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Abstract: The study focuses on the flow patterns and pressure drop characteristics of three crude oils
and water in a horizontal pipe. The experimental results showed that the transformation boundary of
the flow pattern and phase inversion water fraction were related to the flow parameters. Comparing
the three oils, it was found that the viscosity and composition of the oil also significantly influence
the flow performance, which can be explained by the adsorption properties of the asphaltenes at
the oil-water interface. In particular, the droplet size in water-in-oil dispersion flow was observed
and measured. It showed that the water droplet size decreased with the increase of oil viscosity, the
decrease of water content, the drop of temperature, and the growth of mixing velocity, probably due to
higher shear stress and lower frequency of collision and coalescence between droplets. The apparent
viscosity of water-in-oil emulsions was calculated by the rheological model, and the qualitative
relation between flow parameters and interfacial area concentration on apparent viscosity was
obtained. Taking the influence of interfacial area concentration into consideration, a simple and
accurate viscosity model was established based on dimensional analysis, which is of great significance
for process design in gathering and transportation systems.

Keywords: oil-water flow; pressure gradient; droplet size; interfacial area concentration;

viscosity model

1. Introduction

With oilfield exploitation entering the stage of high water cut, oil-water two-phase flow
has become one of the main forms of pipeline transportation in the petroleum and chemical
industry [1,2]. The study of oil-water flow is of great significance for improving the theory
of multiphase flow and transportation efficiency. Flow pattern [3-5] and its transformation
characteristics [6-8], pressure drop [9-11], and reverse phase characteristics [12-14] are the
focus of current research for oil-water two-phase flow.

Some experiments of oil-water flow with non-crude oil, such as white oil and kerosene,
indicate that oil-water flow patterns can be divided into stratified flow, dispersed flow, and
mixed flow [3,6,15,16]. In particular, the flow pattern can be further subdivided according
to the change in the oil-water interface [7,15]. Compared to mineral oil, the composition of
crude oil is complex, and stable emulsions in pipelines and separation equipment caused
by the asphaltenes lead to the higher cost of crude oil transportation and lower separation
efficiency [17,18]. That is, the two-phase flow patterns of crude oil-water are more diverse.
For example, the intermittent flow and annular flow mostly appeared in the highly viscous
two-phase flow found by Bannwart et al. [19]. The semi-annular flow [11] and multi-mixed
flow pattern [20] have also been discovered in experiments.

It is found that the droplet size is an important factor in determining the rheology and
stability of dispersed flow [12,21]. In recent years, several methods have been applied to
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measure droplet size in tubes, such as the conductance probe method [22,23], the dynamic
light scattering technique [24-26], the focused beam reflection measurement (FBRM) [27],
and particle video microscopy (PVM) [28], and Brown and Pitt [29] and Chatzi and Kiparis-
side [30] pointed out that the droplet size distribution was affected by the dispersed phase
fraction. The experimental results of Vankova et al. [31] showed that the size of oil droplets
in o/w emulsions changed with the oil volume fraction when the water volume content was
less than 50%. Boxall et al. [32] measured the size of droplets with water content ranging
from 10 to 20 vol% and found that the size distribution was independent of the volume
fraction of the dispersed phase but had a well-behaved distribution with the log-normal
distribution. Wahaibi et al. [33] studied the effect of mixture velocity on droplet size in oil-
water dual continuous flow and reported that there was no significant difference between
the size of the oil droplet and the water droplet. What’s more, the droplet size was not
observed to decrease with the mixture velocity increasing. The result was consistent with
the findings of Yi et al. [34]. However, Gonzalez et al. [12] found that in a water-dominated
dispersed flow, the oil droplet size decreased as the mixture velocity increased, but the mix-
ture velocity had little influence on the size in 0il continuous flow. In addition, the authors
demonstrated that the impact of oil viscosity on droplet size in the water-dominated flow
was smaller than that in the oil-dominated. And in the oil-dominated flow, the larger the
oil viscosity, the smaller the droplet size. The results suggested that the variation of droplet
size and flow velocity was influenced by dispersion state and oil properties.

