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Description 

This  invention  relates  to  a  method  for  improving  drag  reduction  in  fluids  flowing  through  conduits.  More 
specifically,  this  invention  relates  to  an  improved  method  for  improving  drag  reduction  in  fluids  flowing 

5  through  conduits  by  injecting  a  drag  reducing  agent  through  at  least  one  land-length  die  having  multiple 
openings,  each  approximately  at  equal  distance  from  the  conduit  wall.  The  method  provides  surprisingly 
increased  drag  reduction  over  current  injection  techniques  by  use  of  the  land-length  die. 

This  invention  is  an  improvement  over  the  invention  described  in  an  application  entitled  "Improved 
Dissolution  Performance  by  Injection  through  a  Die-Type  Nozzle",  filed  concurrently  with  the  present 

io  application,  which  uses  a  multiple  opening  die  comprising  a  mesh  or  simple  die  plate. 
Drag  reduction  of  hydrocarbon  fluids  flowing  through  conduits  is  known  as  described  in  U.S.  Patent 

3,692,676.  This  reference  provides  a  method  by  which  percent  drag  reduction  can  be  measured.  However, 
the  reference  describes  similarly  inserting  the  drag  reducing  additives  as  a  dissolved  solid. 

Other  representative,  but  non-exhaustive  art  in  the  area  includes  U.S.  Patent  3,736,288  in  which  various 
75  drag  reducing  formulations  are  added  to  exhibit  a  staggered  dissolving  or  controlled  dissolving  characteris- 

tic  using  varying  molecular  weight  fractions  and/or  particle  size.  The  reference  also  discloses  pumpability, 
pourability,  stratification  resistance  and  the  like.  U.S.  Patent  3,601,079  describes  a  water-soluble  polymeric 
material  mixed  with  water  in  a  mixing  chamber  prior  to  injection  into  a  pipeline.  U.S.  Patent  3,884,252 
describes  a  process  for  reducing  oxidative  degradation  and  cold  flow  of  polymer  crumb  by  immersing  the 

20  crumb  in  a  non-solvent  and  then  dusting  prior  to  injecting  the  polymer  crumb  or  slurry  of  polymer  crumb 
and  water  into  a  hydrocarbon  fluid  and  allowing  the  crumb  to  gradually  and  continuously  dissolve 
throughout  the  pipeline.  Injection  of  friction  reducing  polymers  is  also  described  in  U.S.  Patent  4,263,926.  A 
drag  reducing  dispersing  metering  system  is  described  in  U.S.  Patent  3,900,043.  WO8703516  discloses  a 
particulate,  free-flowing  and  rapidly  dissolving  ploymer  composition  and  processes  for  the  preparation 

25  thereof. 
There  also  exists  a  group  of  art  relating  to  a  method  for  dissolving  polymers  in  solvent.  This  art  is  non- 

exhaustively  represented  by  U.S.  Patents  2,639,275,  3,468,322,  3,891,593  and  4,537,513.  These  references 
deal  with  methods  for  dissolving  a  fixed  amount  of  polymer  in  a  fixed  amount  of  solvent  utilizing  recycling 
or  dissolving  means.  However,  such  methods  of  dissolving  polymer  require  extra  apparatus  and  it  would  be 

30  highly  preferable  to  inject  drag  reducing  agents  directly  into  a  pipeline. 
It  is  therefore  an  object  of  the  present  invention  to  provide  an  improved  method  for  the  injection  of  drag 

reducing  agents  into  conduits  containing  flowing  liquids  in  order  to  increase  the  drag  reducing  effectiveness 
of  such  additives.  The  present  invention  is  useful  for  both  aqueous  and  hydrocarbon  pipelines  and  can  be 
used  for  injection  of  either  water  soluble  or  hydrocarbon-soluble  drag  reducing  additives.  Such  additives  are 

35  normally  polymers  soluble  in  the  flowing  liquid.  Other  objects  will  become  apparent  to  those  skilled  in  this 
art  as  the  description  proceeds. 

