q) (1 —K'FP}) (16b)
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¢ =1[(Q4 — Op)(K'FP\(Pi + ya1P3) — x41)

+k' QpP3(FPy + Q4) + (FPy + Qp)] (16
h=—(FP1+ Op)[xa1 + k' Qaya1 P3] (16d)

and
) = OmL (17)

CDAB

The details of the derivation are given in Appendix 2. In
the above derivation it is assumed that the diffusivity of
component in porous support layer is same as that in the
boundary layer. However, it is done for two purposes.
The first purpose is to illustrate the procedure of deriving
the explicit quadratic equation model. The second purpose
is to solve the same model for the estimation of retentate
and permeate concentrations without polarization effect
(i.e., Xxa3 =xa1). In a realistic situation, the diffusivity value
in the support layer is different from that in the boundary
layer. The following section explains the derivation of an
expression for the estimation of interfacial concentration
by considering different diffusivity values in the boundary
layer and support layers.

The flux balance equation for boundary layer is

d
Ny :.)CA<]VA-‘1-1\713)—CI)ABL};4 for 11 —0dp. <r<n

d
(18)

Similar equation may also be written for support layer
by neglecting Knudsen diffusion (as the mean free paths
of the species are of the order of angstrom units and the
pore size is of the order of microns, and the feed stream
pressure is as high as 15 atmospheres) and incorporating
£D4p instead of D5 in Eq. (18)

x4

g
Ny=x4(N4+ Np)—c—Dyp
T dr

for 1 <r<r; (19)

The following equation for the boundary layer can be
obtained after simplifying Eq. (13)

r 0
X2 = Xq1 + Xa1(Na + Np)|,_n r1 D g
r 0
— Nyl = 20
o2 5] (20)
and that for the support layer is
‘Eésup Tésup
= — Ny+ N, ——+ Nyl|,_
Xa2 = X3 — X43(Na + Np)|,_» ceD 4z + A|r—rz L’SDAB

(1)

Hence, from Eq. (20) and Eq. (21) that

o o
"2 - Ny "2 [ ] — X3

Xq1 4+ x41 (N4 +NB)|,~:rzzm lr:rZE

cDyp
T(Ssup Tésup
N4+ Ng)|,_ = Nal,— =0
+x43(Na + Np)|,—,, ceD 4z lr=r, [csDAB

(22)

After substituting Eq. (8) and Eq. (7) in Eq. (22), one
can get a quadratic equation in terms of x5, which is simi-
lar to Eq. (16a). The exact expressions for the coefficients
may be derived by following procedure similar to the one
given in Appendix 2, which are lengthy. Therefore, one
can always solve Eq. (22) or Eq. (13) by any numerical
technique. Equation (22) may also be applicable for
multi-component mixtures by replacing Na+Np with
i N; and Dap with D;,,. In absence of experimental
data of effective diffusivities of components in the mixture
at high densities these are estimated using (12)

-1
Dim = (Z%) for j # 1 (23)

1

where the binary diffusivities at high pressure are estimated
using Takahashi method (12). Further, the viscosity of the
mixture can be estimated at high pressures using the Lucas
method (13) and average absolute error is reported to be
around 8 to 9% for dense gas mixtures (12)
g=2000 49
¢
where Fp and Fy are polarity and quantum correction
factors at high pressure for the mixture, ¢ is a parameter
of the mixture which has got the inverse of the viscosity
units and Z is a dimensionless parameter of the model.
As no experimental data is available in literature, the
compressibility of the gas mixture is estimated from the
Soave-Redlich-Kwong equation (14). The developed model
is used to study hydrogen separation from the multi-
component hydrocarbon mixture in hollow fiber module
with both co-current and counter current configurations.

NUMERICAL SIMULATION

The hollow fiber is divided into N, number of perfectly
mixed reservoirs in axial direction (z) and any general K™
reservoir is shown in Fig. 2. The component and overall
balance equations (for the K" reservoir) for countercurrent
configurations are as follows.

YAl,k =— (25)
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Wrk-1

Feed

Permeate

>
»

/

VK1

FIG. 2. Schematic diagram of Kth stage.