The research on the viscosity of oil-water dispersion flow mainly focuses on the influ-
ence of temperature, velocity, oil properties, water content, etc., and most of the models are
suitable for specific experimental conditions and working fluids [35,36]. These models can
be classified into three categories: linear, power, and exponential function models. Table 1
shows some representative viscosity models. The development of these models indicates
that the factors affecting viscosity are taken into account as more microcosmic, but the fac-
tors considered in a single model are still relatively simple and have poor universality. The
droplet size in dispersed oil-water flow is one of the key microscopic parameters that affect
the effective viscosity [28]. Pal and Rhodes [37] fully considered the interaction between
dispersed droplets and proposed a semi-empirical model of oil-water mixture viscosity that
was applicable to Newtonian and non-Newtonian fluids. Moreover, it was found in the
subsequent experiments that the effective viscosity of the concentrated emulsion increased
significantly with decreasing the droplet size for both kinds of emulsions [38]. Zhang and
Xu [39] proposed the apparent viscosity model considering the particle size distribution
of droplets and found that the viscosity increased with the decrease of the mean diameter.
However, the experiment was carried out using the rheometer, which is different from the
actual pipeline flow.

Table 1. Mixture viscosity models of oil-water two-phase flow.

Application

Researchers Viscosity Model Condition Remarks
Camy [40] Hm = poexp(key) w/o&o/w w/o:k=3.80/w:k=66.
Take into account the effect of viscosity of
Chen [41] Pm = 1 f‘;w (1+ 1’2717‘%“) w/o oil and water phase and the volume
fraction of dispersed phase.
Pal and ¢100 is the volume fraction of dispersed
= u.(1—08415-2 —25 w/o&o/w hase which give 100 times the
Rhodes [42] pm = pe( P10 ) P g
single-phase viscosity.
K¢(NRe,p) is the droplet Reynolds number
Wang [43] 12/ ('71r++2%-551£<)3/5 = (1 K¢(¢) - Ke(NRep) - 4’d)_1 w/o & o/w factor relate to the shear action and size
of droplet.
Considered the influence of shear rate and
Pal [44]) 2 45em/ (1=em) } 3/2 interfacial rheology, ¢4 is the volume

il

= f(9a) o/w fraction of dispersed phase, e, is the
interfacial mobility parameter.
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Table 1. Cont.

Researchers Viscosity Model Appllc.a.t ton Remarks
Condition
h is determined by the dispersed phase
Zhang and 256\ Ha distribution and the ratio of the viscosity
Xu [39] e =exp(7=pd) (50) w/o&o/w between dispersed phase and

continuous phase.

In this work, the experiments were carried out in horizontal oil-water flow with three
crude oils. Different flow structures and flow pattern transition boundaries were studied
under the condition of a large flow velocity range and complete water content. Besides,
we emphatically analyze the pressure drop characteristics and droplet characteristics of
water-in-oil dispersion flow. Based on the analysis of flow parameters, the interfacial area
concentration was introduced, and the relationship between interfacial area concentration
and viscosity was investigated. A simple viscosity prediction model for water-in-oil emul-
sions was developed considering oil physical properties, flow parameters, and dispersed
phase distribution characteristics. This work is beneficial for the in-depth understanding of
oil-water two-phase flow in real oilfield production, and more accurate flow models can
be established.

2. Experimental Section
2.1. Materials

The main parameters of the crude oils and water are shown in Table 2. The SARA
analysis (including resins, asphaltenes, saturates, and aromatics) for three oils is illustrated
in Table 3.

Table 2. Physical properties of the fluids at 50 °C.

. Density Viscosity Interfa}cnal
Fluids (ke/m®) (mPa-s) Tension
5 (mN/m)
crude oil A 792 1.01 41.72
crude oil B 850 7.16 47.68
crude oil C 893 65 54.98
water 990 0.546
Table 3. SARA of crude oil.
Fluids Resins Asphaltenes Saturates Aromatics
(wt%) (wWt%) (wt%) (Wt%)
crude oil A 429 0.60 34.1 61.01
crude oil B 11.61 1.58 53.42 33.39
crude 0il C 16.62 291 48.74 31.73

The range of experimental parameters, such as mixture velocity (vm), temperature (T),
and water fraction (WF), were determined below: crude oil A: 0.55 < v, < 1.2 m/s,
30 < T <40°C,0< WF <100%; crude oil B: 0.3 < vy <2.0m/s, 40 < T <60 °C,
0 < WF <100%; crude 0il C: 0.3 < v, <2.0m/s,55 < T <70°C, 0 < WF < 100%.

2.2. Experimental Apparatus

As shown in Figure 1, the experimental apparatus was mainly composed of a pipeline
section, a mixture preparation section, and other temperature and pressure measurement
sensors. The pipe loop section consisted of two parallel horizontal stainless-steel pipelines
(25.8 mm inner diameter and 12 m length) and a return U-bend with a radius of 0.4 m. The
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pipe is a double-layer casing structure. Dimethy] silicone oil was used as the temperature
control medium in the casing, and the temperature was controlled by a water bath. In
addition, the entire experimental system was coated with polyurethane material to reduce
heat dissipation. Four temperature transmitters were used to measure the change in
temperature along the pipe. Two differential pressure transducers installed over the main
test section were used to observe the pressure development together with five pressure
transmitters. At the 26 m long test section, there was a 0.5 m -long Perspex pipe section at
an axial location of L/D = 600 from the inlet to ensure that the two-phase flow was well
developed [45]. A self-made local sampling device was installed along the silica window
to collect samples for observation.

