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 ÖZ 

İki fazlı yatay yerçekimsel ayrıştırıcılar petrol sektöründe genellikle petrol ve gazın birbirinden ayrıştırılması için kullanılırlar. 

İlgili literatürde ayrıştırıcının optimum çap ve uzunluğun belirlenmesi amacıyla çeşitli çalışmalar mevcuttur. Her ne kadar 

ayrıştırma plakası, ayrıştırma hızını arttırmak için kullanılmakta ise de, ayrıştırma plakasının akışkan giriş borusunun neresine 

yerleştirileceği konusunda kesin bir yaklaşım bulunmamaktadır. 

Bu çalışmada ayrıştırıcının ana hacmi, kullanılan petrol ve gazın belirli bir karışım miktarı için tanımlanmıştır. Ayrıştırma 

plakasının konumu ve farklı hız değerlerinin ayrışma verimi üzerindeki etkileri, hesaplamalı akışkanlar dinamiği (HAD) metodu 

kullanılarak ayrıştırma plakasının üç farklı konumu (100 mm, 150 mm ve 200 mm) ve dört farklı giriş hızı (0,25 m/s, 0,5 m/s, 0,75 

m/s ve 1 m/s) için incelenmiştir.  

İki fazlı, üç boyutlu ve tam türbülanslı akış analizleri sonucunda, en iyi ayrışma verim değerinin yaklaşık %99 ile ayrıştırıcı 

plakanın, borunun üst noktasına 200 mm uzaklıkta ve karışımın sisteme giriş hızının 0,25 m/s olduğu değerde iken sağlandığını 

ortaya koymuştur.  

Anahtar Kelimeler: Petrol gaz ayrıştırılması, iki fazlı akış, yatay ayrıştırıcı. 

Computational Analysis of Effects of Location of the 

Diverter Plate and Inlet Velocity on the Efficiency of 

Two-Phase Flow Separator 

ABSTRACT 

Two-phase horizontal gravity separators are generally used in the petroleum industry for gas and liquid separation. There are several 

studies in the relevant literature that reports various methods to determine the optimum diameter and length of the separator. 

Although the diverter plate is used to increase the separation speed, there is not any exact approach for specifying the appropriate 

location of the diverter plate on the inlet pipe. In the present study, the main volume of the separator is defined for a particular 

amount of mixture of oil and gas. Effects of the location of the diverter plate and inlet velocity on the separation efficiency are 

investigated for three locations of the diverter plate (100 mm, 150 mm, 200 mm) and four different inlet velocities (0,25 m/s, 0,5 

m/s, 0,75 m/s, 1 m/s) by means of computational fluid dynamics (CFD) method. Two-phase, three-dimensional (3D) and fully 

turbulent flow simulations reveal that the highest separation efficiency is obtained as 99% when the straight diverter plate is 200 

mm far away from the top inlet and the inlet velocity is 0,25 m/s. 

Keywords: Oil gas separation, two-phase flow, horizontal separator   

  
1. INTRODUCTION 

In the oil industry, the separator is a pressure vessel 

utilized to separate liquids extracted from gas and oil 

wells to liquid and gaseous constituents [1]. Separating 

the well flow into gas free-liquid and liquid-free gases is 

the aim of the best separator design and selection. In the 

ideal condition, liquid and gas attain a balance of state at 

the present conditions of temperature and pressure inside 

the vessel [2]. Heavy oil dissolved in water tends to 

remain dispersed due to the high reduction factors [3]. Oil 

droplets accumulate at the top of the pipeline because the 

density of oil droplets is lower than the density of water 

[4-5]. The density difference between components is the 

principle separators process. These differences permit 

stratifying the constituents as moving gradually with 

liquid on the bottom and the gas on top. Solids like sand 

settle down in the base of the separator as well. The 

mixed fluid extracted from gas and oil separated into gas, 

oil, and water [6-9]. 