Retentate Wr i
« / «
Vrki
_> —»
VTykz O
Wk
X = — 26
5=k (26)
WT’KJFI = WT{rk + AA(NA + Np+ ]\/v(;)|r:r2 (27)
VT,K = VT’kfl + AA (NA + N+ Ntf)‘).:,,z (28)
Wikt = Wik +AAN|,_,, (29)
Vik = Vik-1 + AAN|,_,, (30)
Ny
BC : forz=0, = 31
YAK T (N, + Np+ N,) r—r, S
Vrei=Vii=0 (32)

where i stand for any species in multi-component mix-
ture, A4 is the differential membrane area, and Az is the
finite length of the reservoir. For each reservoir, the reten-
tate and permeate side mass balances (Egs. (27)—(30)) are
combined with Eq. (22) and the system of equations are
solved for all the reservoirs simultaneously using “fsolve”
routine of MATLAB software.

The separation performance is analyzed by calculating
the stage cut and the enrichment factor, which are defined
below:

VT k=n
Stage cut = —- 33
g Wr, (33)
Ea, re = AL (34)
XA1,f
Ea, pe = 2412¢ (35)
XALlf

Enrichment coefficient of component

. . E
Enrichment coefficient of component 4 = E_g (36)

A
where En . and Eu . are retentate and permeate enrich-

ment factors for component 4. The superscript ‘0’ indicates
without polarization situation.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The developed model is validated for binary mixture of
air (i.e., oxygen and nitrogen) by using the available data
from previous study (10) and a good matching is observed
(Fig. 3). Further, no experimental data is available in
literature for model validation. Notably, the new model,
unlike earlier model (10), does not require the equations
for namely xa» (boundary layer Eq. (1)) and interfacial
pressure P; (flux through porous support: Eq. (5)). Thus
the newly developed model reduces the dimensionality of
the problem. The advantage is especially significant in case
of multi-component gas separation by hollow fiber
modules. Here it is noteworthy that the present model is
distinguished from the previous model in the literature
(10) as our model not only gives an explicit solution to
the concentration polarization for binary as well as multi-
component mixtures, but also incorporates non-ideal gas
mixture behavior. The ratio of ‘% should be small for the
explicit model to be valid. For example its value is found
to vary between 0.061 to 0.098 at a pressure of 55 atmo-
spheres for the velocity varying between 1.2 to 0.25m/s.
In the present study, the new model is demonstrated for
an important industrial problem of hydrogen separation
from the hydrocarbon mixture.

Hydro-treatment is one of the common unit operations
employed in refineries to reduce the levels of sulfur and
carbon residue content of the feedstock by reacting
with hydrogen. The gaseous effluent coming from the
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0.9

Xa3
d
/

0.2 — — = Our Model

O  SanchezModel

O T T T T
0 2 4 6 8 10

Q4 (10° GPU)

FIG. 3. Variation of interfacial concentration with Permeability
(zap=100, u=1.2m/s, Py =15atm, P,=l atm).

hydro-treatment contains substantial amounts of
hydrogen. In order to recycle hydrogen, it must be sepa-
rated from other species of the gas mixture. In general,
the recycle stream is considered to be a three-component
mixture of hydrogen, methane, and oxygen. Gas separation
by membranes is often applied to separate hydrogen
from the other gases. We have therefore used the model
developed in this work to study the effect of process
parameters (feed pressure, velocity) and membrane charac-
teristics (permeability and separation factor) on the
concentration polarization for hydrogen separation in a
hollow fiber module with both co-current and counter-
current configurations. The parameters chosen for simula-
tion are given in Table 1. The feed gas properties are given
in Table 2.

TABLE 1

Process and membrane parameters
Feed pressure (atm) 42.9-55
Permeate pressure (atm) 8
Temperature (K) 300
Permeance (GPU) 100-10000
Feed gas velocity (m/s) 0.25-1.2
Selectivity (xap, %ac) 100-250
Fiber OD/ID (10~*m) 3/1.5
Support layer porosity 0.3
Support layer tortuosity 1.83
Support layer mean pore size (107" m) 1.5

TABLE 2
Feed gas properties and composition

H, (A) Methane (B) Ethylene (C)

Molar fraction 0.21 0.65 0.14
Molecular weight 2 16 28
(kg/kg-mol)
Dam (x10°m?/s) 1.776 1.47 -
Viscosity of the 4.02
mixture

(x 10°kgm~"s7")

Effect of Permeation Rate

The effect of permeation rate on the concentration
polarization is studied by taking permeability, Q, values
of 100 GPU and 10000 GPU. Both the retentate and the
permeate sides in co-current and counter-current config-
urations are considered. The concentration polarization is
studied in terms of stage cut versus enrichment parameter
(Ea, pe or Ea, ) and were shown in Fig. 4. Figure 4a
and Fig. 4b represent the effect of concentration polariza-
tion on co-current flow, on the retentate and the permeate
sides. The corresponding plots for countercurrent configur-
ation are shown in Figs. 4c, d.

