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Abstract

Micro-structured surfaces influence nucleation characteristics and bubble dynamics besides increasing

the heat transfer surface area, thus enabling efficient nucleate boiling heat transfer. Modeling the

pool boiling heat transfer characteristics of these surfaces under varied conditions is essential in

diverse applications. A new empirical correlation for nucleate boiling on microchannel structured

surfaces has been proposed with the data collected from various experiments in previous studies

since the existing correlations are limited by their accuracy and narrow operating ranges. This

study also examines various Machine Learning (ML) algorithms and Deep Neural Networks (DNN)

on the microchannel structured surfaces dataset to predict the nucleate pool boiling Heat Transfer

Coefficient (HTC). With the aim to integrate both the ML and domain knowledge, a Physics-Informed

Machine Learning Aided Framework (PIMLAF) is proposed. The proposed correlation in this study

is employed as the prior physics-based model for PIMLAF, and a DNN is employed to model the

residuals of the prior model. This hybrid framework achieved the best performance in comparison

to the other ML models and DNNs. This framework is able to generalize well for different datasets

because the proposed correlation provides the baseline knowledge of the boiling behavior. Also,

SHAP interpretation analysis identifies the critical parameters impacting the model predictions and

their effect on HTC prediction. This analysis further makes the model more robust and reliable.
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Nomenclature

Cpl Specific heat of the liquid corresponding to Tfilm (kJ/kgK)

Cpv Specific heat of the vapor corresponding to Tsat (kJ/kgK)

Cs Fluid surface coefficient in the Pioro correlation

Csf Fluid surface coefficient in the Rohsenow correlation

Dd Bubble departure diameter

Dh Hydraulic diameter

h Heat transfer coefficient (kW/m2K)

hf Fin width (µm)

hl Specific enthalpy of liquid (kJ/kg)

hlv Latent heat of vapourisation (kJ/kg)

hv Specific enthalpy of vapor (kJ/kg)

kw Thermal conductivity of the substrate (W/mK)

Lc Boiling length scale (µm)

m Experimental constant in Rohsenow correlation

Mf Molecular mass of fluid (kg/kmol)

Mw Molecular mass of water (kg/kmol)

n Constant in Pioro correlation

p Pitch (µm)

Pc Critical pressure (bar)

Pfilm Saturation pressure corresponding to Tfilm (bar)

Pop Operating pressure (bar)

Pr Reduced pressure (bar)

R2 Coefficient of determination

rcav Cavity radius required for nucleation (µm)

Rq Surface roughness (µm)

Tfilm Film temperature (K)

Tw Temperature of the heated surface (K)

△T Wall superheat (K)

wg Groove width (µm)

wf Fin width (µm)

Greek symbols

α Thermal diffusivity (m2/s)

κ Thermal conductivity (W/mK)
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λ Area augmentation factor

µ Dynamic viscosity (kg/m s)

ν Kinematic viscosity (m2/s)

ρ Density (kg/m3)

σ Surface tension (N/m)

θ Contact angle (degrees)

Non-dimensional Quantities

Pr Prandtl number

Abbreviations

HTC Heat Transfer Coefficient

MAE Mean Absolute Error

ML Machine Learning

PIMLAF Physics-Informed Machine Learning Aided Framework

RMSE Root Mean Squared Error

SD Standard Deviation

Subscripts

corr correlation

c critical

l liquid

sat saturated

v vapor
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1. Introduction

The two-phase heat transfer process finds wide applications in many industrial domains to improve

system efficiency. Boiling is an efficient two-phase heat transfer process that dissipates large thermal

energy with a small temperature difference, finding extensive applications in thermal management

systems across various domains. Active and passive enhancement methods are employed to boost

the boiling heat transfer further [1]. Owing to the use of external sources by active methods, passive

techniques are more widely adopted than the former to enhance the boiling performance [2]. Surface

modification of the substrate by roughening, coating, structuring, patterning, and hybrid surface

treatment are the main passive enhancement methods employed extensively, mainly due to their

increased nucleation sites, capillary effects, and optimum wettability conditions [3, 4].

1.1. Boiling on structured surfaces

Structured surfaces with fins and channels of various scales, sizes, and shapes like rectangular fins

[5], trapezoidal fins [5], square, triangular, and circular micro-pin-fins [6], honeycomb structured fins

[7], rectangular channels [8, 9], stepped microchannels [8, 10], parabolic microchannels [8], divergent

channels [11], V-grooved channels [12, 13], wavy channels [14], serpentine channels [15], zig-zag

channels [16], inclined channels [17], channels with reentrant cavities [17, 18], channels with different

inclined angle [19], T-shaped micro fins [20], and mixed wettability patterns [21–23] augment the

boiling heat transfer due to increased effective heat transfer area, improved wicking ability, and

creates separate paths for bubble growth and departure [24]. Fig. 1 shows the different kinds of these

structured surfaces. Effectively modeling all these surfaces by computational methods to predict the

heat transfer characteristics is difficult as there are complex interactions between various parameters.

Correlation-based and Machine Learning-based analyses are capable of effectively modeling these

surfaces when provided with large datasets. The limited dataset constrains the modeling of boiling

on all the types of structured surfaces, as the surface features in each type are distinct and cannot

be generalizable for analysis. For the present study, microchannel structured surfaces are analyzed

due to the availability of a substantial dataset from the literature.

Different studies on the microchannel structured surfaces have been carried out extensively by

various authors. A study by Kaniowski and Pastuszko [9] examined various configurations having

microchannel widths of half the pitch and concluded that the surface extension factor has a substantial

effect on the Critical Heat Flux (CHF). A similar study by Orman et al. [25] with water and ethanol

identified that deep-grooved geometries and surface enhancement factors significantly impact the

boiling performance. An investigation by Cooke and Kandlikar [26] on 10 different geometries of

microchannel copper surfaces inferred that wider and deeper channels with thinner fins performed

better than others. Kalani and Kandlikar [27, 28] conducted experiments with FC-87 and ethanol
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Figure 1: Different structured surfaces (reproduced with permissions).

over microchannel surfaces and determined that increased surface area plays a pivotal role in

enhanced performance. Balkrushna et al. [29] carried out experiments with R123 and R141b at

different pressures and identified that microchannel surfaces at higher pressures enhanced boiling

Heat Transfer Coefficient (HTC) over plain surfaces. A study by Kwak et al. [30] concluded that

high aspect ratio microchannels significantly enhanced the HTC and Critical Heat Flux (CHF) due

to their increased capillary wicking capability. To predict the boiling HTC, correlations by Rohsenow

[31], Pioro [32], Stephan & Abdelsalam [33], Borishansky [34], Jung [35], Labuntsov [36], Gorenflo

& Kenning [37], Kruzhilin [38], Tarrad & Khudor [39], Cornwell-Housten [40], Shah [12], Cooper

[41], Stephan & Preusser [42], Ribatski & Jabardo [43], Kichigin & Tobilevich [44], and Kutateladze

[45, 46] have been proposed. Accurate prediction of HTC on these surfaces is limited by these

correlations, as they fail to account for the various influencing parameters and complex interplay of

features. The above studies signify the enhanced boiling characteristics on structured surfaces.