Horizontal, spherical and vertical are the most common 

designs for building separators. When the volume of total 
*Sorumlu Yazar  (Corresponding Author)  
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liquids is obtainable and amounts of dissolved gas in it, 

horizontal separators are installed. Mainly, the procedure 

could be phase removal of gas, water, oil and possibly 

sand. Separation efficiency by reducing the size and 

designing the most appropriate separator is significant in 

the oil industry. Pressure fluctuations induced by two-

phase gas-solid flow have been experimentally 

investigated in a large-scale cyclone separator [10]. 

The present paper exhibits a series of simulations for a 

horizontal separator by employing Euler-model. By this 

method, the two-phase flow behavior of a horizontal 

separator can be demonstrated.  

1.1.  Horizontal Separators 

For elevated gas oil ratio (GOR) wells, horizontal 

separators are constantly employed. A horizontal two-

phase separator is displayed in Figure 1. When the liquids 

enter the separator and hit the inlet diverter, it results in 

abrupt alterations in momentum at the inlet, the early 

gross separation of vapor and fluids happens. Because of 

the gravity force, the fluid droplets drop out of the gas 

flow to the vessel floor. 

In addition to the traditional homogeneous model, a new 

liquid model is presented to obtain pressure gradient, 

retention and shear rate estimates in liquid-liquid 

distributions [11]. Generally, four main functional zones 

can be identified in  a  horizontal two-phase separator 

[12- 13]. The CFD model can be usefully used for the 

designing of interiors of off-shore three-phase separators, 

such as skid proof curtains and sluice [14- 15]. The 

primary separation zone, which is desired for separating 

the bulk fluid from the gas flow, is the section between 

the inlet nozzle and first baffle. The gravity settling zone 

is downstream from the primary separation zone. This 

section is utilized for entraining globules to settle from 

the wet gas stream. Normally, gravity settling zone 

resides a vast segment of the vessel volume during which 

the gas passes at a comparatively low velocity. The 

droplet coalescing zone is coming after the gravity 

settling zone. This section might be vane packs, parallel 

plates, spiral flow demisters, and mesh pads. Based upon 

impingement and inertial separation principles, the 

droplet coalescing zone assists in removing extremely 

tiny droplets. 

 

 
Figure 1. A typical scheme of a horizontal two-phase separator 

[4]  

 

 

 

 

Table 1. Mesh independence study 

 

 

2. METHODOLOGY AND MATHEMATICAL 

MODEL 

This study was performed by utilizing computational 

fluid dynamics (CFD) technique to reveal the influence 

of the change of geometric parameters like the distance 

between the inlet and plate diverter and position of the 

inlet top and side arrangements on the separation 

efficiency. Effects of inlet velocity were also 

investigated. These are the most important aspects of the 

design process of a separator as indicated in the literature 

[16-18]. In this section physical model including the 

dimensions of the separator and diverter plates for 

separator with top inlet and side inlet, mesh structure, 

boundary conditions applied to the simulations and 

corresponding mathematical equations are presented. 

The present study demonstrates the results of a series of 

simulations of three dimensional (3D) model of a two-

phase gas-oil horizontal separator under steady-state 

conditions. The separator under consideration has a 

length of 3 m and a height of 0,9 m while both inlet and 

outlet pipes are 1 m long. The inlet diverter plate has a 

length of 0.3 m, the width of 0.270 m. Three horizontal 

distances (100 mm, 150 mm, and 200 mm) were 

investigated to reveal its effect on the separator 

efficiency, (Fig.3).   

 
Figure 3. Dimensions of the horizontal separator under    

consideration 

 

A working domain consists of inlet and both outlet pipes 

and the horizontal separator has meshed for simulations. 

As presented in Table 1, a mesh independence study was 

conducted with several mesh elements. It is seen that 

increasing the number of mesh elements decreases the 

difference between the calculated separation efficiency 

Mesh 

Structure 

Number of 

element 

Separation 

efficiency 

Difference 

(%) 

Coarser 201248 95.1 4.9 

Coarse 310233 96.4 3.6 

Normal 423396 97.8 2.2 

Fine 526778 98.6 1.4 

Finer 684902 99.772 0.2 
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and the ideal efficiency (100%). The minimum difference 

was obtained with the finer mesh that contains 984902 

elements, therefore, all the simulations were performed 

with the finer mesh as shown in Table 1. 