In each graph, only two curves are presented. One for
QA=100 GPU (without polarization). The other for
QA =10000 GPU (with polarization). For Q4 > 100 GPU
without polarization, the curves move further away from
QAo=10000 GPU curve with polarization. Also for
QA < 10000 GPU (with polarization) curves move closer
to the curve with Q, =100 GPU without polarization.
Hence the two curves are taken as base curves to represent
the polarization effect for a given stage cut. Figure 4a and
Fig. 4c indicate that the permeation rate curve without
polarization falls below that of with polarization, suggest-
ing that the decrease in the separation efficiency is due to
polarization. Accumulation of more permeating compo-
nent increases in the retentate due to increase in its polar-
ization and decrease in driving force through the selective
layer. Further, as stage cut is increasing, the gap between
two curves (Fig. 4a) is also increasing till certain value
and thereafter it started decreasing. Therefore, a maximum
for polarization (maximum gap) is found at a particular
stage cut and thereafter it is decreasing. As the stage cut
increases, the transfer rates through the membrane
increase, hence the polarization effect is increasing. With
further increase of stage cut, almost complete removal of
the more permeating component in the feed takes place.
This decreases the driving force as well as the fluxes
through the membrane. Ultimately, the effect of polariza-
tion decreases.

The curve of without polarization is found to lie above the
curve of with polarization (Figs. 4b and d). Initially, the
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—PA=10000 GPU
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ol PA = 100 GPU
091 —PA =10000 GPU 40
0.8 1
o 3.5
e 0.7 1 &
i 06 “ 30
0.5 A
0.4 25
0.3 T T T 1 20
0.00 0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.0
Stage cut:Retentate
(a)
1.0
09
08 4.4
g 07 —PA =100 GPU
—PA=10000 GPU 2 3.8
0.6 u
36
0.5 34
3.2
04
30
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.00
Stage cut:Retentate
(©)

0.1 0.2 0.3 04
Stage cut:Permeate

(b)

4.2
4.0

—PA =100 GPU
—PA =10000 GPU

0.05 0.10 0.15
Stage cut: Permeate

@

FIG. 4. Effect of concentration polarization on a co-current (a), (b) and counter-current (c), (d) configuration on the retentate and permeate sides for

different permeance.

polarization effect in plots Figs. 4b, d is found to be very
high owing to the high flow rates of feed at the entrance.
The ratio has decreased from 4.3 to 3.7 approximately as

QA is

0
Eare/E’A re
N
o
S

—PA =10000 GPU
—PA =100 GPU

increased from 100 GPU to 10000 GPU. Thus the

enrichment parameter is helpful in highlighting the effect
of polarization on global performance of the module.

—PA=10000 GPU
—PA=100 GPU

1.00 — T T 1 084
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30 000 005 040 015 020 025 030
Stage cut: Retentate Stage cut; Permeate
(@ (@
120 1.00
—PA =100 GPU 098
115 —PA =10000 GPU , 0% —PA=100 GPU
03. a:} 0.94 —PA=10000 GPU
] w
3 110 3 ggg
w ik
1.05 0.88
08 |~
1.00 0.84
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
Stage cut:Retentate Stage cut:Permeate
(© (d)

FIG. 5.

Effect of concentration polarization on a co-current (a), (b) and countercurrent (c), (d) configuration for the retentate and permeate sides for

different permeance value (xap =0ac =100, Py=42.9atm, v=0.77m/s and P,=S8atm).



08:49 25 January 2011

Downl oaded At:

588 R. G. NEMMANI AND S. V. SUGGALA

As shown in Fig. 5, the effect of the permeation rate on
the concentration polarization is also studied in terms of
the stage cut versus the enrichment coefficient. Fig. 5a
and Fig. 5b represent the co-current plots for the retentate
and the permeate sides, respectively. The corresponding
plots for counter-current are presented in Fig. 5¢ and
Fig. 5d. As the increases in stage cuts lead to increases in
permeation rates through the membrane and hence the
polarization effect, the curve goes through a maximum as
shown in Fig. 5a. The increase in the polarization effect
also increases the back diffusion of the components from
the membrane interface to the bulk with concomitant
decrease in the driving force. The decrease in driving force
causes the fall in the enrichment coefficient.