We  have  now  discovered  an  improved  method  for  the  injection  of  high  molecular  weight  polymers  into 
conduits  containing  flowing  liquid  capable  of  dissolving  said  polymers  comprising  injecting  said  polymer  as 
a  solution  containing  up  to  50%  polymer  through  at  least  one  land-length  die  having  multiple  openings 

40  wherein  said  openings  are  preferably  each  substantially  at  equal  distances  from  the  conduit  wall.  The 
openings  are  located  substantially  at  the  injection  end  of  the  die  such  that  the  strands  of  polymer  emerging 
from  each  opening  do  not  recombine  before  they  enter  the  flowing  liquid.  The  die  being  a  land-length  die 
which  provides  even  greater  drag  reducing  effectiveness  than  multiple  openings  alone. 

45  BRIEF  DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  DRAWINGS 

The  drawing  is  a  figure  containing  various  die  configurations  and  placements  which  refer  to  the 
experimental  section  of  the  application. 

50  DETAILED  DESCRIPTION  OF  THE  DRAWINGS 

In  Figure  1,  die  configuration  1-1  shows  a  four-hole  opening  die,  each  opening  1/8-inch  (0.318  cm)  in 
diameter.  Figure  1-2  shows  an  8-hole  opening  die,  each  opening  1/16-inch  (0.159  cm)  in  diameter.  Figure  1- 
3  shows  a  12-hole  opening  die,  each  opening  1/16-inch  (0.159  cm)  in  diameter.  Figure  1-4  shows  a  19-hole 

55  opening  die,  each  opening  1/16-inch  (0.159  cm)  in  diameter.  Figure  1-5  shows  a  12-hole  opening  die,  each 
opening  1/16-inch  (0.159  cm)  in  diameter,  where  the  die  is  placed  within  the  injection  nozzle  (inside  die), 
allowing  the  polymer  to  recombine  prior  to  injection.  Figure  1-6  shows  a  19-hole  opening  die,  each  opening 
1/16-inch  (0.159  cm)  in  diameter,  wherein  the  die  is  an  inside  die  placed  approximately  2  inches  (5.08  cm) 
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inside  the  nozzle.  Figure  1-7  and  1-8  are  comparative  die  configurations  composed  of  3/64-inch  (0.119  cm) 
mesh,  wherein  1-7  is  at  the  injection  end  of  the  nozzle,  and  1-8  contained  the  die  approximately  2  inches 
(5.08  cm)  inside  the  injection  nozzle.  Figure  1-9  shows  the  same  die  placed  in  the  line  twice,  once 
approximately  1-1/2  inches  (3.81  cm)  inside  the  injection  nozzle  and  once  at  the  nozzle  end.  Figure  1-10 

5  shows  a  5-opening  die,  each  opening  3/64  inch  (0.119  cm)  in  diameter,  placed  approximately  3  inches  (7.62 
cm)  inside  the  injection  nozzle.  Figure  1-11  shows  a  three-slot  die,  each  1/2  millimeter  wide,  placed  about  3 
inches  (7.62  cm)  inside  the  injection  nozzle.  Figure  1-12  illustrates  a  conventional  injection  nozzle  having  a 
single  open  port  at  the  injection  end.  Figure  1-13  is  a  restricted  die  having  1  opening  .18  inches  (0.457  cm) 
in  diameter.  Figure  1-14  is  a  1/4-inch  (0.635  cm)  tubing  open  die  having  a  .18-inch  (0.457  cm)  opening. 

io  Figure  1-15  shows  a  preferred  embodiment  comprising  an  8-hole,  4-inch  (10.16  cm)  long  land-length  4-inch 
(10.16  cm)  long  die  having  a  length  to  diameter  ratio  of  approximately  42. 

Figure  1-16  shows  a  die  of  annular  or  ring  nature  with  an  annulus  0.0275  inches  (0.07  cm)  wide  and  a 
length  to  diameter  ratio  of  approximately  72.  Figure  1-17  shows  a  die  of  annular  nature  with  an  annulus 
0.043  inches  (0.109  cm)  wide  and  length  to  diameter  ratio  of  approximately  47.  Figure  1-18  shows  a  die 

is  with  an  0.041  x  0.43  inch  (0.104  x  1.09  cm)  slot  and  a  length  to  diameter  ratio  of  approximately  24.  Figure 
1-  19  shows  a  die  similar  to  1-13  with  a  slot  opening.  Nozzles  1-16,  1-17,  1-18,  and  1-19  were  tested  to 
observe  the  effectiveness  of  die  shapes  other  than  circular.  Relative  to  an  open  end  nozzle,  these  nozzles 
did  show  improvement.  Nozzles  1-16  and  1-18  were  especially  effective.  One  observation  during  injection 
from  these  nozzles  was  that,  although  the  die  shapes  are  not  open  circles,  within  approximately  3  feet 