P
: Mass flow meter‘q

o

Lamp Serew o

SR S 8 1o

Vigible window U

P, P

Local sampling device

P | Pressure measurement @ Differentlal pressure @ Pressure measurement m Ball valve
measurement

Figure 1. Schematic of the temperature-controlled flow loop.

Firstly, the oil and water were added into the tank in a certain experimental ratio and
heated to the experimental temperature with the water bath. Then, the propeller stirrer
mixed the mixture at a constant speed of 150 r/min for 2 h. After that, the oil sample was
kept at a constant temperature for 20 min to eliminate the shear history. The prepared
mixture was transferred to the test loop by the screw pump and then returned to the tank
through the pipeline flow. When the flow parameters were stable for a certain period of
time, the process was switched (V5 was opened, V2 and V3 were closed), and the mixture
was circulated in the pipeline. The data acquisition system along the loop monitored
and recorded the flow parameters as the flow became stable. Besides, the industrial CCD
camera (Work Power, China) and Canon EOS 90D camera (Canon, Japan) set up in the
observation section recorded the flow structure, and the fluid samples obtained by the
sampling valve were analyzed in detail.

2.3. Measurement of the Droplet Size

The parameters of water droplets in the microscopic images were measured and
processed using the Image Pro Plus 6.0. In order to obtain accurate size, the number of
droplets in each condition was more than 500.

The Sauter Mean Diameter (SMD) is introduced to characterize the variation of water
droplet diameter.

N N
dyp =) dj/ ) d (1)
=1 j=1

where N is the number of droplets in the unit volume of the oil-water mixture and d; is the
diameter of droplet ;.

3. Results
3.1. Flow Patterns

Visual photography, local sampling, microphotography and differential pressure
analysis were used to identified and confirmed the two fluids flow patterns in horizontal
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tube. The examples of discriminating flow structures are shown in Appendix A. The crude
oil-water flow can be mainly divided into water continuous flow and oil continuous flow,
which contains five flow patterns, as shown in Figure 2.

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

Figure 2. Diagram of each flow pattern: (a) w/o dispersed flow; (b) w/o&w intermittent flow;
(c) o/w dispersed flow; (d) w/o&w core-annular flow; (e) (w/0)/w flow.

(1) Oil continuous flow

w/o dispersed flow: In this flow regime, water is dispersed in the form of droplets
into the oil.

w/o&w intermittent flow: The separated water phase appears at the bottom of the
pipeline as the flow rate further increases, while a large amount of water-in-oil emulsion
droplets are in the tube.

(2) Water continuous flow

Water droplets coalesce and collide to form a continuous water phase when the content
of water is greater than the reverse point.

o/w dispersed flow: Oil droplets are shear broken by continuous water phase, forming
a stable oil-in-water dispersion flow.

w/o&w core-annular flow: The water-in-oil emulsion is in the middle of the pipe, and
the water is distributed around the pipe to form a water ring.

(w/o)/w flow: The oil blocks are continuously cut by the water flow and dispersed
into different sizes and shapes.

As shown in Figures 3-5, three oils have different flow patterns under various temper-
atures, mixing flow rates, and water cut, especially for crude oil C, which forms a w/o&w
core-annular and (w/o0)/w flow in the water-dominated region besides o/w flow. This
may be due to the high viscosity of oil C, which makes it difficult for water to break the
oil block directly at the experimental flow velocity. In addition, the high concentration of
asphaltenes and resins in oil are adsorbed at the oil-water interface, resulting in the great
stability of water-in-oil droplets.
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Figure 3. Flow regime maps under different experimental conditions for crude oil A.
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Figure 4. Flow regime maps under different experimental conditions for crude oil B.

Furthermore, it is found that the flow pattern boundary moves towards the lower
water fraction with the temperature decreasing. This is because the physical properties of
oil are influenced by the temperature. On the one hand, the oil viscosity rises to a large
value with decreasing temperature, causing the shear force on the liquid-liquid interface
to increase. On the other hand, it has an adverse impact on the stability of the oil-water
interface as surface tension increases induced by the decrease in temperature [17]. Therefore,
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the collision and coalescence between water droplets in the oil are intensified, and the
reverse phase is more likely to occur.
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w/o dispersed flow A w/o & w intermittent flow
®  w/o & w core-annular flow (w/o) / w flow

—— --- -.- flow pattern transition boundary
Figure 5. Flow regime maps under different experimental conditions for crude oil C.