As shown in Fig.4 relatively denser mesh elements were 

used towards the outer walls of the pipes and separator 

and also at the intersection of the lateral areas of the 

separator with the two ends of it. It was checked that the 

non-dimensional grid spacing (y+) for each velocity 

changes between 70 and 120.  

 
Figure 4. Mesh elements used on the separator 

 

Figure. 5 shows the boundary conditions applied to the 

domain. The side inlet of the mixture to the pipe seen at 

the left side was specified as velocity inlet while the 

outlet of the pipes seen at top-right and bottom-right was 

set as outflow. At the inlet, both turbulence intensity (I) 

and hydraulic diameter were specified as 1% and 0,1 m, 

respectively. The turbulence intensity (I) is calculated as 

the function of the Reynolds (Re) number (Eq.1). 

𝐼 = 0.16(𝑅𝑒𝐷)−0.25     (1) 

The pipe lateral walls, the diverted plates as well as the 

separator walls were defined as wall type. 

 

 

Figure 5. Boundary conditions applied to the horizontal 

separator 

 

The gas was selected as the primary phase since the gas 

volume fraction was higher than in oil-gas mixture. Here, 

the oil was termed as a secondary phase. The density and 

viscosity of the oil and gas are assumed as to be 825 

kg/m3, 60.8 kg/m3 and 0.00237 kg/ms and 0.000012 

kg/ms, respectively.  

The corresponding mathematical equations for the steady 

and incompressible flow are presented below where Eq.2 

and Eq.3 show continuity and momentum equations, 

respectively, [19]. 

𝜕𝑢

𝜕𝑥
+

𝜕𝑣

𝜕𝑦
+

𝜕𝑤

𝜕𝑧
= 0      (2)                                                                                            

∇ ∙ (𝜌�⃗��⃗�) = −𝛻𝑝 + 𝛻 ∙ (𝜏̅)+𝜌�⃗� + 𝐹 ⃗⃗⃗⃗     (3)                                                                                        

where 𝑝 is the static pressure, 𝜏̅ is the stress tensor, 𝜌�⃗� 

and �⃗� are the gravitational body force and external body 

force, respectively.  

For two-phase flow simulations, the Euler-method was 

adopted. It is reported that standard k- turbulence model 

is robust, economic and accurate for a wide range of 

turbulent flows in industrial application [19], therefore, 

standard k- turbulence model was chosen as turbulence 

model. Eq. 4 and Eq.5 represents the turbulence kinetic 

energy (k) and its dissipation (), respectively, [20]. 

                                                                                                                                                

𝐷𝑘

𝐷𝑡
=

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑗
[(

𝑣𝑡

𝜎𝑘
 

𝜕𝑘

𝜕𝑥𝑗
)

𝜕𝑘

𝜕𝑥𝑗
] + 𝑣𝑡

𝜕𝑢𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑗
[

𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑥𝑗
+

𝜕𝑢𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
] − 𝜀   

 (4)                                           

𝐷𝜀

𝐷𝑡
=

𝜕

𝜕𝑥𝑗
[

𝑣𝑡

𝜎𝜀
 

𝜕𝑘

𝜕𝑥𝑗
] + 𝐶1𝑣𝑡 

𝜀

𝑘

𝜕𝑢𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑗
[

𝜕𝑢𝑖

𝜕𝑥𝑗
+

𝜕𝑢𝑗

𝜕𝑥𝑖
] − 𝐶2

𝜀2

𝑘
       (5) 

The magnitudes of the coefficients seen in the above 

equations are given as follows: 

𝐶𝜇 = 0.09   𝐶1 = 1.44, 𝐶2 = 1.92  , 𝜎𝑘 = 1.0 , 𝜎𝜀 = 1.3 

The separation efficiency () were calculated as given in 

Eq.6. [21]. 

 = 100 ∗
�̇�𝑜𝑖𝑙 𝑖𝑛𝑙𝑒𝑡   −  �̇�𝑜𝑖𝑙 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑡𝑒𝑛𝑡 𝑖𝑛 𝑔𝑎𝑠 𝑜𝑢𝑡𝑙𝑒𝑡

�̇�𝑜𝑖𝑙 𝑖𝑛𝑙𝑒𝑡
  (6)     
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For a continuity equation the (q) phase, this equation has 

the following form [19]. 