20  (0.914  m)  downstream  of  the  injection  point,  the  formed  strands  were  solid  cylindrical  shapes.  In  each  case, 
the  strands  underwent  deformation  immediately  past  the  nozzle,  losing  the  formed  shape  and  acquiring  a 
cylindrical  shape.  This  deformation  results  in  the  most  stable  form  for  the  strands,  cylindrical,  under  the 
dynamics  of  the  flowing  liquid. 

Drag  reducing  agents  are  currently  injected  in  the  pipelines  containing  either  aqueous  or  hydrocarbon 
25  liquids  to  effect  drag  reduction.  Obtaining  optimum  drag  reduction  effect  depends  on  placing  such  agents 

so  that  efficient  dissolution  in  the  pipeline  fluid  is  obtained.  Such  agents  can  be  inserted  into  the  pipeline  in 
many  forms,  but  current  practice  is  to  inject  a  very  thick  polymer  solution  containing  up  to  about  50% 
polymer,  but  preferably  containing  10%  polymer  by  weight  or  less.  The  most  preferred  use  for  the  present 
invention  is  for  the  injection  of  high  molecular  weight  (over  one  million)  non-crystalline  hydrocarbon  soluble 

30  drag  reduction  polymers  into  pipelines  containing  flowing  hydrocarbons. 
We  have  discovered  that  obtaining  optimum  dissolution  depends  heavily  upon  die  configuration  and 

injection.  In  current  practice,  one  or  more  single  opening  dies  are  used  to  inject  a  polymer  or  polymer 
solution  into  the  flowing  hydrocarbon  conduit.  Using  the  present  invention,  a  surprising  increase  in  drag 
reduction  efficiency  is  obtained.  The  effect  is  even  greater  than  that  found  when  using  dies  having  multiple 

35  openings. 
The  present  invention  does  not  depend  solely  upon  surface  area  effects,  although  in  general  larger 

surface  areas  are  known  to  give  better  chances  for  dissolution.  Using  the  present  invention,  however,  other 
factors  come  into  play  and  determine  the  overall  effectiveness  of  the  drag  reducing  additive. 

Although  theoretical  in  nature  and  we  do  not  wish  to  be  bound  thereby,  we  believe  that  obtaining 
40  optimum  dissolution  is  dependent  upon  forming  stable  polymeric  strands  of  the  drag  reducing  additives 

which  enter  the  pipeline  flow  stream.  These  additives  then  "wire  draw"  to  smaller  diameter  strands  which 
can  reach  lengths  of  several  hundred  feet  while  dissolving  under  the  dynamic  effects  of  the  flowing  pipeline 
liquid.  Using  the  current  commercial  practice  of  injecting  the  drag  reducing  additive  through  an  individual 
open  port  in  the  pipeline  wall,  only  limited  dissolution  and  stranding  is  obtained.  By  using  a  nozzle  or  port 

45  with  multiple  openings,  dissolution  is  improved.  Likewise,  stranding  is  improved  by  shear  conditioning  of  the 
polymer  solution  to  provide  multiple  strands  which  are  stable  under  the  wire  draw  and  dynamic  effects  of 
the  dissolution  process.  Such  dies  also  provide  optimum  strand  dimensions  for  dissolution,  and  the  land 
length  of  the  present  invention  provides  even  more  strand  stability. 

The  present  invention  is  more  concretely  described  with  reference  to  the  examples  and  figures  below. 
50  The  examples  and  figures  are  provided  to  illustrate  the  present  invention  and  not  to  limit  it. 