Similarly, the same phenomenon sets up a minimum on
the permeate side as shown in Fig. 5b for co-current. It is
observed that the countercurrent is more adversely affec-
ted by polarization. On the retentate side, the polarization
rises to about 8% for Qa=10000 GPU from 4% for
QA=100 GPU for co-current (Fig. 5a) where as the
polarization effect shoots up to about 19% (for a stage
cut of 0.15) for Qa =10000 GPU (Fig. 5¢) from 1% for
QA =100 GPU for counter current flow. Thus these plots
give the measure of influence of boundary layer and
porous support layer resistances on concentration
polarization.

1.09
1.08
1.07
j‘;’_ 1.06
S 1.05
2104
w 1.03 —alpha =100
1.02 —alpha = 250
1.01
1.00
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25 0.30
Stage cut:Retentate
(@
1.20
—alpha =250
g 115 alpha =100
°<
S 110 ]
h
1.05
1.00 — T
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15
Stage cut:Retentate
(b)

FIG. 6. Effect of concentration polarization for co-current (A) and
counter current (B) configurations on the retentate side for different
selectivity  values. (Qa=10000 GPU, P;=429atm, P,=8atm,
v=0.77m/s).

Effect of Selectivity

Figures 6a, b represent the effect of the separation factor
on concentration polarization for co-current and
counter-current configurations, respectively. As the selec-
tivity increases, the polarization also increases. In addition
to this, it may be observed from Fig. 6a that the enrichment
coefficient increases with increasing stage cut up to a
maximum value and thereafter it decreases due to depletion
of more permeating component in feed. The enrichment
coefficient increases from 7.3 to 8.3% approximately as
the separation factor is increased from 100 to 250 for
co-current flow. Whereas, in the countercurrent configur-
ation (Fig. 6b), the enrichment coefficient is continuously
increases with increasing stage cut. The polarization
increases from 13 to 19% as the separation factor increases
from 100 to 250.

Effect of Feed Pressure

Feed pressure can be an important process variable
with respect to the concentration polarization. The feed
gas pressure is varied from 429 to 55 atmospheres,
which is in the typical range of pressure employed in
the hydro-treater. Figures 7a, b show the effect of feed
pressure on the concentration polarization for co-current
and counter-current configurations, respectively. As feed
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o< 1.06
%
g 1 —P1=429atm
102 —P1=>55atm
1.00
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
Stage cut:Retentate
@
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1.40
1.35
E. 1.30
W 125 —P1=42.9 atm
2 1.20 —P1=55atm
W 115
1.10
1.05
1.00
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20
Stage cut:Retentate
(b)

FIG. 7. Effect of concentration polarization on co-current (A) and coun-
ter current (B) configurations for different feed pressures on retentate side.
(Qa =10000 GPU, opp=o0ac =250, v=0.77m/s and P,=8atm).
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pressure increases, the driving force also increases which in
turn increases the polarization effect. As the feed gas press-
ure is increased from 42.9 to 55 atmospheres, the polariza-
tion effect has increased from 7.8 to 8.3% approximately
for co-current configuration (Fig. 7a). The increase in
polarization is from nearly 20% to 40% approximately
for countercurrent configuration (Fig. 7b).

Effect of Feed Gas Velocity

The plots of Figs. 8a, b represent the effect of feed gas
velocity on stage cut versus enrichment ratio for the reten-
tate side in co-current and countercurrent configurations.
As the feed gas velocity increases, the mass transfer coef-
ficient also increases and the boundary layer gets thinner
which leads to increases in the interfacial concentration.
This decreases the degree of polarization. Clearly, the mass
transfer coefficient effect is not that menacing when
compared to that of other parameters studied in this
work. As the stage cut increases, the effect of concentration
polarization also increases in countercurrent configuration
(Fig. 8b).

The enrichment coefficient increases with increasing
stage cut up to 0.1. Thereafter, it decreases due to depletion

1.050
1.040
£1.030

rJEDAre

¢ 1,020 —v=025mls
1.010 —v=0.77m/s

Ea

1.000
0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

Stage cut:Retentate
(@

—v=0.25mls
e 109 —v=0.77mls

0,00 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
Stage cut:Retentate
(b

FIG. 8. Effect of concentration polarization for co-current (A) and coun-
ter current (B) configurations for different operating velocities of feed on
retentate side. (Qa = 100 GPU, app = aac =250, Py =429 atm, P4 =8 atm).

of more permeating component in feed for co-current
configuration (Fig. 8a). Even though, the multistage
counter-current configuration is more efficient than the
co-current configuration, it is more vulnerable to concen-
tration polarization. It is therefore highly important to
consider concentration polarization more seriously for
the design of counter-current hollow fiber membrane
modules.