3.2. Pressure Drop

Figure 6 shows the pressure drop change of three oils with water content at different
flow rates. For oil A, with the increase of water content, the pressure drop first increases
and then decreases. The difference in pressure drop between w/o0 and o/w flow is rel-
atively small, but the resistance in the reversed-phase region is significantly increased.
Comparing Figure 6a,b, it is found that the pressure drop of oil B with w/o dispersed flow
is significantly greater than that of o/w flow because the viscosity of oil B is about seven
times that of oil A and the flow resistance increases in the oil continuous flow. Similarly,
the flow velocity has little effect on the pressure drop in the o/w flow. For crude oil C, the
pressure gradient is largely affected by the mixture velocity in w/o flow. The intermittent
flow occurs at higher flow velocity, and the water is in contact with the bottom of the
pipe by which the wall fraction is reduced. In this inversion region, a new phenomenon
appears: the pressure drop of a high flow rate is less than that of a low flow rate. In the
water-dominated area, the resistance of w/o0&w core-annular and (w/0)/w flow depend
on the internal structure of the flow, and some drag reduction is observed.

The phase inversion water content of crude oil A, B, and C are approximately 0.45
(40 °C), 0.63 (40 °C) and 0.65 (55 °C), respectively. At the same temperature, we can observe
the inversion water content of oil A lower compared to crude oil B, while the viscosity of
crude oil A is much lower, which contradicts the conclusion of conclusion that the greater
the viscosity, the smaller the inversion water content [46]. This shows that viscosity is not
the only factor determining the inversion point. We analyze the inversion water content
from the composition of crude oil. The content of asphaltenes and resins in oil A is smaller
than that in oil B, but the ratio of (asphaltenes + resins)/(saturates + aromatics) is 0.15
and 0.05, respectively, indicating that the aggregation state of asphaltenes in oil B is more
conducive to rapidly adsorb at the liquid-liquid interface and stabilize water droplets in
the oil [18]. Therefore, it cannot easily form a continuous water flow.
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Figure 6. Pressure gradient at different fluid velocities: (a) crude oil A at 40 °C; (b) crude oil B at
40 °C; (c) crude oil C at 55 °C (the dashed line indicates the inversion point).

The influence of temperature on the pressure drop of w/o flow is shown in Figure 7
and Table 4. The pressure drop for three oils is found to decrease with the growth of
temperature. Besides, the pressure drop shows an increased tendency variation with the
growing mixture velocity.
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Temperature (°C) Temperature (°C)

Figure 7. Influence of temperature on pressure gradient at different fluid velocities: (a) crude oil B
with 47% water cut; (b) crude oil C with 50% water cut.

Table 4. Pressure gradient for crude oil A at different temperatures (50% water cut).

Pressure Gradient (kPa/m)

Temperature
Q) 0.55 m/s 0.65 m/s 0.76 m/s 0.88 m/s 0.99 m/s 1.1 m/s 1.21 m/s
30 1.09 1.40 1.80 2.19 2.77 3.28 3.79

40 0.99 1.26 1.61 1.99 2.57 3.09 3.57
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3.3. Droplet Size

The objective of this paper is to analyze the flow characteristics of water-in-oil dis-
persion flow, and other flow patterns will be studied in subsequent studies. Generally, oil
viscosity, water fraction, mixture velocity, and temperature are analyzed to characterize the
size of the water droplet.

3.3.1. Effect of Oil Viscosity

The influence of the oil viscosity on the droplet size is illustrated in Figure 8. It can be
seen that the SMD of water droplets in crude oil B is obviously larger than that in crude
oil C when the temperature and mixing velocity are constant, and the concentration of the
dispersed phase is approximately equal. This is because the viscosity of crude oil C is nine
times that of crude oil B. The higher the viscosity of the continuous phase, the greater the
resistance of water droplets to collision and coalescence, making it difficult to form larger
water droplets. Furthermore, the shear effect of the pump on the dispersed flow formed by
crude oil C is greater than that of oil B, resulting in the difference in droplet size increases
with the growth of fluid flow velocity.

]
ool e ew
B E\
180 | . B
[ —=—Crude oil B, WF=0.47 n
—®— Crude oil C, WF= 0.5
160 [
| [ @
S 140
a \5
s ol \i
w2

100 - \.
. \§

80 - \Q\
@

ol 1L & 1 o0,y )
02 04 06 08 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0

Mixture velocity (m/s)
Figure 8. Comparison of SMD of crude oil B with crude oil C (T = 60 °C).