1.2. ML modeling

Machine Learning techniques can effectively address these challenges by capturing the interactions

among features, thus identifying and modeling the non-linear relationship in the data [47]. Various

domains have employed ML in their analysis due to their significant advantages. A study by

Shanmugam and Maganti [48] analyzed four different ML algorithms, namely K-Nearest Neighbor

(KNN), Light Gradient Boosting Machine (LightGBM), Extreme Gradient Boosting (XGBoost),

and Artificial Neural Network (ANN) to predict the thermal performance of microchannel heat
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sinks under uniform and non-uniform heat loads with 560 data points. Among these, XGBoost and

LightGBM perform the best. The author also aims to leverage a diverse and large dataset for model

robustness for future research. The above study has been extended to predict the Nusselt number

on oblique pin-fin heat sinks [49] using ML models with 893 data points, including KNN, XGBoost,

LightGBM, and Random Forest (RF). The findings showed that these models exhibited lower MAE

over traditional correlations. Oh and Guo [50] predicted the forced convection nusselt number on

microscale pin-fin heat sinks, with ANN achieving the lowest MAPE for different operating conditions

and geometries. A similar study by Traverso et al. [51] adopted Gaussian process regression (GPR)

to predict the HTC in microchannels using Brunel two-phase flow dataset. Loyola-Fuentes et al.

[52] explored RF and Deep Neural Networks (DNN) to estimate the condensation HTC in micro

fin tubes (4333 data points). The author analyzed the impact of input variables and compared

the model performance with non-dimensional input parameters. Sei et al. [53] integrated DNN

and GPR to predict HTC and uncertainties in predicted HTC in horizontal flow boiling within

mini channels. Huang et al. [54] employed ANN to optimize the microchannel geometries based

on pressure drop, HTC, and refrigerant convection thermal resistance. A study by Qiu et al. [55]

predicted the pressure drop in mini and microchannels using ANN, LightGBM, XGBoost, and KNN

using different combinations of 23 dimensionless input parameters using 2787 data points under

different conditions. It showed better prediction than widely used correlations in flow boiling. To

predict the pressure drop in the two-phase flow of R407C in a horizontal copper tube, Khosravi et

al. [56] used 500 experimental data and inferred that ANN and Group Method of Data Handling

(GMDH) type neural network performed better with 99% accuracy than Support Vector Regression

(SVR) model.

A study by Alizadehdakhel et al. [57] compared the results of ANN and CFD predictions of

pressure drop and two-phase flow regimes in a tube and concluded that the ANN model accuracy

can be improved with 443 datasets. A similar study by Bar et al. [58] on air-water flow through

U-bends observed that the ANN model accurately predicts the two-phase frictional pressure drop

when modeled using 241 experimental data. Azizi and Ahmadloo [59] predicted the condensation

convective HTC in inclined tubes with R134a as the working fluid under varying operating conditions

(440 data points) with a R2 value of 0.995 by implementing the ANN model. A study by Vijay and

Gedupudi [60, 61] predicted the nucleate pool boiling HTC on plain, roughened, thin-film coated, and

porous-coated substrates. The XGBoost and Categorical Boosting (CatBoost) models outperformed

other ML models in the HTC prediction. In a study by Aliyu et al.[62], the entrained liquid fraction

in annular gas-liquid two-phase flows has been predicted accurately with a R2 value of 0.98 by the

ANN model with 1367 data points, with superficial gas velocity having a major impact on model

prediction. Arteaga et al. [63] classified the two-phase gas-liquid flow regimes employing the Extra
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Trees (ET) regressor and ANN model utilizing 9029 data points. Here, the ET regressor model

achieves an accuracy of 98%, surpassing ANN performance. Jalili and Mahmoudi [64] applied the

Physics-Informed Neural Networks (PINNs) to model the film boiling heat transfer process with 776

data generated from CFD simulations. A similar study by Kim et al. [65] employed a hybrid technique

of incorporating the Groeneveld- Stewart correlation with ML models (RF, ANN) using 400 data

points to predict minimum film boiling temperature. This Physics-Informed Machine Learning-Aided

Framework (PIMLAF) exhibited better performance than individual ML models. The above studies

highlight the adoption of ML in diverse two-phase flow applications.

1.3. Objective and significance of the present study

Various parameters inherently govern the boiling heat transfer process, and a complete

understanding of this phenomenon is limited by the complex dynamics of various features. Modeling

and predicting heat transfer characteristics by computational methods and empirical correlations are

limited to specific operation conditions and reduced accuracy. There is a scarcity of considerable

data to predict the boiling behavior on other structured surfaces. While sufficient data exists for

microchannel structured surfaces, a reliable and accurate model to predict the nucleate pool boiling

heat transfer performance on microchannel structured surfaces has still not been developed.

The current study aims to develop a model for the prediction of the boiling HTC on microchannel

structured surfaces through empirical, ML, and hybrid framework approaches. This study develops

an ML model to predict boiling HTC with a large dataset (7128 data points) amassed from different

studies under diverse conditions. Also, comprehensive and prominent parameters affecting the boiling

behavior in microchannels are selected as the input for the model. Moreover, liquid thermophysical

properties are calculated at the surface film temperature to accurately model the heat transfer at the

liquid-vapor interface. Furthermore, the study seeks to employ a hybrid ML framework, integrating

the developed empirical correlation and ML model to improve the prediction accuracy. The study

also aims to understand the impact of input parameters on model prediction using SHAP (Shapley

Additive exPlanations) analysis. The study presents the hybrid ML analysis for water and other

fluids separately. Thus, this research study aims to develop a robust, reliable, and accurate model

for nucleate pool boiling on microchannel structured surfaces, which is capable of performing better

across a wide range of parameters.

2. Methodology

The ML analysis involves data collection, feature selection, data preprocessing, selection of

ML models, model training, model optimization through hyperparameter tuning, model evaluation

7



through k-fold cross-validation, model testing, and model interpretation through SHAP analysis.

Fig. 2 shows the overall methodology implemented in this analysis.

Figure 2: Overall methodology.

2.1. Data collection

A wide range of datasets on pool boiling of microchannel structured surfaces has been collected

from various research studies [8, 9, 23, 25–30, 66]. The data include a diverse set of conditions,

including water, R-141b, R-123, and ethanol as the working fluids; copper and silicon wafers as

the substrate material; different operating pressures; and multiple microchannel structured surface

configurations, all at saturation conditions. A total of 7128 data points have been compiled to predict

the heat transfer coefficient.