(
1

ρq
) ∗ [∇ ∙ (αq ∗ ρq ∗ vq) = Sαq + ∑ (�̇�pq

n
p=1 − �̇�qp)] 

(7)             

 

3.  RESULTS AND DISCUSSION  

Validation of the study was successfully achieved by 

comparing the results with the data of Efendioglu et al., 

2014 [21]. The difference between the two studies was 

found to be 0.5% for the distance between the inlet and 

diverter plate. It is seen that the gap between the results 

closes to 0.1% for the other distances (Fig.6).  

 

Figure 6. Comparison of the present study with the data of 

Efendioglu et al., 2014 [21] 

Horizontal separators have been used to separate the gas 

and oil by means of inlet diverter(s) that isolates the oil 

and gas quickly by altering the direction and velocity. 

After that, in gas and liquid interface the liquid droplets 

are impacted by gravitational force in the gravity settling 

part. For various inlet velocities, the liquid entrainment 

in the gas outlet was measured. Fig.7 demonstrates the 

velocity vector for mixture phase when the diverter plate 

at L=200 mm and the mix enters the separator with 0.75 

m/sec. It is seen that the mixture issuing from the top inlet 

with a high velocity impinges on the diverter plate by the 

gravitational effects. After the impingement, the velocity 

decreases and flow change its direction and most of the 

fluid is diverted downward in the separator. Furthermore, 

the momentum of the droplet is exchanged to some 

extent. Thus, because of the impact of gravity the 

droplets are settled down before the gas flows toward the 

exit with a lower velocity. This low velocity is required 

to give enough retention time for the oil droplets and 

allow the settlement of the oil film (Fig.6). This outcome 

agrees with the literature [20, 22]. 

 

Figure 7. Velocity vector of horizontal separator top inlet when 

L = 200 mm and velocity 0.75 m/s 

The flow field for the inlet velocity of 0,25 m/s at the 

distance of L=200 mm at the side inlet is demonstrated in 

Fig. 8. The occurrence of the streamline will impact the 

separation efficiency as oil droplets will exit with the gas 

from the gas outlet. The upsurge of vortex flow of 

mixture in separator leads to the declining efficiency of 

separation.   

As shown in Fig.9 initially, as the mixture entered the 

separator the velocity was 1 m/s and distance between 

diverter plate from top inlet was 100 mm. The oil droplets 

move downward to the separator, gas attempting to move 

up to the top of it. Moreover, by the increase of the 

velocity of the mixture inlet, the streamlines will clearly 

show more swirl stream. The occurrence of the swirl 

stream will impact the separation efficiency as oil 

droplets will exit with the gas from the gas outlet. When 

upsurge the vortex flow in separator the efficiency of 

separation of the mixture is decreased. 

 

(a) 

 

(b) 

Figure 8. Streamlines values for L=200 mm and velocity 1 m/s 

(a) side inlet (b) top inlet 
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(b) 

Figure 9. Streamlines colored by velocity values for L=100 mm 

and velocity 1 m/s (a) Cut at the half of the inlet pipe, 

(b) Cut at the half of the outlet pipes 

Volume fractions for oil and gas phases are given in 

Fig.10 and Fig.11 for various inlet velocities. It is seen 

that subsequent the collision of the mixture with the 

diverter plate, the layers of oil fraction change its color 

from red to blue that means when the velocity increases 

the less amount of oil separates from the mixture. The 

intersection between these layers indicates a fluid 

mixture between oil and gas phases. When velocity 

increases from 0,25 m/s to 1,00 m/s the region of mixture 

layers extends that indicates lower separation efficiency 

as stated in the literature [17, 21]. 