3.3.2. Effect of Water Fraction

Water fraction significantly affects water droplet diameter. The relationship between
the droplet size and the water fraction is shown in Figure 9. There are similar changing
trends in droplet size for the three oils. Consistent with the finding by Ward and Knud-
sen [47], as the water fraction rises near the inverting point, the SMD of water droplets
increases. The increase of SMD becomes larger when the water content is relatively high.
The SMD curve of crude oil C at the velocity of 0.6 m/s is analyzed. The SMD of water
droplets changes from 56.89 um to 82.68 um when the water content increases from 20%
to 39%. In stark contrast, the SMD of water droplets increases obviously from 129.52 pm
with 50% water content to 188.56 pm with 67% water content at the same velocity. It can
be considered that the increase in SMD is due to the effect of water volume fraction and
the concentration of asphaltenes and resins in oil. On the one hand, the greater the water
content, the larger the surface area of water, and the greater the probability of collision and
coalescence between water droplets. On the other hand, the resins and asphaltenes in the
oil can adsorbed at the oil-water interface to stabilize water droplets in the oil [18]. At low
water content, the content of asphaltenes decreases as the volume fraction of continuous
phase decreases, while there is still enough to adsorb at the surface of the increased water
droplets and reduce the collision and coalescence of water droplets, leading to little differ-
ence in the SMD. As the water content exceeds 40%, the amount of water droplets increases
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Figure 9. Effect of the water fraction on SMD at different flow velocities: (a) crude oil A (T =40 °C);
(b) crude 0il B (T = 60 °C); (c) crude o0il C (T = 60 °C).

3.3.3. Effect of Temperature

Figure 10 displays the effect of temperature on SMD for crude oils B and C. Increasing
the temperature improves the SMD on the condition of different velocities for crude oils
B and C. In this case, on the one hand, the oil-water viscosity ratio decreases with the
increment of temperature, and the shear and disturbance effects on water droplets are
reduced, resulting in the collision between water droplets is more likely to occur. On
the other hand, the interfacial tension decreases with the temperature increasing, but the
asphaltene aggregates will disassociate at high temperatures, resulting in the transformation
of the interfacial film structure, weakening the rigidity of the interfacial film and causing
the water droplets in the oil to become unstable [48]. Therefore, the water droplets are more
likely to collide and coalesce into bigger droplets at a higher temperature.

(b) 180
—B—03ms . —m—03m/s ——1.5m/s
—e—(.6m/s 3 —e—0.6m/s —#—1.8m/s L]
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= *
& et
el 100 v/'b__—-——
[ h ? B S et !"__—-_-__.
‘ ‘ . | = . ‘
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Figure 10. Effect of the temperature on SMD at different flow velocities: (a) crude oil B (WF = 0.47);
(b) crude oil C (WF =0.5).
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3.3.4. Effect of Mixture Velocity

It is clear from Figure 11a that the SMD of water droplet generally decreases gradually
with the increase of mixture velocity. However, with a constant water fraction of 10% and
30%, the SMD increases slightly as the flow velocity increases when the flow rate is greater
than 1 m/s, and the size tends to be stable. This is due to the unstable flow disturbance
with higher mixture velocity.

e —— 0% (b)zwo = —u— 60°C
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30+ % Lo 40°C
0% = —
i 190 |- @
25 L
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7180 f il \'\*
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ar pl, M By e e ] g i el oo B o
0.8 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0

Mixture veloeity (m/fs)

Figure 11. Effect of the mixture velocity on SMD: (a) crude oil A (T = 40 °C); (b) crude oil B
(WF = 0.47); (c) crude oil C (WF = 0.5).

As shown in Figure 11b,c, increasing the flow rate leads to the decline in the water
droplet diameter at a constant temperature, which is attributed to the shear effect of
turbulence disturbance and the increase of pump speed on water droplets. In the case of a
temperature of 60 °C, the curvature change occurs at the flow rate of 1.2 m/s, as shown
in Figure 10b. When the flow rate is 1.6 m/s, the decline rate of the SMD increases first
and then decreases again with the increase of mixture velocity. This indicates that there
is a maximum difference between the breakup velocity and the convergence velocity of
water droplets at the mixture velocity of 1.6 m/s. Thus, the particle size changes greatly. As
the flow rate continues to increase, the shear breakage and collision coalescence of water
droplets gradually reach an equilibrium state, and the increase in disturbance makes it
difficult to further reduce the size. At temperatures of 50 °C and 40 °C, it is found that the
breakpoint appears at a larger mixing flow rate, which is mainly due to the large viscosity
and larger external shear required.