The  examples  were  carried  out  according  to  a  test  procedure  which  was  standard  throughout  the 
examples.  In  the  test  procedure,  dissolution  capacity  of  various  nozzles  was  tested  by  injecting  a  drag 
reducing  additive,  CDR®  Flow  Improver,  trademark  of  and  sold  by  Conoco  Specialty  Products  Inc.  into 
Number  2  diesel  fuel  flowing  through  a  2-inch  (5.08  cm)  diameter  pipe  and  measuring  the  resulting  drag 

55  reduction  as  described  in  U.S.  Patent  3,692,676.  The  drag  reducing  test  loop  consists  of  600  feet  (183  m)  of 
2-  inch  (5.08  cm)  schedule  80  pipe  containing  5  segments  of  87  feet  (26.5  m)  each.  The  pressure  differential 
in  each  segment  can  be  measured  sequentially.  The  diesel  fuel,  at  approximately  75  degrees  F  (23.9  °C), 
was  passed  through  the  system  at  60  gallons  (227  dm3)  per  minute  (gpm),  or  6.52  feet  per  second  (1  .99 

3 
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ms-1)  during  testing.  Various  levels  of  CDR  Flow  Improver  additive  102M  (obtained  from  Conoco  Specialty 
Products  Inc.)  was  injected  into  the  system  at  the  same  rate  of  100  parts  per  million  (ppm)  in  each  test  and 
the  resultant  drag  reduction  was  measured  in  each  pipe  segment.  Nineteen  different  nozzles  were  tested, 
most  fabricated  of  1/2-inch  (1.27  cm)  tubing.  The  injection  pump  used  was  a  constant  drive  cylinder  pump 

5  connected  to  the  injection  nozzle  by  a  length  of  1/2-inch  (1.27  cm)  tubing. 

Example  1 

Fourteen  nozzle  designs  were  tested  to  illustrate  the  effect  of  surface  area  on  dissolution  behavior.  Test 
io  results  showed  that  surface  area  does  not  completely  control  dissolution  behavior.  While  a  larger  surface 

area  allows  a  better  chance  of  dissolution,  other  factors  come  into  play  which  determine  overall  effective- 
ness.  As  set  forth  in  the  tables  below,  open  tube  nozzles  having  a  higher  surface  area  generation  did  not 
yield  higher  percent  drag  reduction,  but  actually  yielded  lower  percent  drag  reduction  in  the  first  segment. 
Surface  area  generation  rate  was  based  on  an  injection  rate  of  23.4  cubic  centimeters  per  minute.  The 

is  results  are  set  forth  in  Table  1  . 

Table  1 

Nozzle  Wetted  Perimeter  Open  Flow  Area  Surface  Area  Generation  %  Drag  Reduction 
Tested  Rate 

(in.)  (cm)  (in2)  (cm2)  (in2/SEC)  (cm2s_1)  1st  Segment  5th  Segment 

12  1.35  (3.43)  0.145  (0.935)  0.22  (1.42)  18.2  43.0 
14  0.57  (1.45)  0.0254  (0.164)  0.53  (3.42)  10.3  42.9 
13  0.57  (1.45)  0.0254  "  0.53  (")  14.5  44.4 

1  1.57  (3.99)  0.049  (0.316)  0.76  (4.90)  35.8  54.3 
2  1.57  (3.99)  0.0245  (0.158)  1.53  (9.87)  39.5/39.9  55.4/56.2 
3  2.36  (5.99)  0.0368  (0.237)  1.53  (9.87)  40.9  55.2 
4  3.73  (9.47)  0.0583  (0.376)  1.53  (9.87)  39.7  54.2 

15  2.39  (6.07)  0.0567  (0.366)  1.00  (6.45)  44.1  60.3 
7  5.25  (13.34)  0.062  (0.4)  2.02  (13.03)  40.7/40.3  55.8/54.4 
9  5.25  (13.34)  0.062  (0.4)  2.02  (13.03)  34.5/32.1  49.7/49.9 

16  0.96  (2.44)  0.0132  (0.085)  1.73  (11.16)  30.3  55.2 
17  0.86  (2.18)  0.0185  (0.119)  1.11  (7.16)  17.3  47.6 
18  0.94  (2.39)  0.0174  (0.112)  1.29  (8.32)  36.5  54.1 
19  0.95  (2.41)  0.0202  (0.130)  1.12  (7.23)  32.3  51.4 

The  data  of  Table  1  clearly  shows  that  for  open  tube  nozzles  a  higher  surface  area  generation  rate  did 
40  not  always  yield  a  higher  drag  reduction  percentage,  as  can  be  seen  by  comparing  nozzles  1-12  with  1-14. 