2.2. Feature identification

Appropriate selection of input features/parameters helps the model to understand the complex

relationship among variables and capture the boiling behavior in microchannels. Hence, this study

considers the significant parameters, including surface properties (kw, Rq, θ, wg, wf , hf , p, λ),

operating conditions(△T , Tw, Pop, Mf , Tsat), thermophysical properties (ρl, ρv, Cpl, Cpv, µl, µv,

kl, kv, σ, hlv), and Pfilm (saturation pressure corresponding to film temperature). Also, liquid

thermophysical properties are determined at film temperature ( Tfilm = (Tw + Tsat) / 2) to capture

the thermal interactions at the vapor-liquid interface [61]. As the difference in pressure inside the

vapor bubbles and the system pressure is negligible, vapor thermophysical properties are taken at
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saturation temperature (Tsat). Here, Pop is the operating pressure/system pressure, and Pfilm is the

saturation temperature corresponding to the film temperature at the liquid-vapor interface. The

microchannel structured surface parameters are shown in Fig. 3.

Tables 1 and 2 represent the range of parameters for the microchannel structured surfaces dataset

and various expressions used in this study. The fluid properties are sourced from the CoolProp [67]

and National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) [68] databases.

p

𝒉𝒇

𝒘𝒇𝒘𝒈

Figure 3: Surface characteristics of a microchannel structured surface.

2.3. Data visualization

The data distribution, Pearson correlation chart, and Spearman correlation chart of the

microchannel structured surfaces data are presented in Figs. 4, 5, and 6 respectively. Values

of correlation coefficients close to +1 are indicated in dark blue and in dark red for values close

to -1. Pearson explains only the linear correlation between the variables, whereas Spearman

correlation represents the monotonic relationship. They do not capture non-linear relationships.

Hence, variables having no linear/monotonic relationship and having non-linear relationships have

correlation coefficients of nearly zero.

2.4. Data preprocessing

It is important to feed quality data into the ML model. The collected data must be processed

carefully to identify the missing data, duplicates, and outliers. Handling missing data in Machine

Learning analysis is very crucial. In this analysis, missing data have been imputed using LightGBM

[70]. The percentage of data imputed in this analysis is 20%. Also, the duplicates and outliers were

removed, and 7128 data points were finally used for analysis.
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Table 1: Range of parameters and target variable (h) for microchannel structured surfaces.

Features Min Max Mean SD

△T (K) 1.19 52.65 10.19 8.35
Tw (K) 304.06 425.80 342.23 27.82
Pop (bar) 0.17 1.75 1.03 0.44
Tsat (K) 300.95 373.15 332.04 24.78
kw (W/mK) 130 401 387.43 59.11
Rq (µm) 0.12 6.40 1.53 1.91
Mf (kg/kmol) 18.02 152.93 79.58 50.71
wg (µm) 30 1150 432.58 254.74
wf (µm) 30 1100 406.09 245.16
hf (µm) 10 600 259.64 153.69
p (µm) 60 2250 838.67 460.19
λ 1.19 3.50 1.78 0.60
θ◦ 5 106 18.09 28.18
Pfilm (bar) 0.17 2.42 1.20 0.45
ρl (kg/m3) 724.60 1452.69 1029.95 268.72
Cpl (kJ/kgK) 1.02 4.25 2.34 1.19
µl (kg m−1s−1) 2.20× 10−4 8.30× 10−4 3.95× 10−4 1.24× 10−4

kl (W/mK) 0.070 0.683 0.218 0.221
σ (N/m) 1.26× 10−2 5.87× 10−2 2.37× 10−2 1.62× 10−2

ρv (kg/m3) 0.29 10.84 3.78 3.50
Cpv (kJ/kgK) 0.70 2.08 1.34 0.52
µv (kg m−1s−1) 9.0× 10−6 1.20× 10−5 1.10× 10−5 1.0× 10−6

kv (W/mK) 0.009 0.025 0.016 0.006
hlv (kJ/kg) 163.24 2256.40 828.05 742.22
h (kW/m2K) 0.87 390.24 23.22 35.59

Table 2: Important expressions used in the analysis.

Features Expressions

∆T Tw − Tsat

Prl
µl·Cpl

kl

rcav
2σ

(
1
ρv

− 1
ρl

)
Tsat

∆T ·hlv
[3]

Pr
Pop

Pc

Tr
Tsat

Tc

Lc

√
σ

g(ρl−ρv)
[32]

Dd 0.0208 ·θ ·
√

σ
g(ρl−ρg)

[69]

Here, one-hot encoding is performed to convert the categorical variable into numerical format.

The categorical variable - Fluid is one-hot encoded. Z-score standardization establishes equal feature

contribution during model training by transforming every feature to have a mean of 0 and unit

variance when handling data with different scales [71].
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Figure 4: Data distribution of microchannel structured surfaces data.
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Figure 5: Pearson correlation chart for microchannel structured surfaces data.

Figure 6: Spearman correlation chart for microchannel structured surfaces data.
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2.5. Machine learning models

Various ML models are employed in this analysis. The top-performing models are described in

this section.

2.5.1. Deep Neural Networks

𝒙𝟏

𝒙𝟐

𝒙𝒏

𝒙𝒐

Σ 𝛔(𝐳) Output (ෝ𝒚)

b

𝒘𝟏

𝒘𝟐

𝒘𝒏

Weighted 

summation 

of input

Activation 

function

Hidden layer-1 Hidden layer-2 Hidden layer-3 Hidden layer-n

Output 

layer

Input layer

Neuron

Parameter-1

Parameter-2

Parameter-3

Parameter-n

Parameter-4

Figure 7: Deep Neural Networks.

Deep neural network (DNN) is a powerful ML technique and has extensive applications in various

sectors ranging from regression, Computer Vision (CV), and Natural Language Processing (NLP) to

Generative AI (GenAI) [72, 73]. Their success lies in modeling complex non-linear relationships in

high-dimensional data. This ability is due to the presence of neurons, which is the building block

of the neural network. Figure 7 shows the internal structure of a neuron. They read the input,

perform a weighted combination (z) on the inputs using weights (w) and biases(b), and subsequently

pass through the activation function. The activation function is responsible for introducing the

non-linearity in the data. Table 3 represents various activation functions and their formulations.

In this analysis, the ELU (Exponential Linear Unit) activation function is used. Then, the output

of the activation function is passed to the successive neurons in the next layer. This process is

repeated across various hidden layers. Generally, a neural network model consists of an input layer,

hidden layers, and an output layer, as depicted in Figure 7. The input layer reads the input, where
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the number of features and number of training data represents the size of this layer. Then, it is

processed through the hidden layers, where the patterns and complex relationships in the data are

captured through weights, biases, and activation functions. Finally, the output layer outputs the

model prediction. The use of many hidden layers and neurons improves the model’s accuracy and

generalizability but should be optimized to reduce overfitting. The optimum architecture is developed

based on the nature of the data. This is the forward propagation.

Table 3: Commonly used activation functions.

