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1. % S

FREREIT I, SFEIRFA BT L
BRI TGAT—AF L, Z—F VG EOBEET
BREIN, TIVFRVERT 77 VRS ZIUCEA L
HWiEr DL EZ LN TWAEYT Y, FRBIZEENS
FERDY AT —F A XA RDIISEIZKE 55
BrHoxszbidkimsnhTsy, 2213, 8y
BOYI2L—3 3 VEFNVTHS CPD EFILTI,
FEES TAY —HOREBSEELEE S5 X — %
D=2t LTHRAINTWABY, F7-, HROBSHE
RBACIC BT B H RS T OREAKIGOHT, 246G
HENIEETH 525, FUEEOLEETY, #Ei
NTVBHEFROY A XL o THFOEBEORA
IANVF—ICREREFELLZZEFMOEATY
B0 BRBOERRY T A5 —H 4 X% Hayatsu
59 0y 0 ABERLIC L BEFW OGN, KHSE 0
WALER D DM 2 o8, FEE L9779 B L
Hatcher 5% OZ2EFBIAGRERL &, ¥E AT
NTELD, TNOOFETETHEIT) 2D TE
72750773 yOPERIHEETH ), 51205
13 GC ®° LC THMRE L BEDKSFERSICHEE
s,

—7%, BEME NMR 0Fzh%BIEFE L LT 1970 4
RIZKZ455H  (Cross-polarization, CP) 2 k< v
7 A a#E (Magic Angle Spinning, MAS) % »s#is:
SNBDOLHIELT, AROEAE BC-NMR #IE T
PNDB LI TELRD, 208, HeIllEE:
IHEZL L CE/ LD ICEDbNR D, 72L& 21F, Pugmire
it CP/MAS B:2 X B2 7V T o X ROBIEFITW,

*1 KERTFEHEN 5T LFE

KEAFWRHTILEE2 — 1

*2 Izmir TRHKZ, bz

& 512 Dipolar Dephasing (DD) #:12 & Al ER R %18
HALTRRPICEENSRELDEL, 9208/
T A= F RRE LD, 513 2% CPD B5RE
TIVIZFHRALTWS, LA L%EMS, Fuel 8071
N— Y THRENRTWA LI IC, CPEREEHED
HCHEICEMDD 5720, AROEERITE V) BEY
KBS EWEEZ BN, 22T, CP 2HWT,
BC ¥ % HERI# T % F (Single Pulse Excitation,
SPE) 12X BHIEDN#E 2 5NBHS, SPE #Tid CP &
THEOLNLEEM L (&AKTHEL ®CBoR&RmE
BH=1415) ofmr%L, 8%, HEL X
T BC BOBHIBFHIZR 720, OV 2 b % 5 <
EBWENDHY, SINKOBWARY bV EES 72
DI IREHEET S, 20 L) BREIH BT
L5, Stock 50 % Snape 57 #IED, Ak
@ SPE B X OF SPE-DD 2 & % BC-NMR {5 D #1451
bRONBLIICR-TE, 512, DD ETIR
Dephasing time #/%5 2 —% & LT 10 F#EE, —>
DYV TVIZDWTHET 2LEDNH Y, TE
EX T SE D 0B TR P h 5. $ 7,
REDOERS AT 5 EEBTIRERORE S ICERT
HAEZ Y 7Y A RNV F (SSB) #/h&L 570
I MAS Hisgs WEE § 575, BEEEICL -
T 7 F VERE D Dephasing time X7+ 54 ¥ L —
YarhREI DD, ZhA DD I L BT -8 BT
TEBDOEEL 25, #2T, F4lt, DD BICHT
5Bl & LT 'H-CRAMPS (Combined Rotation and
Multiple Pulse Spectroscopy) #I%E#% 1TV, H&HEES
FGAY —H A Xk AfES B HEEEF L7z, CRAMPS
EAHEHCER S N A MR E L, HF ) —HBNLF
B:Chh 7275 ER NMR EROSEET ORI X
> THENPHBHES I C > TE&72, LY2LIARK
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OHBHTIHZNIILWESINTE ST, Maciel 52,
Rosa 5%, 76 NCEESY I X 2HEFASRSNLS
BETHL, AFETIEZ, TEME 'HNMR A7
MvEEZ A EMGOFEERRLBONT -5 2 v
PEBEGY T A Y —H A OB D WTHER S,
2. £ B