For  the  nozzles  containing  dies,  best  performance  was  obtained  from  nozzles  providing  medium  surface 
area  generation,  as  can  be  seen  by  comparing  test  results  obtained  from  nozzles  1-13,  1-1,  1-2,  1-3,  1-4, 
and  1-7.  For  injection  nozzles  having  the  same  surface  area  generation,  a  significant  difference  in  percent 
drag  reduction  occurred  due  to  other  effects  as  can  be  seen  by  comparing  nozzle  1-7  with  1-9. 

45 
Example  2 

Tests  were  carried  out  to  show  the  relative  importance  of  die  placement.  The  effect  of  die  placement  on 
percent  drag  reduction  is  set  forth  in  Table  2. 

50 

55 
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Table  2 

Nozzle  Wetted  Perimeter  Open  Flow  Area  Surface  Area  Generation  %  Drag  Reduction 
Tested  Rate 

(in.)  (cm)  (in2)  (cm2)  (in2/SEC)  (cm2s_1)  1st  Segment  5th  Segment 

12  1.35  (3.43)  0.145  (0.935)  0.22  (1.42)  18.2  43.0 
5  1.35  "  0.145  "  0.22  "  25.7  44.3 
6  1.35  "  0.145  "  0.22  "  13.6  45.2 
8  1.35  "  0.145  "  0.22  "  13.2  44.0 

10  1.35  "  0.145  "  0.22  "  23.5  43.0 
11  1.35  "  0.145  "  0.22  "  19.2  43.2 

1  1.57  (3.99)  0.049  (0.316)  0.76  (4.9)  35.8  54.3 
2  1.57  "  0.0245  (0.158)  1.53  (9.87)  39.5/39.9  55.4/56.2 
3  2.36  (5.99)  0.0368  (0.237)  1.53  (9.87)  40.9  55.2 
4  3.73  (9.47)  0.0583  (0.376)  1.53  "  39.7  54.2 
7  5.25  (13.34)  0.062  (0.4)  2.02  (13.03)  40.7/40.3  55.8/54.4 

15  2.39  (6.07)  0.0567  (0.366)  1.00  (6.45)  44.1  60.3 

20 
The  test  results  as  set  forth  in  Table  2  show  that  dies  placed  several  inches  before  the  injection  end  of 

the  nozzle  did  not  yield  a  significant  advantage  in  drag  reduction  performance  over  a  fully  open  nozzle.  The 
data  also  shows  that  a  multiple  hole  die  at  the  injection  end  of  the  nozzle  yielded  a  significant  advantage  as 
set  forth  in  examples  1-1,  1-2,  1-3,  1-4  and  1-7.  It  is  clear  that  it  is  important  to  exert  the  die  effects  on  the 

25  drag  reducing  additive  immediately  prior  to  entering  the  flow  stream.  Exerting  die  effects  some  distance 
prior  to  the  injection  end  of  the  nozzle  allows  the  drag  reducing  additive  to  recombine  and  relax  from  the 
effects  of  the  die,  thus  lowering  drag  reduction  efficiency. 

In  the  present  invention,  a  land-length  die  is  utilized  wherein  each  die  opening  is  essentially  extended 
for  a  distance  sufficient  to  make  the  injection  point  more  effective  by  more  completely  conditioning  the  drag 

30  reducing  additive.  This  distance  can  be  determined  by  the  formula 

l e n g t h   (L)  
h y d r a u l i c   d i a m e t e r   (TJ) 

35 

wherein  length  is  the  length  of  the  extended  opening  or  land  and  the  hydraulic  diameter  is  the  equivalent 
diameter  of  the  opening  as  compared  to  a  circular  opening.  Hydraulic  diameter  can  be  defined  by  the 
formula 

4  x  c r o s s - s e c t i o n a l   a r e a  
w e t t e d   p e r i m e t e r  

45 
In  order  to  obtain  the  benefits  of  the  present  invention,  the  L/D  of  each  opening  should  be  at  least  1.  The 
term  "land-length  die"  as  used  herein  means  any  die  which  satisfies  the  requirement  that  the  ratio  L/D  be  at 
least  1.  It  is  preferred  that  the  L/D  be  at  least  10  and  an  L/D  of  from  20  to  100  is  most  preferred. 