Activation Function Formula

Sigmoid [74] σ(x) =
1

1 + e−x

Tanh [75] tanh(x) =
ex − e−x

ex + e−x

ReLU (Rectified Linear Unit) [76] ReLU(x) = max(0, x)

Leaky ReLU [77] Leaky ReLU(x) =

{
x if x > 0

αx if x ≤ 0

ELU (Exponential Linear Unit) [78] ELU(x) =

{
x if x > 0

α(ex − 1) if x ≤ 0

The neural network parameters - weights and biases have to be learned and updated to increase

the model accuracy through backpropagation. During a single forward pass, the model predictions

are compared against the actual values using a loss function. The gradients of the loss function

are calculated with respect to the weights and biases and are updated using an optimizer (Gradient

descent [79], Adagrad [80], Adadelta [81], Adam [82], etc.). The updated weights and biases are

then used to do the forward pass and compute the model prediction. The loss function for the new

predictions is calculated, and this iterative process is carried out till convergence, where the loss

function is the least. This is the backpropagation algorithm. In the loss function, in addition to

MSE (Mean Squared Error) loss, Lasso (L1) [83] and Ridge (L2) [84] regularization terms are added

to prevent overfitting. This is called the regularized loss function. L1 regularization simplifies the

model by penalizing the weights to zero, while L2 regularization stabilizes the model by penalizing

the weights but does not shrink them to zero. The model architecture is finalized after optimizing

the hyperparameters and evaluated using various performance metrics. Finally, it can be deployed

for real-world predictions.

The entire formulation of a neural network model is described below:

1. Neural network parameters initialization:

For each layer l = 1, 2, . . . , L:

W(l),b(l) ← random initialization
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W(l) - Weight matrix for layer l, b(l) - Bias vector for layer l

2. Forward propagation:

For each layer l = 1, 2, . . . , L:

z(l) = W(l)a(l−1) + b(l)

a(l) = σ(z(l))

ŷ = a(L) = W(L)a(L−1) + b(L)

z(l) - Linear combination of inputs, σ(z) - Activation function,

a(l) - Activation for layer l, ŷ - Predicted output

3. Loss computation:

For each data point i:

L =
1

N

N∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)
2

︸ ︷︷ ︸
MSE Loss

+λ1

L∑
l=1

∥W(l)∥1︸ ︷︷ ︸
L1 Loss

+λ2

L∑
l=1

∥W(l)∥22︸ ︷︷ ︸
L2 Loss

L - Loss function λ1 - L1 loss regularization parameter, λ2 - L2 loss regularization parameter

4. Backward propagation:

For the output layer L:
∂L
∂z(L)

=
∂L
∂ŷ
⊙ σ′(z(L))

For each layer l = L,L− 1, . . . , 1:

∂L
∂W(l)

=
1

N

(
∂L
∂z(l)

· (a(l−1))T
)

+ 2λ2W
(l) + λ1sign(W(l))

∂L
∂b(l)

=
1

N

∑ ∂L
∂z(l)

∂L
∂z(l−1)

= (W(l))T
∂L
∂z(l)

⊙ σ′(z(l−1))

5. Parameter update:

For each layer l = 1, 2, . . . , L:

W(l) ←W(l) − η
∂L

∂W(l)

b(l) ← b(l) − η
∂L
∂b(l)

η - Learning rate

6. Model evaluation on the test data:

For each test data point xi:

z(l) = W(l)a(l−1) + b(l) for l = 1, 2, . . . , L
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a(l) = σ(z(l)) for l = 1, 2, . . . , L− 1

ŷi = a(L) (final predicted output)

7. Model Deployment: The model is deployed to make predictions on new data.

2.5.2. Physics-Informed Machine Learning Aided Framework (PIMLAF)

Input data

Machine 

learning 

Model

Actual output

𝒚

ML Model prediction

ෝ𝒚𝒇

Loss function of the ML modelBackpropagation

Final prediction after loss 

minimization 

ෝ𝒚𝒇

Figure 8: Conventional ML model framework.

Input data

Prior model - 

Empirical 

correlation

Prior model 

prediction

ෝ𝒚𝑷

Machine 

learning 

Model

Actual output

𝒚

Prior model residual 

(Actual output for the ML model)

𝜺 = 𝒚 - ෝ𝒚𝑷

Predicted residual by the 

Machine learning model

ො𝜺𝒎

Loss function of the ML modelBackpropagation

Final prediction 

ෝ𝒚𝒇 = ෝ𝒚𝒑 + ො𝜺𝒎

Final predicted residual 

by the ML model after 

loss minimization

ො𝜺𝒎

Figure 9: PIMLAF framework.
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The reliability of the machine learning model is a critical aspect to be considered while developing

the model. The PIMLAF [65, 85–88] combines the advantages of domain knowledge and ML

techniques. Instead of modeling from scratch, this hybrid framework focuses on learning the residuals

of the initial prediction from the prior baseline model. The prior model employed is the empirical

correlation proposed in this study. This physics-based correlation is able to provide a strong

foundation for model prediction.

The hybrid framework initially predicts the output (ŷp) from the prior model (physics-based

correlation). Then, the predictions are compared against the ground truth values (y), and the

residual (ϵ = y - ŷp) is calculated. Then, an ML algorithm is trained to predict these residuals. The

predicted residual from the ML model is ϵ̂m. The final prediction (ŷf ) is the summation of the initial

prediction (ŷp) from the empirical correlation and the predicted residual (ϵ̂m) from the ML model

(i.e) ŷf = ŷp + ϵ̂m. Fig. 9 depicts the working principle of PIMLAF. Meanwhile, in a conventional

ML model (Fig. 8), the output variable is directly predicted.

This approach increases the model’s accuracy and reduces the risk of overfitting, as the

physics-based correlation improves the generalizability of the ML model. This further enhances

the model’s reliability on unseen datasets.

2.5.3. K-nearest neighbor regressor

KNN [89, 90] is a simpler algorithm and predicts the output by taking the mean of all the k

closest points in the parameter space. The nearest points are calculated by the Euclidean distance.

It is easier to implement and doesn’t assume any distribution of the existing data.

2.5.4. Random forest algorithm

The Random forest model [91] works by creating multiple decision trees and averaging the

predictions by each decision tree. Each tree takes a random subset of data, and each node selects

a random set of features during training to introduce randomness. This reduces overfitting and

interprets high-dimensional datasets effectively.

2.5.5. Extra trees regressor

ET model [92] is analogous to the random forest, but ET introduces additional randomness

while creating each tree. RF splits each node based on specific criteria (e.g., information gain, gini

impurity) to find the best split, but ET splits each node randomly, and hence, the training is faster.

2.5.6. XGBoost model

XGBoost [93] works on the principle of gradient boosting by building trees in sequence and

correcting the errors made by the previous trees. The regularization techniques used in the XGBoost

model reduce variance in the model predictions, thus improving the model’s generalizability.
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2.5.7. LightGBM model

LightGBM [70] is memory-efficient and trains faster due to the adoption of the histogram-based

technique. It is also a boosting algorithm and works well with high-dimensional data. However,

proper parameter fine-tuning should be carried out when dealing with limited datasets.

2.6. Hyperparameter tuning

Hyperparameters are the parameters defined earlier in a model’s training, for e.g., the number

of hidden layers, number of neurons in each layer, learning rate, number of epochs during training,

and the maximum depth of the tree. They impact the model architecture, improve the model’s

accuracy, prevent overfitting, and are optimized external to the model training. This analysis adopts

random search optimization [94], which randomly samples over the hyperparameter space, finds

better solutions, and is highly efficient in a large dimensional domain.