NMR %€ 1213 Chemagnetics #t CMX-300 435t %
Avi, BEERAIZ 71T THY, HIHT 548
FEWEITH 300 MHz M4 T %, “C-NMR #I5E i3
Hh7sa b Fhy 7Y 7T, SPE/MAS #EICED
Fo7z0 MEBIZHWEISTA—=FIZUTOEY THo
7z : MAS H¥z8 105kHz, 7SV AIE 15 u 6 (45° 7%
VA, 7OVARELERE 1008, 77— 51024,
FEEE % 1000-3000, BC-NMR A -x%Z bV OBUSIE
Spinsight (ver.3.5.2) V7 b w7 =7 LT\, 556
N7 A7 PVOMEIE MacFID (ver5.4) BI O
GRAMS/32 T{To 7o LATICHHE L REDEE L
H—THECHWwWERT X =% (E—-Z7 L
(ppm) ; FEIE (ppm)) %IRRT @ ANFZIN, HV
KEVvR#E (C=0, C00, 187, 178; 12~15), Bk
EIRE LEERKE (Ar-0, 167, 153 ; 15~16),
T VESEE L HEERKE (ArC, 140; 16~
17), WEB - BHERER b CIKEWRHE LT
w3 (Bridgehead, Ar-H, 126, 113; 17~18), BEZEM®

1
100

50 0 -50

SPE/MAS "*C-NMR spectrum of Pittsburgh #8 coal. *=SSB

WEA LR (Aliphatic-O, 93, 70, 56 ; 16~
18), *F L v jR#E (CHp, 40.31; 16~17, 11~13),
AFIVRFE (CHs, 20, 13;10~12) I —T7HED
¥ — 7 lB1E Gaussian B & RE L 72, 'H-CRAMPS
NMR 52 2R % 824 SR, AZE THRE
L7 SORIETIE, ARICHEELZKICHERT 5'H
DU FVHENBT MDD S 720, BIET, 60 T
T 12 BMER LA R R -7 Ky 7 AWNT
NMR B Ico0, BIETY =V L7zOBICHIEIC
L7,

HBICIZ8TOT NI Y X jE AV, ZNHD%A
HBLUREZEEESL Table 1 1TRT,

Table 1 The list of the sample coals
Carbon content  Hydrogen content
Coal code wt%, daf wt%, daf
Pocahontas #3 PC 91.05 444
Upper Freeport  UF 85.50 4,70
Pittsburgh #8  PT 83.20 5.32
Stockton ST 82.58 5.25
Blind Canyon ~ BC 80.69 5.76
Tllinois #6 L 7767 5.00
Wyodak WY 75.01 5.35
Beulah-Zap BZ 72.94 4.83
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Table 2 Carbon distribution of the sample coals

Carbon distribution (%)

Carbon types PC UF PT ST BC IL WYy BZ
C=0, COO 0.7 04 0.9 0.9 1.2 2.2 4.5 4.1
Ar-O 5.0 5.4 7.8 6.7 10.2 10.2 9.5 9.9
Ar-C 17.7 18.0 164 16.0 135 17.7 12.9 14.2
Bridgehead, Ar-H 62.7 56.1 49.9 52.7 415 41.9 42.2 434
Aliphatic-O 2.8 3.1 4.9 3.2 3.8 4.2 5.2 6.9
CH; 6.1 10.0 12.6 13.2 194 16.3 17.1 144
CH; 5.0 7.0 74 7.3 10.3 7.5 8.6 7.2

3. BEReE= peak of Si rubber

3.1 BC-NMRHIE

Fig. 1 12 PT jk® SPE/MAS ®C-NMR A7 b L%
R MOFEHIOWT L FEMICHIEZITY, BoNh
TCANRT PIVERNGICHITR LIIRE S NTSsT A
—F D E - THEE 2T, £ — 2 OERE
W6 &4 OO REOEIG & RFESABEE LCE
B L7 (Table 2)o ZDOHFETIIHNE - BHEREE
(bridgehead) & FHEHE=#HEFE (Ar-H) 25HTE
BB, FEERI TR —H A4 X2H#ET 5720100
bridgehead DEIEZH B Z L PBEETH L, ZDF—
¥ &RD D 72012 THNMR OFERLZERAL, HBid
LRHECHEERY FA Y —F A4 XkelE L1,