CONCLUSIONS

In the present study, a mathematical model is developed
that gives explicit solution for concentration polarization in
the form of a quadratic equation for gas separation in a
hollow fiber module with feed gas mixture taken on bore
side. The usefulness of the new model is successfully
demonstrated for ternary mixture separation. It is observed
that the concentration polarization increases with increas-
ing permeation rate, selectivity, and feed pressure and
decreases with increasing feed velocity. The concentration
polarization is more significant in counter-current configur-
ation than in co-current configuration.

NOMENCLATURE
membrane area (m?);
constant in Eq. (12)
Total molar concentration (k molm™3)
binary diffusivity (m?*s™")
diameter of the fiber (m)
enrichment
parameter defined in Eq. (7)
parameter in Eq. (24)
coefficients of Eq. (16a)
coefficients of Eq. (16a)
coefficients of Eq. (16a)
convective flux (kmolm s~ ")
factor defined in Eq. (17)
mass transfer coefficient (ms™")
fiber length (m)
molecular weight (kg/kmol)
molar flux (kmolm™2s™")
number of moles
number of reservoirs
pressure (kg m~'s™?)
permeance (GPU=1x10"%cm*STP)cm 25!
cmHg )
universal gas constant (8314 m® Pakmol ' K™!)
Re Reynolds number
r radius (m)
Ip mean pore radius (m)
Se Schmidt number
Sh Sherwood number

absolute temperature (K)
v permeate molar rate (kmols ™)

ZZOFR—TE Sy o mmege 0x

® Oms=E
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velocity (ms™")

retentate molar rate (kmols™')
mole fraction on feed side
mole fraction on permeate side
compressibility factor

axial coordinate (m)

Greek Symbols

separation factor (o =Qa/Qg, tac=Qa/Qc)
boundary layer thickness (m)

porosity of sub layer

viscosity of the mixture (kgm™'s™")

fugacity coefficient in a mixture

differential

tortuosity factor

parameter in Eq. (24)

N N g <

> 9= ® 0 R

e 2

Subscripts

bulk.

membrane feed interface.

selective and support layer interface.
permeate side

more/most permeating component
less/lesser permeating Component
least permeating component

feed

component A, B, ...

permeate

retentate

sup support layer

s BN e W - Js S U S RE

7S

BL boundary layer

m mixture

P polarity correction

Q quantum correction

r radial coordinate

Superscript

0 without concentration polarization case
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APPENDIX 1
Multiplying on both sides of the Eq. (9a) with

CDAB

exp |~V -+ M), (72 ) ()|

we get

d(xA exp [—(NA + NB){r:rz (clSZAB) ln(r)D

dr
— Ny| "2 exp|— (N4 + Np)| 2 In(r)
=r2\cD 4pr = cDyp
(A.1.1)
from which it follow that
xqexp|—(Ny +NB)’ "2 In(r)| =
"="2|c¢Dyp

(A.1.2)

cDyp

" dr
- NA|r:r2 |:CDAB:| /r<l+(NA+N”)”’2[ z D

upon integration and by further simplification it follows
Ny ] 1
NA + NB r=ry r(NA+NB)r:,.2 (Jﬁ)

(A.1.3)

X4

)
r(NA +NB)":'2 ("DAB)

:c+[

from which Eq. (12) follows
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APPENDIX 2
From Eq. (8) and analogous equation for Ny it follows that

Npxy3— Ny Ny =

FP%x 3xp3(Qp — Q) + FP4P3(xp3y.4104 — X435 Op) + Q4 0pP3(Va1Xp3 — Yp1X43)

FPy 4+ Qx5+ Opxp3

After simplifying Eq. (13) and substituting the above relation it follows that

dp FPx43xp3(Qp — Qu) + FP4P3(xp3y.4104 — X43y5108) + Q4OpP3(ya1X83 — YB1X43)

X4l = X43 —
Al B D FPy + Qux3 + Opxp3

Rearranging the above equation we can get the quadratic equation as

X33(04 — 0p)(1 — K'FPY)+
x43((Qa — Q) (K'FP4(P 4+ ya1P3) — xa1)+
K QpP3(FP4+ Q4) + (FP4 + O3)|—
(FPA + QB)[XAl +k'QAyA1P3] =0
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(A.2.1)

(A.22)

(A.2.2)