 
Figure 10. The volume fraction of phases for V=0,5 m/s, at 

diverter plate distance L=150 mm 

 

Figure 11. The volume fraction of phases for V=0,25 m/s, at 

diverter plate distance L=150 mm 

 

Change of efficiency as a function of the mixture inlet 

velocity is provided in Fig.12, Fig.13 and Fig.14 for 

various distances between the inlet and the diverter. It is 

seen that there is an inverse correlation between the 

efficiency and the inlet velocity. As the inlet velocity 

increases the overall separation efficiency of the 

separator decreases gradually. The highest separation 

efficiency is obtained for L=200 mm as 99,772%. While 

the distance between the inlet and the diverter decreases 

the separation efficiency decreases to 99,688% for 

L=150mm and 99,608% for L=100 mm. It must be kept 

in mind that these efficiencies are obtained for the lowest 

inlet velocity. As indicated before, when the inlet 

velocity increases the separation efficiencies decreases. 

Regardless of the distances, the side inlet provides higher 

efficiency than the separation efficiency obtained for the 

top inlet. 

 

Figure 12. Change of separation efficiency with the side and 

top inlet velocities for L=200 mm distances between the 

inlet and diverter plate 
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Figure 12. Change of separation efficiency with the side and 

top inlet velocities for L=150 mm distances 

between the inlet and diverter plate 

 

 

Figure 13. Change of separation efficiency with the side and 

top inlet velocities for L=100 mm distances 

between the inlet and diverter plate 

 

4.  CONCLUSIONS 

The present paper reveals the effect of the mixture inlet 

velocity and the distance between the inlet and the 

diverter plate in an oil-gas separator used in the oil 

industry. For this purpose, various plate distances, inlet 

locations, and velocities were considered by means of 

CFD technique. The validation of the numerical results 

was successfully achieved by comparing with the 

available data obtained in the open literature. It is found 

that there is an inverse correlation between the inlet 

velocity and the separation efficiency and direct 

proportion between the distance and efficiency. 

Positioning the inlet pipe to the side of the separator 

provides higher separation efficiency than locating the 

pipe to the top of the separator. The highest distance 

between the inlet and the diverter provides the highest 

efficiency. 

 

REFERENCES 

 
[1] Pourahmadi Laleh A., Svrcek W. Y., and Monnery, W. 

D. ‘Design criteria for oilfield separators improved by 

computational fluid dynamics’, Chemical Engineering 

& Technology, 35: 2, 323-333, (2012). 

[2] Fakhru’l-Razi A., Pendashteh A., Abdullah L. C., Biak D. 

R. A., Madaeni S. S., and Abidin, Z. Z., ‘Review of 

technologies for oil and gas produced water treatment’, 

Journal of Hazardous Materials, 170: 2, 530-551, 

(2009).  

[3] Loh W.L., Premanadhan V.K. ‘Experimental 

investigation of viscous oil-water flows in pipeline’, 

Journal of Petroleum Science and Engineering, 147: 

87-97, (2016). 

[4] Burlutskii E. ‘CFD study of oil-in-water two-phase flow 

in horizontal and vertical pipes’, Journal of Petroleum 

Science and Engineering, 162: 524-531, (2018).  

 

[5] Shi J., Gourma M.,  Yeung H. ‘CFD simulation of 

horizontal oil-water flow with matched density and 

medium viscosity ratio in different flow regimes’, 

Journal of Petroleum Science and Engineering, 151: 

373-383, (2017). 

[6] Abdolhamid H. R., Al-Baghdadi M. A. S., and Hinshiri, 

A. K. E. ‘Evaluation of bio-surfactants enhancement on 

bioremediation process efficiency for crude oil 

contaminated soil at oilfield’, Strategic Study. Ovidius 

Univ. Ann. Chem., 20: 25-30, (2009). 

[7] Song X., Yang Y., Zhang T., Xiong K., Wang Z. ‘Studies 

on water carrying of diesel oil in upward inclined pipes 

with different inclination angle’, Journal of Petroleum 

Science and Engineering, 157: 780-792, (2017). 

[8] Zhongyia W., Changlong Y., Jia H., Yunlianga Y. ‘The 

analysis of internal flow field in oil-gas separator’, 

Procedia Engineering, 15: 4337-4341, (2011). 