3.2 'H-CRAMPS #EIE

1D CRAMPS 15 D F 72 3R&61 & ¢ Maciel &
DTN —TDHE? 75% 5, 1513 CRAMPS Hl5E I
BT %OV ARFTH B BR-24 % FH 7=l
ExfToTWwWb, —F, Rosa 5D F I — 7 MREV-
8 LWV I IV ARHNZHNTWBEY, Z DL 2 %E)
13, BR-24 X ) MREEIMERN S &S TV B 7,
—MRICHRD 'H ICHET AL 7P Vvid7u— FTdh
DT, ZOFBIIV % \WE Rosa IR TW53,
L LS, BoNTARY MO S — 758 54T
IBE, THSEL T ARWE =2t s — 745
BB AT B 2 EOBH TR L
W2 Eph, FaldL ) EWSEREED SR SN S BR-U
EHVIE LT 720

3.2.1 BIELHEDRE

T, AT MVOERMICHES 52555
NBNNTA—=%, FThbbFt7vy FEEK MAS
M#%%, %5 OV AL BEIC oW TRE BT -
720 CRAMPS £ X 2% TIE, B0 B
IZ Center Glitch & XIEN2F %1 7 4 XDEKAS
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frequency  frequency
(kHz)
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Fig.2 A series of 'H-CRAMPS NMR spectra of Si
rubber with various offset frequencies
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BIoN v, WEBRHVWL VARG b
MREV-8 TixF v 1 7 ) £ AAVNE D TEEII D7
WS, BR-24 O854 Center Glitch i3 k&< %Y, ¥
=270 70— Pl ARARTIIARTD HBRDY
TINBFY )T I)IAREELRBIEIZEoTE—2
DI IH T B ReM D 2, 22T, HBFERKL
B O BREEEERHICTS LTHERIT) =
DIFNEF 71y MEEKE IR, F 7Ry MNEEK
ERELTHEE=IPELLTU—F= v 7LD
REDEBEMEIMET T %, Fig. 2 124 7k v MEK
#10~40kHz DRITEALERTRAY V¥ —FE LT
Rwbohayyaras (k%Y 7 b 0.05ppm) Dl
ExITo MR % RT, 35kHz & 40kHz DREICZ L
E= I T—FilhotzZ thb, AREOBEIC
MY BF Ty MEERE 35kHz ICBEEL. X
12, MAS EE#OME 217> 72 (Fig. 3), EF VAL
BT 1 kHz BED MAS M CHIEI TR o
EBD, ZOBEOBENRICIARE AV, [
¥ 25 kHz Tid, H > FIVITHE L VR — 2 48
Ron, 1kHz DT CREFEICHET LY g vy —
Y7 SRR E NIz 7280, 1.5~2.0 kHz O [HEEEA5E
YTHDEI EDbhol, Z0DOKETE LT/ A
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Fig. 3 'H-CRAMPS (BR24) NMR spectra of coal under
various MAS speed
(2) MAS< 1.0 kHz, (b) MAS=1.5kHz, (c) MAS=2.5 kHz

LR 2 RE L7z 2OV ARES BRI T
D5REUESVETH LI EFMLN TS, 8
ORBREENRIC T ZMEL/ET A, 16~302
NHEWTRY IBUTOETH o722 EHH, 7V
LB S BICRE L, Db, MEsHtIs
5L, MAS H#E$ 1520 kHz, 7%y MNEEEK
35kHz, VA LBE SR Lo/, THHDH
ELAMETHT o 72 CRAMPS I ICB W TIX 90° 79V A
RIS 27OV AMER 13, 8L L, 256512 BIOEA
{To77,