Dissolution  performance  can  likewise  be  enhanced  by  using  a  land-length  die  wherein  each  opening  is 
50  at  a  different  distance  from  the  conduit  wall,  but  the  lands  are  of  equal  length.  In  such  a  configuration,  each 

die  opening  provides  equal  additive  conditioning.  The  land-length  die  affects  the  rheology  of  the  visco- 
elastic  drag  reducing  polymers  by  changing  the  polymer  work  history  immediately  before  injection  into  the 
liquid.  The  land-length  appears  to  greatly  lower  die  swell,  promote  strand  stability  and  increase  dissolution 
rate  and  resultant  drag  reduction. 

55  The  present  invention  thus  modifies  drag  reducing  additives  mechanically  prior  to  injection  to  enhance 
the  physical  flow  properties  and  subsequently  obtain  better  dissolution  and  stranding  of  the  drag  reducing 
additive.  Better  stranding  properties  as  the  drag  reducing  additive  enters  the  pipeline  flow  stream  provides 
stable  strand  formation  which  is  essential  to  optimum  dissolution  and  performance  of  the  drag  reducing 
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additive. 
It  is  only  necessary  that  the  die  perform  some  work  upon  the  drag  reducing  additive  as  injected.  The 

die  should  have  multiple  openings  and  preferably  has  at  least  four  openings.  The  openings  can  be  of  the 
size  desired  and  can  include  mesh  and  the  like. 

5  The  effect  of  the  present  invention  has  not  been  seen  in  the  prior  art,  since  generally  meshes  or 
screens  in  injections  are  used  upstream  of  the  injection  nozzle  and  the  injection  pump  the  die  and  are  used 
primarily  for  straining  foreign  objects  from  passage  through  the  pump  or  injection  into  the  pipeline.  Thus,  no 
improvement  in  drag  reduction  has  been  seen  until  a  screen  mesh  or  multiple  die  is  placed  at  or  near  the 
end  of  the  injection  nozzle. 

io  The  openings  can  be  around  the  circumference  of  an  injection  conduit  so  long  as  the  openings 
themselves  form  the  actual  injection  point.  Dies  known  in  the  art,  such  as  a  "quill"  or  a  "flute"  where 
injection  ports  are  at  progressively  different  distances  from  the  conduit  wall  do  not  provide  the  advantages 
of  the  present  invention.  Due  to  the  non-Newtonian  flow  behavior  of  the  drag  reducing  additive,  the 
hydrocarbon  does  not  flow  evenly  through  the  ports  in  a  flute,  causing  a  strongly  fluctuating  flow  and 

is  resulting  in  severe  strand-breaking  effects,  thus  lowering  drag  reduction  effectiveness. 
While  certain  embodiments  and  details  have  been  shown  for  the  purpose  of  illustrating  this  invention,  it 

will  be  apparent  to  those  skilled  in  this  art  that  various  changes  and  modifications  may  be  made  herein 
without  departing  from  the  scope  of  the  invention  as  claimed. 

20  Claims 

1.  A  method  for  the  injection  of  high  molecular  weight  polymers  into  conduits  containing  flowing  liquid 
wherein  said  polymer  is  injected  as  a  solution  containing  up  to  50%  polymer  characterised  in  that  said 
polymer  solution  is  injected  through  at  least  one  die  having  multiple  openings  substantially  at  the  end 

25  of  the  die  wherein  the  die  is  a  land-length  die,  said  land-length  being  determined  by  the  ratio  L/D, 
where  L  is  the  length  of  the  land  and  D  is  the  diameter  of  the  die  opening,  and  wherein  L/D  is  at  least 
1.0. 

2.  A  method  as  claimed  in  claim  1  wherein  the  ratio  L/D  is  at  least  10. 
30 

3.  A  method  as  claimed  in  claim  1  or  claim  2  wherein  L/D  is  from  about  20  to  about  50. 

4.  A  method  as  claimed  in  any  one  of  the  preceding  claims  wherein  the  injected  polymer  is  a  high 
molecular  weight,  non-crystalline  hydrocarbon  soluble  polymer  and  the  flowing  liquid  is  a  hydrocarbon 

35  liquid. 

5.  A  method  as  claimed  in  any  one  of  the  preceding  claims  wherein  the  die  face  containing  openings  is 
tapered  to  provide  injection  openings  at  varying  distances  from  the  conduit  wall. 