[9] Thi Lea T., Ich Ngoa S., Lima Y.,  Park C., Leeb B., Kim 

B., Lim D. ‘Three-phase Eulerian computational fluid 

dynamics of air-water–oil separator under off-shore 

operation’, Journal of Petroleum Science and 

Engineering, 171: 731-747, (2018). 

[10] Jia M., Wang D., Yana C., Song J.,  Han Q., Chen F., Wei 

Y. ‘Analysis of the pressure fluctuation in the flow field 

of a large-scale cyclone separator’, Powder Technology, 

343: 49-57, (2019). 

[11] Picchi D., Strazza D., Demori M., Ferrari V., Poesio V. 

‘An experimental investigation and two-fluid model 

validation for dilute viscous oil in water dispersed pipe 

flow’, Experimental Thermal and Fluid Science, 60: 28-

34, (2015). 

[12] Stewart M., and Arnold K. ‘Emulsions and oil treating 

equipment: selection, sizing, and troubleshooting’, Gulf 

Professional Publishing, (2008). 

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

0 0,5 1 1,5

Se
p

ar
at

io
n

 e
ff

ic
ie

n
cy

 (
%

)

Velocity (m/s)

L=150mm
side inlet

40

50

60

70

80

90

100

0 0,5 1 1,5

Se
p

ar
at

io
n

 e
ff

ic
ie

n
cy

 (
%

)

Velocity (m/s)

L=100mm
side inlet



COMPUTATION ANALYSIS OF EFFECTS OF LOCATION OF THE DIVERTER PLATE AND I… Politeknik Dergisi, 2019; 22 (3) : 575-581 

581 

[13] Pouraria H.,  KwanSeo J., Kee Paik J. ‘Numerical 

modeling of two-phase oil–water flow patterns in asubsea 

pipeline’, Ocean Engineering, 115: 135-148, (2016).  

[14] Thi Lea T., Ich Ngoa S.,  Lima Y., Park C.,  Lee B., Kim 

B., Lim D. ‘Effect of simultaneous three-angular motion 

on the performance of an air-water–oil separator under 

offshore operation’, Ocean Engineering, 171: 469-484, 

(2019). 

[15] Pourahmadi Laleh A., Svrcek W.Y., Monnery W.D., 

‘Design criteria for oilfield separators ımproved by 

computational fluid dynamics’, Chemical Engineering 

Technology, 35(2): 323-333, (2012). 

[16] Laleh P. A., Svrcek W. Y., and Monnery W. D.,  

‘Computational fluid dynamics simulation of pilot‐plant‐

scale two‐phase separators’,  Chemical Engineering & 

Technology, 34(2): 296-306, (2011). 

[17] Ghaleni M. M., and MortazaZivdar, M., ‘Hydrodynamic 

analysis of two-phase separator by computational fluid 

dynamic (CFD)’, The 6th International Conference on 

Advanced Computational and Experimenting, Istanbul, 

Turkey, (1-4 July 2012). 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

[18] Dehkordi P.B., Colombo L.P.M., Guilizzoni M., Giorgio 

Sotgia G. ‘CFD simulation with experimental validation 

of oil-water core-annular flows through Venturi and 

Nozzle flow meters’, Journal of Petroleum Science and 

Engineering, 149: 540-552, (2017). 

[19] Fluent, A. 12.0 ‘Theory Guide. Ansys Inc, 5.’ (2009). 

[20] Wilkinson D., Waldie B., Nor M. M., and Lee H. Y., 

‘Baffle plate configurations to enhance separation in 

horizontal primary separators’, Chemical Engineering 

Journal, 77(3): 221-226, (2000).   

[21] Efendioglu A., Mendez, J., and Turkoglu, H. ‘The 

numerical analysis of the flow and separation efficiency 

of a two-phase horizontal oil-gas separator with an inlet 

diverter and perforated plates’, Advances in Fluid 

Mechanics, 10: 133, (2014). 

[22] Abdulkadir M., Hernandez-Perez V., ‘The effect of 

mixture velocity and droplet diameter on oil-water 

separator using computational fluid dynamics (CFD)’, 

world academy of science. Engineering and technology’, 

International Journal of Chemical, Molecular, Nuclear, 

Materials and Metallurgical Engineering, 4: 1 (2010). 