3.2.2 EFNMMEEWMERVEEREDRE
e LHIEEST, EFVEEE LT LY
FNF75 Ly (DMN) L RMBART AT 7IVT Y
(ASP) %W, A~RZ MVOEEMIZOWTRE
U720 BIBCIEEIIEKSE | HFEBRKEOERMEHL D
PoTBY, BEIZARICIVEVT VTV TH LY,
I 'HNMR %179 S LS CTEHHBTH 5,
DMN P E# 'H-NMR A7 L% Fig. 412, ASP D
WS X OER 'H-NMR A< V% Fig. 5 IZ7R T
DMN T3, BRIk E | FEBRKEZE=1:1TH 57,
BEE 'H-NMR A7 FVORITICE AL, #105:1

1 #78%55 105 (1999) —

T T T
ppm 10 5 0
Fig.4 'H-CRAMPS spectrum of 1, 5-dimethylnaphthalene

(b)

(a)

ppm 10 5 0

Fig. 5 'H-NMR spectra of AL/AM Cb-asphaltene
(a) CDCls solution, (b) solid, CRAMPS

L0, 5 %REEFEMEKEN /NG S 1A RIS
Hotze TUL, + 7y MEKEEE 35kHz FTKR
X ¢ L7270 Bl L S BEN 22 4BIS T ¥ — 7 OFF
SEDEBEESET L IcLpEZONE, 7
2T 7T v OBA S R CHB S NIokFER
EHEM H, = 0.147 (20 L TEAE TR H,= 0139 TH
D, TOBELEEIHE%E, Bk H-CRAMPS #l
ECREERARZLETOR L RED AEMCHE
Lhbhhoiz, DMN O# )R LHIEIC L ) BEEE
WAL, AROKEFEFREORED VICKL TG,
ERPOKFED Y — 7 EHEIC 1.06 OWMEREEEHT
HrZrblL’,

3.2.3 HAED 'H-NMR EITE

B RD H-CRAMPS NMR 2% k% Fig. 6 IR
Fo WFROARYZ MV T 1~ 2ppm (ZFEHEERK
%, 6~7ppm CHBEHEAELEZONDLE—I D
Bohiz, 72, REGEMEVAR (WY jk, BZ
) T, dppm EICY a vy =R oNiz, T
i, OH EHFOKRZICLBbDEZZOND, AN
7 W VDH—THEN Lo TERFROEEOKE L
SRL, ERELY O FERMKEOEE H, & RO
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Fig. 6 'H-CRAMPS (BR24) spectra of the sample coals

(Table 3) o TOH =T HEDOE -2 KX
Gaussian & Lorentzian DEER % FH\ 7z, ZOfEIZ
SENT NIV XRTIRENT ¥ 7 DARTREVE
MCHbILdbhol, 2O LF, BV I7RT

BFERPRE (, BREISDRVEEZ LD L
&8T5, —F, KT V7 RTE, HFERIID
Table 3 Hydrogen aromaticity (H.,) of the sample coals
Coal H,
Pocahontas #3 0.40
Upper Freeport 0.36
Pittsburgh #8 0.29
Stockton 0.36
Blind Canyon 0.24
Tllinois #6 0.27
Wyodak 0.33
Beulah-Zap 0.37

BV, BRESLS W0 H, IZHBR/NSWETH
o7z, OH, COOH £Fic&E N5 7u bt v ik
7 MEMEILA <, 2~ 3ppm 2*5 12 ppm FHEICENS
ZEFHLNTWD, FFFETIXTRTH OH % 458
LTEZDIENTERDP 27245, Rosa b DHED
Tix, OH & COOH &% FT-IR /#ric L W BF&EL b,
H, WL TW5, ZOWIERBD H, DEZXES
V27 kTH% PC, UF, PT T 001~003, BZ RT
008 THoteo LIzA 0T, RIFFETHESNI-HEIT
KT ¥ 7 RTEFRESCAED o TV ATRERD S 5
B, W7 V7 RTiE OH £OFE5IIBEOHFRE T
HY, H, THBEYERICEEL O TR EEZ S
na,

FEBKROBE FER=ZMREOBIIR L TH 5
DT, BoN7z H, L TESED»SRKD SN B K
E/RERFERERAVCT, FERESRREOZS
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Table 4 Fraction of bridgehead carbon and protonated
aromatic-carbon