2.7. k-fold cross validation

Cross-validation provides a robust estimation of the model’s performance and mitigates

overfitting. The procedure involves randomly splitting the training data into k-folds (5-folds in

this analysis). For k iterations, k-1 folds are used for training, and the other fold is used for testing.

Each of these k-folds will be a testing set in only one of the iterations. The average and individual

performance over all the iterations signifies the model’s generalizability over different subsets of the

data, and the hyperparameters are optimized for the best performance across all the k-folds.

2.8. Performance indicators for the model evaluation

The evaluation/performance indicators represent the model’s performance. Table 4 shows the

performance metrics (MAE, RMSE, and R2) used in this analysis to evaluate the models.

Table 4: Performance indicators for the model evaluation.

Performance metric Formula Remarks

Mean Absolute Error (MAE) MAE =
1

n

n∑
i=1

|yi − ŷi| Indicates the average absolute error
between actual and predicted output.

Root Mean Squared Error (RMSE) RMSE =

√√√√ 1

n

n∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)2 Measures the square root of the mean
of squared errors - A error metric in the
same scale of the output variable.

Coefficient of determination (R2) R2 = 1−

n∑
i=1

(yi − ŷi)
2

n∑
i=1

(yi − ȳ)2
Represents how effectively the model
explains the degree of variance in the
target variable.
R2 → 1, Better performance.
R2 → 0, R2 < 0, Poor performance.
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2.9. SHAP (SHapley Additive exPlanations) analysis for model interpretation

Understanding how each parameter contributes to the model prediction is paramount for model

deployment in real industrial applications. It determines the contribution score of each parameter,

which is calculated by the Shapley values [95]. It calculates the impact of each parameter on the model

prediction by considering all the parameter combinations and determining the marginal contribution

of each parameter [95]. Shapley values are calculated by the Eq. 1

Shapley value (ϕj) =
∑

S⊆N\{j}

|S|!(|N | − |S| − 1)!

|N |!
[g(S ∪ {j})− g(S)] (1)

where: N is the set of all parameters, S is the subset of parameters excluding feature i, and f(S) is

the prediction by the model with parameters in the subset S.

3. Results and discussions

This section analyzes the prediction of HTC on microchannel structured surfaces through an

empirical approach, ML technique, and PIMLAF framework, compares their predictions, and

evaluates the impact of different input parameters on the optimized model predictions.

3.1. Predictions by empirical correlations

Empirical correlations are simple to use with low computation resources and can deliver quick

results without complex simulations or iterations. Eighteen empirical correlations have been

evaluated for predicting the boiling HTC on microchannel structured surfaces, and their performance

across various metrics is compared in Table 6. The negative values of R2 for some of the correlations

indicate that the model is performing worse than the simple mean model of the data. All the

properties used in the correlations are evaluated under saturated conditions. The formulations of

these correlations are provided below, and the conditions under which these correlations are developed

are outlined in Table 5.

1. Stephan and Abdelsalam correlation [33]:

hstephan,hydrocarbons = 0.0546 · kl
Dd

·
(
ρv
ρl

)0.5

·
(

qDd

klTsat

)0.67

·
(
ρl − ρv

ρl

)−4.33

·
(
hlvD

2
d

α2
l

)0.248

hstephan,refrigerants = 207 · kl
Dd

·
(

qDd

klTsat

)0.745

·
(
ρv
ρl

)0.581

·
(
νl
αl

)0.53

hstephan,other liquids = 0.23 · kl
Dd

·
(

qDd

klTsat

)0.297

·
(
hlvD

2
d

α2
l

)0.371

·
(
α2
l ρl

σDd

)0.35

·
(
ρl − ρv

ρl

)−1.73
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2. Jung correlation [35]:

hjung = 10 · kl
Dd

·
(

(q/A)Dd

klTsat

)Cl

· P 0.1
r · (1− Tr)

−1.4 ·
(
νl
αl

)−0.25

where

Cl = 0.855 ·
(
ρv
ρl

)0.309

· P−0.437
r , Pr =

Pop

Pc

, Tr =
Tsat

Tc

3. Gorenflo and Kenning correlation [37]:

hgorenflo = h0 · C · F (Pr) ·
(

q

q0

)n

, C =

(
Ra

Ra0

)0.133

, Ra0 = 0.4µm, q0 = 20, 000 W/m2,

F (Pr) =

1.73P 0.27
r +

(
6.1 + 0.68

1−Pr

)
P 2
r for water, with n = 0.9− 0.3P 0.15

r ,

1.2P 0.27
r +

(
2.5 + 1

1−Pr

)
Pr for all other fluids, with n = 0.9− 0.3P 0.3

r .

h0 is the reference heat transfer coefficient obtained from Gorenflo experimental data

for different fluids

4. Tarrad and Khudor correlation [39]:

htarrad = 0.2411 · h0 ·

(
ρlh

3/2
lv

q

)0.0864

·
(
Cpl · σ
klh0.5

lv

)1.40

·
(
ρv
ρl

)0.115

· λ1.125 ·
(
Pop

Pc

)−0.271

where h0 is the reference heat transfer coefficient as in the Gorenflo correlation.

For fluids not covered by the Gorenflo correlation, h0 is given by

h0 = 0.1 · P 0.69
c · q0.7 · F (Pr), F (Pr) = 1.8P 0.17

r + 4P 1.2
r + 10P 10

r ,where Pc in bar.

5. Shah correlation [12]:

hshah = 0.155 · hgorenflo ·
(

qw
µlhlv

√
σ

(ρl − ρv)g

)0.235

·
(
P

Pc

)−0.651

·(
Pop ·Dd

µl · h1/2
lv

)−0.172

·
(
ρv
ρl

)−0.165

· λ0.109

6. Stephan and Preusser correlation [42]:

hstephan−preusser = 0.1 ·
(

kl
Dd

)
·
(

qDd

klTsat

)0.67

·
(
ρv
ρl

)0.156

·
(
hlvD

2
d

α2
l

)0.371

·
(
α2
l ρl

σDd

)0.35

·
(
µlCpl

kl

)−0.16

.