3.4. Apparent Viscosity Model

According to the rheological model theory [49], the experimental apparent viscosity
is obtained: .
CNn—
p=Ky (2)
where 1 is the apparent viscosity, K is the consistency coefficient, n is the rheological index,
and v is the shear rate. The calculation of viscosity is shown in Appendix B.
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3.4.1. Effect of Flow Parameters on the Apparent Viscosity

Figures 12-14 show the influence of flow velocity, water content and temperature on the
apparent viscosity of the three oils. The relationship between the viscosity of oils and flow
velocity as shown in Figure 12. The viscosity of the three oils is changed with the increase of
mixture flow rate, which indicates that the mixture belongs to non-Newtonian fluids.
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Figure 12. Effect of the mixture velocity on apparent viscosity: (a) crude oil A (T =40 °C); (b) crude
oil B (WF = 0.47); (c) crude oil C (WF =0.5).
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Figure 13. Effect of the water fraction on apparent viscosity: (a) crude oil A (T =40 °C); (b) crude oil
B (T =60 °C); (c) crude o0il C (T =70 °C).



Energies 2024, 17, 1573

13 of 21

(a)

Viscosity (mPa-s)

400

350

300

250

200

150

—a—0.3ms (b) »0
—e—(.6m/s r
—a— ().9ms 500 -
—v—1.2m/}s
—— 1.5m/s
—af—1.6m/s

= 1.8m/s
—o—2m/s

s

by

=
T

400 -

Viscosity (mPa-s)
"
I
ES
T

=
=3
T

250
1 n 1 . I " 1 L 1 1 !

40

45 50 55 a0 55 60 65 70

Temperature (°C) Temperature (°C)

Figure 14. Effect of the temperature on apparent viscosity: (a) crude oil B (WF = 0.47); (b) crude oil C
(WF =0.5).

The apparent viscosity at different water fraction are compared in Figure 13. The
apparent viscosity of oil-water mixture increases with the growing of water content in w/o
flow. The increasing water content lead to the larger SMD of water droplets (see Figure 9),
which is benefit to the collision between water droplets, water droplets and continuous
oil phase. The higher interphase friction result in the increasing of viscosity. For oil B
and C, the viscosity is the exponential growth with the amount of water fraction, which
demonstrates that the water content has a greater effect on the viscosity when the water
content is high.

As seen in Figure 14, the viscosity decreases as the temperature increases. Taking crude
oil B and flow rate of 2 m/s as an example, when the temperature increases from 40 °C to
60 °C, the apparent viscosity of the oil B decreases from 388 mPa-s to 160 mPa-s. This is
because that viscosity of the continuous oil phase is greatly affected by the temperature.
The higher the temperature, the longer intermolecular spacing within the oil, the weaker
the interaction, thus the viscosity is decreased.

3.4.2. Effect of Interfacial Area Concentration on the Apparent Viscosity

The interfacial characteristics were used to understand the interfacial transfer of mass,
momentum, and energy and further provide the necessary parameters for the two-fluid
model [50,51]. Several experimental results showed that the interfacial area concentration of
bubbles was related to the gas-liquid flow rate [52,53] and was affected by the coalescence
and rupture between bubbles and turbulent eddies [54]. However, the study of interfacial
area concentration for oil-water two-phase was relatively less. Moreover, the impact of
interfacial area concentration on the viscosity was not studied. The above experimental
results show that different flow parameters will form different droplet sizes, resulting in
various interfacial areas of oil-water two-phase and viscosity. In this paper, we attempt to
study the relationship between the interfacial area concentration and viscosity.

The interfacial area concentration, g;, is defined as:

N N
a; = Z Sj/vmix = 7'[2 d]Z/Vmix (3)
j=1 j=1

where §; is the surface area of droplets, m?; d j is the diameter of the droplets, m; Vi is
the volume of oil-water two phase dispersed flow mixture, m?3; and N is the total number
of droplets.

It should be noted that the interfacial area concentration in this paper is the average
interfacial area concentration on the cross-section of the sampling position. As shown in
Figure 15, the apparent viscosity increases with increasing interfacial area concentration
at various mixture velocities. The reason for this is that the contact area between the two
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phases becomes larger with the increase of interfacial area concentration, which enhances
the friction resistance. Besides, there is a growth trend for the interfacial area concentration
as mixture velocity rises. The reason is considered to be directly related to the size of
the droplet. The larger the mixture velocity, the bigger the shear action, the smaller the
size, and the larger the number of the water droplets, which increases the interfacial
area concentration.
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Figure 15. Viscosity at different mixture velocities: (a) crude o0il B at 60 °C; (b) crude oil C at 70 °C;
(c) crude oil D at 40 °C.