40  6.  A  method  as  claimed  in  claim  5  wherein  the  land-lengths  are  substantially  equal  in  the  tapered  die. 

Patentanspruche 

1.  Verfahren  zum  Einspritzen  von  nichtkristallinen  Polymeren  mit  hoher  Molekulmasse  in  Rohrleitungen, 
45  die  flie/Sende  Flussigkeiten  enthalten,  wobei  das  Polymer  als  Losung  eingespritzt  wird,  die  bis  zu  50% 

Polymer  enthalt,  dadurch  gekennzeichnet,  da/S  die  Polymerlosung  durch  wenigstens  eine  Matrize 
eingespritzt  wird,  die  mehrere  Offnungen  am  Ende  der  Matrize  hat,  wobei  die  Matrize  eine  langliche 
Matrize  ist  und  der  langliche  Abschnitt  durch  das  Verhaltnis  L/D  bestimmt  wird,  wobei  L  die  Lange  des 
Abschnittes  ist,  und  D  der  Durchmesser  der  Matrizenoffnung,  und  wobei  L/D  wenigstens  1,0  betragt. 

50 
2.  Verfahren  nach  Anspruch  1,  wobei  das  Verhaltnis  L/D  wenigstens  10  betragt. 

3.  Verfahren  nach  Anspruch  1  oder  Anspruch  2,  wobei  L/D  von  ungefahr  20  bis  ungefahr  50  reicht. 

55  4.  Verfahren  nach  einem  der  vorangehenden  Anspruche,  wobei  das  eingespritzte  Polymer  ein  nichtkristal- 
lines,  in  Kohlenwasserstoff  losliches  Polymer  mit  hoher  Molekulmasse  ist,  und  die  flie/Sende  Flussigkeit 
eine  Kohlenwasserstofflussigkeit  ist. 
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5.  Verfahren  nach  einem  der  vorangehenden  Anspruche,  wobei  die  Vorderseite  der  Matrize,  die  Offnun- 
gen  enthalt,  konisch  ist  und  so  Einspritzoffnungen  hat,  die  unterschiedliche  Abstande  von  der 
Rohrleitungswand  haben. 

5  6.  Verfahren  nach  Anspruch  5,  wobei  die  langlichen  Abschnitte  in  der  konischen  Matrize  im  wesentlichen 
gleich  sind. 

Revendicatlons 

io  1.  Procede  d'injection  de  polymeres  de  poids  moleculaire  eleve  dans  des  conduits  contenant  un  liquide 
en  ecoulement,  ledit  polymere  etant  injecte  sous  forme  d'une  solution  contenant  jusqu'a  50  %  de 
polymere,  caracterise  en  ce  que  ladite  solution  de  polymere  est  injectee  par  au  moins  une  filiere  ayant 
de  multiples  trous  sensiblement  a  I'extremite  de  la  filiere,  la  filiere  etant  une  filiere  inscrivant  un 
intervalle  en  longueur,  ledit  intervalle  en  longueur  etant  determine  par  le  rapport  L/D  dans  lequel  L  est 

is  la  longueur  de  I'intervalle  et  D  est  le  diametre  de  I'ouverture  de  la  filiere  et  L/D  etant  au  moins  egal  a 
1,0. 

2.  Procede  selon  la  revendication  1,  caracterise  en  ce  que  le  rapport  L/D  est  au  moins  egal  a  10. 

20  3.  Procede  selon  la  revendication  1  ou  2,  suivant  lequel  L/D  va  d'environ  20  a  environ  50. 

4.  Procede  selon  I'une  quelconque  des  revendications  precedentes,  suivant  lequel  le  polymere  injecte  est 
un  polymere  non  cristallin  a  poids  moleculaire  eleve,  qui  est  soluble  dans  les  hydrocarbures  et  le 
liquide  en  ecoulement  est  un  hydrocarbure  liquide. 

25 
5.  Procede  selon  I'une  quelconque  des  revendications  precedentes,  suivant  lequel  la  face  de  la  filiere 

comprenant  les  trous  est  effilee  de  maniere  a  presenter  des  trous  d'injection  a  des  distances  variables 
de  la  paroi  du  conduit. 

30  6.  Procede  selon  la  revendication  5,  suivant  lequel  les  longueurs  des  intervalles  sont  sensiblement  egales 
dans  la  filiere  effilee. 
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