7. Rosenhow correlation [31]:

△Tsat rosen =

(
hlv

Cpl

)
· Csf ·

((
q

µl · hlv

)
· Lc

)0.33

· (Pr l)m+1

hrosen =
q

△Tsat rosen
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8. Labuntsov correlation [36]:

hlabuntsov =0.075

(
1 +

(
10

(
ρv

ρl − ρv

)0.67
))

×

((
ρl · k2

l

σ · µl · Tsat

)0.33
)

(q)0.67

9. Kruzhilin correlation [38]:

hkruzhilin =

(
0.082 · kl

Lc

)((
hlv · q

g · Tsat · kl
· ρv
ρl − ρv

)0.7
)(

Tsat · Cpl · σ · ρl
h2
lv · ρ2v · Lc

)0.33 (
Pr−0.45

l

)
10. Kichigin and Tobilevich correlation [44]:

hkichi tobil =

(
kl
Lc

)(
3.25× 10−4

)
(Re)0.6 (Pr l)

0.6

((
g · L3

c

ν2
l

)0.125
)
·
(

Pop

(g · σ · (ρl − ρv))
0.5

)0.7

11. Borishansky correlation [34]:

A∗ = 0.1011 ·
(
P 0.69
c

)
F = 1.8 ·

(
P 0.17
r

)
+ 4 ·

(
P 1.2
r

)
+ 10 ·

(
P 10
r

)
hborishansky = (A∗)3.33 · (△T )2.33 · (F )3.33

12. Kutateladze and Borishanski correlation [45]:

hkuta boris =

(
0.44 · kl

Lc

)((
1× 10−4 · q · Pop

g · hlv · ρv · µl

· ρl
ρl − ρv

)0.7
)(

Pr 0.35l

)
13. Modified Kutateladze correlation [46]:

hmodif kuta =

(
3.37× 10−9 · kl

Lc

·
(

hlv

Cpl · q

)−2

·M∗−1

) 1
3

M∗ =
g · σ

(ρl − ρv) ·
(

Pop

ρv

)2
14. Pioro correlation [32]:

hpioro = Cs ·
kl
Lc

·

(
q

hlv ·
√
ρv · (σ · g · (ρl − ρv))

0.25

) 2
3

· Prnl

15. Cooper correlation [41]:

hcooper = 55 ·
(
P0.12−(0.2·log10(Rq ))
r

)
· (− log10(Pr))

−0.55 ·
(
M−0.5

)
·
(
q0.67

)
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16. Cornwell–Houston correlation [40]:

hcornwell = 9.7 · kl
Lc

· Fp · P0.5
c · (Re)0.67 · (Pr l)0.4

Fp = 1.8 · P0.17
r + 4 · P1.2

r + 10 · P10
r

17. Ribatski and Jabardo correlation [43]:

hribatski = 100 · (qm) · (P0.45
r ) · (− log(Pr))

−0.8 · (R0.2
q ) · (M−0.5)

m = 0.9− 0.3 · (P0.2
r )

Table 5: Empirical correlations and the parameters used for the development of correlations.

Authors Parameters used for development of correlations

Rosenhow [31] Fluids: Water, R-11, R-12, R-113, propane, n-pentane,

ethanol, iso-Propanol, n-Butanol, 30%, and 50%

potassium carbonate, carbon tetrachloride, benzene,

n-Heptane, acetone.

Substrates: Copper, aluminum, platinum wires, zinc,

nickel, inconel, stainless steel, brass, chromium

Gorenflo and Kenning [37] Fluids: Halogenated refrigerants

Substrates: Horizontal cylindrical surfaces.

Stephan and Abdelsalam [33] 5000 data points.

Fluids: Hydrocarbons, water, refrigerants, and

cryogenic fluids.

Substrates: Horizontal flat plate, cylinder, wire, tube

- Copper, brass, platinum, nickel, stainless steel,

chromium plated copper, inconel, nickel plated copper,

bronze, german silver, gold coated ARMCO-iron.

Jung [35] Fluids: HFC134a, CFC11, HFC32, HCFC123, HCFC22,

HCFC142b, CFC12, and HFC125.

Substrates: Smooth horizontal copper tube.

Continued on next page
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Authors Parameters used for development of correlations

Tarrad and Khudor [39] Fluids: Water, n-pentane, ethanol, R-123, R134a,

R-113, R-114, R124, R-11, R-12, R-22.

Substrates: Low-finned tubes

Shah [12] Fluids: Water, R-123, R-141b, R-134a.

Substrates: Micro-finned cylindrical surfaces.

Stephan and Preusser [42] Fluids: Water, organic fluids, binary and ternary

mixtures

Substrates: Horizontal tubes

Labuntsov [36] Can be used for a different set of fluids.

Kichigin and Tobilevich [44] Fluids: Water and concentrated solutions.

Substrates: Steel tubes.

Kruzhilin [38] Fluids: Water and refrigerants.

Substrates: horizontal flat plates of different materials.

Borishansky [34] Fluids: Water, ethanol, and other fluids.

Substrates: Horizontal flat plates and tubes.

Kutateladze and Borishanski [45] Can be used for a different set of fluids and large heat

flux conditions.

Kutateladze [46] Can be used for a different set of fluids.

Pioro [32] Fluids: Water, ethanol, iso-propanol, Propane,

n-pentane, Benzene, n-butanol, R-113, R-11, R-12,

carbon tetrachloride, n-heptane, 30%, and 50%

Potassium carbonate, acetone

Substrates: Copper, aluminum, brass, chromium,

platinum wires, stainless steel, zinc, nickel, inconel.

Modified fluid surface parameter of Rohsenhow

Correlation.

Continued on next page
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Authors Parameters used for development of correlations

Ribatski and Jabardo [43] 2600 data points.

Fluids: R-22, R-11, R-134a, R-11, R-12, R-123.

Substrates: Cylindrical surfaces - Brass, stainless steel,

and copper.

Cooper [41] 5641 data points.

Fluids: Water, R-113, R-12, R-114, ethanol, benzene,

propane, water, cryogens - Hydrogen, neon, nitrogen,

helium, oxygen.

Substrates: Aluminum, brass, copper, stainless steel,

sodium-potassium alloy, platinum wires, nickel.

Cornwell–Houston [40] Fluids: R-11, R-12, R-22, R-113, R-114, R-115, R-22,

pentane, nonane, propane, ethane, hexane, benzene,

ethanol, methanol, isobutanol, p-xylene, water.

Substrates: Horizontal tubes and tube bundles of

various materials.

From Table 6, we can conclude that correlation by Stephan & Abdelsalam, Gorenflo, Labutsnov,

Stephan & Preusser, and modified correlation by Kutateladze exhibits R2 value ranging from 0.3 to

0.5. This reduced performance may be due to its applicability to specific conditions.

3.1.1. Proposed correlation for microchannel structured surfaces:

The lower predictive performance of the above correlations on the microchannel dataset may

have resulted from the absence of incorporation of various influential parameters. To bridge this gap,

nine dimensionless parameters (λ, kw
kl

, Rq

rcav
, θ

90
, Pr ,

Mf

Mw
,

hf

wf
, wg

p
, Dh

p
) have been defined to develop

a new correlation. Among the above correlations, Stephan and Preusser’s correlation displayed the

highest R2 value of 0.55. Thus, this empirical correlation has been modified with the addition of the

above dimensionless parameters, and appropriate coefficients have been determined. The proposed

correlation in Eq.(2) is able to predict the microchannel structured surfaces dataset with a R2 value

of 0.936 and MAE of 4.94. Fig. 10a and 10b show the improved performance of the proposed

correlation over the Stephan-Preusser correlation. These metrics are evaluated based on the entire

dataset of microchannel structured surfaces.

