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Table 1 Experimental parameters and ranges
Vmix Wa Ttin Retin
0.0 25 C 4000 ~ 6000
0.2 25 C 1500 ~ 9000
) 50 C 2500 ~ 10000
2m/s |, |2 C [ 1500 ~ 9000
) 50 C 2500 ~ 10000
0.7 25 C 1500 ~ 9000
) 50 C 2500 ~ 10000
25 C 1500 ~ 9000
3 m/s 0.7 50 C 2500 — 10000
25 C 1500 ~ 9000
5 m/s 0.7 50 C | 2500 ~ 10000 Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of
experimental facilities
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Fig. 6 Effect of film subcooling and Fig. 7 Comparison between the
film Reynolds number on correlation and the experiments

average heat transfer coefficient
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