Table 5 y» and number of carbon per aromatic cluster
(C) of the sample coals

Carbon distribution (%) Coal % C
Coal Bridgehead carbon Protonated aromatic carbon Pocahontas #3 0.462 22.6
Pocahontas #3 39.5 23.2 Upper Freeport 0.407 20.0
Upper Freeport 324 23.7 Pittsburgh #8 0.373 185
Pittsburgh #8 27.6 22.3 Stockton 0.343 17.1
Stockton 25.8 26.9 Blind Canyon 0.317 15.6
Blind Canyon 20.7 20.8 Illinois #6 0.298 14.5
Tllinois #6 20.8 21.1 Wyodak 0.213 104
Wyodak 13.8 284 Beulah-Zap 0.203 10.1
Beulah-Zap 13.8 29.6
' 0.5
Sua BT ORD LI ITROENE
fir—a = Hy X H/C 04 r
Table 2 Ti&, WHb - BHERE L HER=MRE,
FrbbkEES LEaERREARIL ey b 03 T
o727, TITHEERDSL ZENTELDTENIC 02 b
X IR - BHERZEOHEIRD iz, IO DfE )
% Table 4 127", o1 |
BEEE Yy 5 AY —H A X FETILRTEBLIT R '
—% & LT Pugmire 255FE L7z 1, BB H 5™ 1,13 0 , .
EFEFRFFINT HNE - BEERROE G BIRT 70 80 90
BENRGA=FTHY, 122 ERVEXTIRO, 77 C / Wi, daf

71T 2/10=02, YL 2Tl 6/16=0375 L 72 5,
Pugmire 512X 5k, 2, EFERI TAY —HIZE
INBEEEREZEFIDTOX TR SN
Xb=%(1—tanh(g%55—7>> X (—%—%)

+%( 1+ tanh (———6_41?;7 )) X (l—%)
Table 4 2R L72#8 - ABHREOEIE & "C-NMR »»
Lk 5N B REFFHEEEL AN T2 LRKDA X,
REE L, T2, FRENRD X, ICHIET A5 —D2D
2527 —FOFEFERKER ¢ % LX» KDz,
X, & C% Table512/R¥, Zh#% Purgmire bHEH
L7-fER BT AL, Fig. 7 DL ) kY, el
HLAERECET V7 RTETREVWI LD
720 Pugmire 5 3PU#RZE OB % CP E2 4
FALTWizz0, FEREURREOEG LR EED
STWATREEY S Y, FHIE-Tr, bIERRE
b HWRMAE Z b N b, FHIC, W - BERELGS
WES VI RTEFOEMBIEZF LA EEZbNS,
L7935 T, RFFEOFHETHES WIEIXRE RO
FEHy FIAY =4 X% L VBEICFHEL TW5 &%
ZbNb,

Fig. 7 X, values of the sample coals estimated by
Pugmire et al. (O, ref 24) and this study (@)
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PllkoflszE, F—% LFEEs IR —FilETh
LIREH CERMED Y, Pugmire b OIS & HHEL
2kl A, HEHoDELYTILTOREIWEEE,
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Estimation of the Average Aromatic Cluster Size Based on Solid-state NMR
Measurement of Coal

Koh KIDENA*!, Satoru MURATA*!, Levent ARTOK*?, Masakatsu NOMURA™*

%1 Department of Molecular Chemistry, Graduate School of Engineering,
Osaka University
%2 Izmir Institute of Technology , Turkey

SYNOPSIS : — Measurements of solid-state NMR of eight Argonne Premium Coal
Samples were conducted to estimate the average aromatic cluster size in these coals.
Firstly, the carbon distribution was obtained from SPE/MAS BC-NMR. Secondary, ‘H-
CRAMPS NMR spectra gave the hydrogen aromaticity of coal. Combination use of the
hydrogen aromaticity and elemental analysis data could afford the amount of tertiary
aromatic carbon. The parameter of X,, the mole fraction of aromatic bridgehead car-
bons in all aromatic carbons, could be derived from above NMR data and elemental analy-
sis of coal.  X,is directly correlated to the number of aromatic carbon atoms per aromat-
ic cluster, C. In this study, the value of C varied from 10 (corresponding to the size of
naphthalene) for Beulah-Zap and Wyodak coals to 23 (corresponding to the size of
coronene) for Pocahontas No. 3 coal.

Key Words
Solid-state NMR, Aromatic cluster size, "H-CRAMPS