The proposed correlation is given by Eq. 2:
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hproposed =λ0.472 ·
(
kw
kl

)0.966

·
(

Rq

rcav

)−0.197

·
(

θ

90

)0.138

· (Pr)
1.106

·
(
Mf

Mw

)−2.175

·
(
hf

wf

)−0.484

·
(
wg

p

)0.295

·
(
Dh

p

)0.833

·
(

0.1 · kl
Dd

)
·
(

q ·Dd

kl · Tsat

)0.67

·
(
ρv
ρl

)0.156

·
(
hlv ·D2

d

α2
l

)0.371

·
(
α2
l · ρl

σ ·Dd

)0.35

·
(
µl · Cpl

kl

)−0.16

(2)

Table 6: Comparison of correlations for microchannel structured surfaces.

Correlations R2 MAE RMSE
% Data Points within

±10% ±20% ±30% ±40%

Rosenhow [31] -32809514.6 167531.5 203845.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Stephan-Abdelsalam [33] 0.38 15.75 28.06 12.64 24.13 34.53 43.65

Jung [35] -0.44 22.96 42.63 11.67 23.10 34.54 43.83

Gorenflo and Kenning [37] 0.38 11.18 28.06 10.87 21.86 38.88 48.81

Tarrad and Khudor [39] 0.11 15.29 33.67 6.58 14.73 21.37 26.60

Shah [12] -958.2 585.1 1102.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Stephan-Preusser [42] 0.55 11.50 23.95 14.11 28.20 42.89 54.70

Labuntsov [36] 0.41 12.62 27.31 5.50 11.01 16.91 28.48

Kichigin and Tobilevich [44] -0.41 23.04 42.24 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Kruzhilin [38] -338.41 362.91 655.64 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Borishansky [34] -0.87 24.76 48.63 0.60 1.33 2.12 3.21

Kutateladze and Borishanski [45] -0.36 22.56 41.45 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Modified Kutateladze [46] 0.44 11.84 26.65 6.51 15.64 23.02 30.22

Pioro [32] -1334090.4 17813.2 41105.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

Ribatski and Jabardo [43] 0.14 15.18 32.96 1.32 4.69 12.85 24.02

Cooper [41] 0.16 13.22 32.58 10.76 19.92 28.54 35.03

Cornwell-Houston [40] -48.62 110.17 250.69 3.93 8.04 12.16 15.80

Proposed correlation 0.936 4.94 8.98 22.19 44.81 68.50 78.70
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(a) (b)

Figure 10: Performance of (a) Stephan-Preusser correlation and (b) proposed correlation (modified Stephan-Preusser
correlation) for microchannel structured surfaces.

3.2. Predictions by Machine learning alogrithms

Initially, the dataset is divided into training and testing datasets, with 80% of the data for model

training and the remaining 20% for model testing. Various regression ML models have been trained

on the microchannel structured surfaces dataset after data preprocessing using the Scikit-learn [96]

library. During training, these models learn the relationship among input variables by reducing

the loss function. Table 7 shows the different models employed in this study. These models have

been trained and then assessed based on the 5-fold cross-validation results. Although ET, KNN,

XGBoost, RF, and LightGBM models rank at the top among these algorithms, their R2 values on

the test dataset are only around 0.91 after hyperparameter optimization through random search and

5-fold cross-validation. Table 7 shows the performance of these nineteen algorithms.

To improve the prediction accuracy, Deep neural network (DNN) models have been adopted.

Deep neural networks can understand the non-linear patterns in the data with the help of activation

functions and hidden layers. For this study, we adopted a 10-layer neural network architecture

consisting of 120 neurons per layer and employed the Exponential Linear Unit (ELU) as the activation

function for better gradient flow during backpropagation [78]. The model was optimized using the

Adam optimizer [82] with a learning rate of 0.001. To prevent overfitting, L1 and L2 regularization

were applied with regularization coefficients of 0.001. The model was trained for 10,000 epochs to

achieve optimal performance. These are the fine-tuned hyperparameters through random search

optimization. By implementing the DNN model on the test dataset, the performance is increased

with a R2 value of 0.940. The DNN model is implemented using the Pytorch framework [97]. Table

8 shows the improved performance of the DNN model. Figs. 11a and 11b represent the parity plot

of predicted and experimental HTC of microchannel structured surfaces dataset, corresponding to
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the ET regressor and DNN model, respectively.

Table 7: Performance comparison of regression models.

Model R2 MAE RMSE

Extra trees regressor 0.912 2.521 12.031

KNN regressor 0.910 2.634 12.651

Extreme gradient boosting 0.909 2.231 10.289

Random forest regressor 0.903 2.029 10.732

Light gradient boosting machine 0.901 3.102 10.942

Decision tree regressor 0.871 2.030 11.853

Gradient boosting regressor 0.822 5.705 14.823

CatBoost regressor 0.817 2.391 9.461

AdaBoost regressor 0.710 9.194 18.773

Linear regression 0.616 10.800 21.791

Ridge regression 0.607 11.233 22.034

Bayesian ridge 0.607 11.239 22.041

Lasso regression 0.541 12.025 23.852

Lasso least angle regression 0.541 12.027 23.853

Huber regressor 0.503 9.699 24.888

Elastic net 0.464 12.605 25.813

Passive aggressive regressor 0.458 14.316 25.784

Orthogonal matching pursuit 0.353 14.159 28.296

Dummy regressor -0.002 17.798 35.250

Table 8: Comparison of DNN and top performing regression models.

Model R2 MAE RMSE

Deep neural network model 0.940 2.037 9.913

Extra Trees regressor 0.912 2.521 12.031

KNN regressor 0.910 2.634 12.651

Extreme gradient boosting 0.909 2.231 10.289

Random forest regressor 0.903 2.029 10.732

Light gradient boosting machine 0.901 3.102 10.942
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(a) (b)

Figure 11: Performance of (a) Extra tree regression model and (b) DNN model for microchannel structured surfaces.

3.3. Predictions by hybrid Machine learning framework

Both empirical correlations and the standalone DNN model encounter lower prediction accuracy

of HTC in microchannel structured surfaces. Even though empirical correlations can provide domain

knowledge, they are limited by the inability to under complex relationships in the data. Also, DNN

may suffer from generalizability and may perform well only within the trained parametric ranges.

Meanwhile, it can learn non-linear relationships in the data. To synergize and leverage the advantage

of both these approaches, the PIMLAF framework described in section 2 is employed.

Table 9: Optimized hyperparameters of the neural network model employed in PIMLAF.

Hyperparameters Values Description

No. of hidden layers 8 Total number of fully connected (dense) layers in the network.

No. of neurons [90, 90, 90, 90, 90, 90, 90, 90] Number of neurons in each hidden layer.

Activation function ELU (Exponential Linear Unit) Activation function applied after each layer, with α = 1.0.

Learning rate 0.001 Step size for weight updates during training.

Optimizer Adam Optimization algorithm for gradient-based updates.

λ1 0.001 L1 loss regularization parameter.

λ2 0.001 L2 loss regularization parameter.

Number of epochs 10,000 Total number of training iterations over the dataset.

