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(Emulsion stability & factors to be considered)

Synopsis

Measure the effect of initial concentration of
surfactant (SDS), centrifugal time, temperature,
electrolytes on the amount of oil separated fr-
om 50% LP-50% water emulsions.

Exponentially increasing, stability with elec-
trolyte concentrations is related with SDS
absorption increase and change in absorbed
film characteristics.

Two of the important factors to have a st-
able emulsion are elasticity and viscosity of
the interfacial film, as Parkinson and Sherman

pointed out.
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%The values reported here are average of data ob-
tained on emulsions with specific interfacial areas of
1.85 tol.92 X 10*cm?/ml. oil as determined from adsorp

tion data.
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