3.4.3. The new Apparent Viscosity Model

The existing viscosity models do not fully consider the influencing factors, and the
undetermined parameters contained in the model closely relate to the physical properties of
oil and experimental conditions, which weakens the applicability of the models. Therefore,
it is of great significance to establish a quantitative viscosity model which can be applied to
different oil-water systems.

Based on the analysis of influencing factors, the viscosity of oil-water two-phase ym
can be derived using the following equation:

,um:f(,u/P/U/WF/D/ai) (4)

where pr, is the viscosity of mixture, y is the viscosity of single-phase fluid, p is the density
of single-phase fluid, v is the flow velocity of fluid, WF is the water fraction, D is the inner
diameter of tube, and a; is the interfacial area concentration.

The parameters are dimensionless and are defined as:

Npm = f(Resm Regw, WF, Frm, AC) )
where the Nm, Reso, Resw, Frm, and A. can be described as Ny, = /p39D3/tim,
Reso = poUsoD/ Mo, Resw = pwVswD/pw, Frm = vmz/gL, and A. = a;D, respectively.

Therefore, the viscosity model of water-in-oil emulsion can be expressed as follows:

Nm = aReso? Regy 2ZWE? Fr b4 A b5 (6)

The model constants 4, by, by, b3, by, and bs in the equation can be obtained by solving
linear equations.
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The viscosity model for crude oils A, B, and C can be expressed as:
i = 442 / om2gD3/ ( Ree, "33 Ry, 01697 W~ 10844, —00319 4 71.4185) )

ym — 9300 /pngDf)‘/ (Reso3.5552Resw—1.8155WF2.4175Frm—0.8477AC—0.2093) (8)

fm = 34 / om2gD3/ ( Reey 8721 Re,,, ~ 12648 F0-5656 ). —03339 ACO.5387) )

The comparison of the experimental results with the predicted viscosity of water-in-oil
emulsion is shown in Figure 16. As we can see, the calculation results of the model fit the
viscosity data for different oils, among which the average relative errors are 10.1%, 4.8%,
and 9.1% for oils A, B, and C, respectively. The maximum relative error remains within 18%,
15%, and 21% for oils A, B, and C, respectively, which is within the acceptable range. The
reason for the difference is that there are statistical errors in droplet size when calculating
the interfacial area concentration. The interfacial area concentration in this paper is just
an average value over the sampling position. Actually, the interfacial area concentration
varies with radial and axial positions [50]. In addition, the experimental apparent viscosity
calculated according to the rheological model is one of the reasons for the error between
the values of the model and the experiment.
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Figure 16. Comparison of the predicted viscosity with experimental viscosity: (a) crude oil A;
(b) crude oil B; (c) crude oil C.

4. Conclusions

In this study, with the help of visualization photographic image, real-time sampling,
micro-photographing, and differential pressure fluctuation analysis, five main flow regimes
were identified for three crude oils, namely w/o dispersed flow, w/o&w intermittent flow,
w/o&w core-annular flow, (w/0)/w flow and o/w dispersed flow. The flow pattern and
the boundary of flow were extremely affected by the water fraction, mixture velocity, and
physical properties of oil. With the increase in temperature, the transition occurred at a
higher water fraction. The high viscosity caused difficulty in forming the o/w dispersed
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flow. The water fraction had a great effect on the pressure gradient, which implied the
significant difference between the oil continuous flow and water continuous flow. The peak
of pressure drop was observed at the inversion area. The phase inversion water fraction
was related to the oil viscosity and composition, especially for the asphaltenes and resins.
The high temperature contributed to the w/o dispersed flow.

The Influence of oil properties, water cut, temperature, and flow velocity on the Sauter
Mean Diameter of water droplets in oil-dominant flow was analyzed. Its essence was that
the flow parameters played an important role in breakup and collision coalescence of water
droplets. Physical properties of crude oil also influenced the droplet size. Much smaller
water droplets were observed in the oil phase when the asphaltenes and resins in crude oil
had better adsorption at the oil-water interface.

