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Fig.1. Distribution of the collected data against the Hewitt and Roberts (1969) flow patterns map
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Fig. 2. The variation of the interfacial friction factors with superficial gas Reynolds number
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Fig. 3. The variation of the interfacial friction factors with the modified Weber number
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Fig. 4. The variation of the interfacial friction factors with the modified Weber number for

different superficial liquid velocity
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Fig. 6. Viscosity effect on interfacial friction factor at usg=30m/s
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Fig. 7. Comparison of interfacial friction factor data points with predictions of various correlations