Moreover, we explore the relationship between the interfacial area concentration and
apparent viscosity, which shows that the apparent viscosity increases with the interfacial
area concentration increasing. The quantitative relationship between oil-water interfacial
concentration and mixture viscosity is proposed, which shows the predicted values are
in good agreement with the experimental results. The difference is the error of the ex-
perimental apparent viscosity calculation method and the calculation error of interfacial
area concentration caused by the inaccuracy of droplet data. The influence of oil-water
interfacial characteristics on flow characteristics is clearly given, which has certain guid-
ing significance for the research on oil-water two-phase flow characteristics and actual
production work.
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Appendix A

The flow pattern is determined by a combination of visual photography, local sampling,
microphotography, and differential pressure analysis. Five different flow patterns are
distinguished as follows. For continuous oil flow, the pipe wall is obscured by black crude
oil, which makes it hard to observe the flow structure with the help of a photographic
image. For w/o dispersed flow, the pressure drop is larger when the water content is high,
but the amplitude changes with time, and the water droplets are dispersed in the oil from
the microscopic image, as shown in Figure A1l. For w/o&w intermittent flow, the pressure
drop fluctuates greatly with a certain periodicity, and the compound droplets appear on
the microscopic image, as shown in Figure A2. For water continuous flow, the fluctuation
of pressure is small for three flow patterns, and the flow pattern can be easily distinguished
by visual images and micrographs, as shown in Figures A3-A5.

(1) w/odispersed flow
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Figure A1. Visual photography, microphotography, and the change of differential pressure for oil C

with w/o dispersed flow.
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Figure A2. Visual photography, microphotography and the change of differential pressure for oil C

with w/o&w intermittent flow.

(3) w/o&w core-annular flow
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Figure A3. Visual photography, microphotography and the change of differential pressure for oil C

with w/o&w core-annular flow.
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4) (w/o)/w flow
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Figure A4. Visual photography, microphotography, and the change of differential pressure for oil C
with (w/0)/w flow.

(5) o/w dispersed flow
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Figure A5. Visual photography, microphotography, and the change of differential pressure for oil B
with o/w dispersed flow.

Appendix B

In this paper, a Power law model is used to study the rheological properties of fluids.
The oil-water emulsion is regarded as an incompressible homogeneous fluid with no
obvious slip on the tube wall. The shear rate of a non-Newtonian fluid in a pipe can be

calculated by Equation (Al):
du 8V (3n' +1
().~ () o

where u is the flow velocity at a point on the cross-section of the pipe flow, m/s; r is the

distance from a point on the cross-section of the pipe flow to the center of the pipe, m; D is

the inner diameter of the pipeline, m; and V is the average flow rate of the fluid, m/s.
The shear stress on the pipe wall is expressed as:

APD

T (A2)

T —

where T, is shear stress, N/m?; AP is the pressure difference, Pa; L is the pipe length
corresponding to the measurement of pressure difference, m.
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Therefore, for the power-law fluid, it can be obtained:

(A3)

APD _  (8V3n +1\"
4L D 4

Taking the logarithm of both sides simultaneously:

1n<A4PLD> - nln(sg> +1n[1<<3”4;;1> ] (A4)

Plot on double logarithmic coordinates with % as the horizontal coordinate and

% as the vertical coordinate, and obtain the fitting curve. n is the tangent slope of the

3n'+1
4n’

n
corresponding point on the curve and K( ) is the corresponding intercept. For the

power-law fluid, n’ = n.
The experimental apparent viscosity is obtained by Equation (2). Taking the data

of crude oil B at 60 °C as an example to calculate the viscosity, the results are shown in
Table Al.

Table Al. The apparent viscosity of w/o emulsion formed by crude oil B at 40 °C.

Um .
WF (m/s) " K v (mll’la-s)
0.3 94.67 107.52
0.4 126.22 105.50
0.6 189.33 102.72
0.8 252.44 100.79
0.9 283.99 100.01
0.2 1 0.9341 0.1452 315.55 99.31
1.2 378.66 98.13
1.4 441.77 97.13
1.6 504.88 96.28
1.8 567.99 95.54
2 631.10 94.88
0.3 91.08 168.62
0.4 125.45 166.51
0.6 188.17 163.59
0.8 250.89 161.55
0.9 282.25 160.72
0.3 1 0.9563 0.2056 313.62 159.98
1.2 376.34 158.71
1.4 439.06 157.65
1.6 501.79 156.73
1.8 564.51 155.93
2 627.23 155.21
0.3 94.67 458.86
0.4 126.23 450.19
0.6 189.35 438.26
0.8 252.46 429.98
0.9 284.02 426.64
0.52 1 0.9337 0.6204 315.58 423.67
1.2 378.70 418.58
14 441.81 414.33
1.6 504.93 410.68
1.8 568.04 407.49

2 631.16 404.65
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