The new correlation proposed in this study is used to provide a good baseline prediction. Then,

the DNN model with optimized hyperparameters as in Table 9 is developed to learn the correlation

residual errors. Then, through backpropagation, the MSE loss function is minimized, yielding a

highly accurate model for HTC prediction on microchannel structured surfaces with R2, MAE, and

RMSE values as 0.995, 0.907, and 2.999, respectively. Also, this model exhibits better performance

with a R2 value of around 0.99 when tested on a dataset that has undergone imputation for
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Figure 12: Residual plot of PIMLAF model for microchannel structured surfaces data.

Table 10: Comparison of performance - Proposed correlation, machine learning models, and hybrid framework.

Models R2 MAE RMSE
% deviation of data within

±10% ±20% ±30% ±40%

Extra Trees regressor 0.912 2.521 12.031 78.752 90.182 94.250 96.774

Deep Neural Network (DNN) 0.940 2.037 9.913 84.362 92.637 96.003 97.616

Hybrid Framework - Overall dataset 0.995 0.907 2.999 88.640 96.283 97.756 98.808

Hybrid Framework - Water dataset 0.992 2.403 6.347 89.655 97.318 98.084 98.084

Hybrid Framework - Other fluids dataset 0.997 0.319 0.542 91.674 95.966 97.768 98.970

unknown feature values. Fig. 12 illustrates the training and testing performance of this optimized

physics-informed hybrid framework. The parity plot in Fig. 13 shows that there is better agreement

between experimental and predicted HTC using the hybrid framework. Furthermore, this hybrid

framework is implemented to predict HTC for the water and other fluids datasets, demonstrating

better prediction with R2 values of 0.992 and 0.997, respectively. Table 10 presents the predictive

performance comparison of the models adopted in this study for HTC estimation. All the model

performances are based on the test dataset. Fig. 14 indicates the superiority of the hybrid framework

in comparison to other ML models and empirical correlation.
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Figure 13: Performance of PIMLAF model for microchannel structured surfaces.

Figure 14: Performance metric comparison: Proposed correlation, ML model, and hybrid framework.
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This enhanced performance of the hybrid framework can be attributed to the effective harnessing

of both domain-specific insights through proposed correlation and data-driven information machine

learning techniques. Also, the comprehensive choice of input parameters for the ML model aids

in capturing the complex relationships. With the prior domain knowledge in hand, this hybrid

framework can generalize better to unseen datasets, making it more robust.

3.4. Predictions for heat flux condition as input

When heat flux is given as an input parameter instead of wall superheat, the proposed hybrid

framework can be used through an iterative procedure. Starting with an initial guess for wall

superheat, the HTC can be determined through the hybrid framework. With the guessed wall

superheat and estimated HTC, heat flux can be calculated. When the calculated heat flux converges

to the input heat flux, the iterations can be stopped. The final estimated HTC is the predicted value

for the given input heat flux.

3.5. SHAP interpretation of the optimized hybrid framework model

SHAP interpretation explains the output of the predicted model by allocating a SHAP value to

each feature in the model. This highlights the important features, feature interaction, and their

impact on model prediction. SHAP summary plot, SHAP value plot, and SHAP dependency plot

aid in understanding the feature significance. Positive and negative SHAP values indicate that the

feature drives the prediction towards higher values and lower values, respectively. Zero SHAP value

signifies no impact on model output. The SHAP summary plot (beeswarm plot) illustrates the

global impact and variation of each feature, while the SHAP bar plot ranks the features based on

their overall contribution based on the mean SHAP value of the corresponding feature. Red and blue

values indicate the actual feature values, with red indicating higher values and blue indicating lower

values. When the feature variation changes from blue on the left of the zero SHAP line to red on the

right, it illustrates the direct impact on the prediction, and vice-versa otherwise. Table 11 shows the

major significant parameters affecting HTC when modeled with the overall data, water, and other

fluids datasets.
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Table 11: Major parameters impacting heat transfer in microchannel structured surfaces.

Overall dataset Water dataset Other fluids dataset

△T kw △T
Rq θ Pfilm

θ wf Rq

wf Rq Tw

Tw hf λ
ρl p wg

kl wg hf

Pfilm kl wf

hf

wg

λ
p

Figure 15: SHAP summary plot of microchannel structured surfaces for the overall dataset - Bar plot.
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Figure 16: SHAP summary plot of microchannel structured surfaces for the overall dataset - Beeswarm plot.

(a) (b)

Figure 17: SHAP summary bar plot of microchannel structured surfaces for (a) water (b) other fluids.
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3.5.1. For the overall dataset

The SHAP summary plot of the overall dataset (Figs. 15 and 16) highlights the following

observations:

• △T and Tw exhibit a positive impact on the HTC prediction. This is because the increase in

the temperature of the substrate promotes nucleation, thereby increasing the bubble frequency

and favoring better heat removal from the surface [98, 99].

• Surface roughness (Rq) plays a major role in enhancing the nucleation site density. This

increases the boiling performance [100]. The same variation can be observed from the SHAP

interpretation analysis.

• Also, from the plot, the HTC increases when there is a decrease in the wettability of the surface.

Since high wettability surfaces (low contact angle surfaces) increase the bubble departure radius

and reduce the frequency of bubble emission, heat transfer decreases [101]. On the other hand,

low wettability surfaces (high contact angle surfaces) require low wall superheat to increase the

bubble nucleation because of easier bubble detachment, hence promoting heat transfer [102].

• When the effective area for heat transfer increases, heat transfer through the surface is also

improved [13]. The area augmentation factor indicates the increase in the effective area of

microchannels when compared to a plain surface. Thus, surfaces having large λ value augment

the HTC.

• The model predicts that HTC increases with an increase in fin height (hf ). As high-aspect-ratio

(hf/wf ) microchannels increase the capillary liquid-wicking behavior and increase the liquid

flow to the dry spot, the boiling HTC is enhanced [30].

• The increase in channel width (wg) and fin width (wf ) have a negative impact on HTC

enhancement, as observed in the SHAP analysis. Smaller width channels lead to a liquid jet

impingement-like mechanism and facilitate liquid flow to the nucleation sites, thus improving

heat transfer [103, 104]. Reducing the fin width enhances the heat transfer through the capillary

wicking mechanism because of the increase in aspect ratio of the microchannel [27, 28, 30]. Also,

reducing both wg and wf increases the area augmentation factor, resulting in a larger thermal

energy transport [27, 28]. The same phenomenon is observed for highly packed channels (i.e.)

microchannels having a lesser pitch. For the same dimension, microchannels with smaller pitch

have a large surface area for heat transfer, thereby enhancing HTC [105].

• The positive impact of liquid density on the model prediction can be attributed to the quick

rewetting of the surface and enabling sustained heat transfer, particularly with liquid having a
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large density.

• Pfilm represents the interfacial liquid pressure at the surface. When the pressure increases,

the bubble departure diameter decreases, and the bubble departure frequency increases [3].

This promotes heat transfer, and in this analysis, Pfilm shows a positive influence on HTC

prediction.

• Heat transfer through the liquid microlayer under the developing bubbles is enhanced when

operating with liquids having higher thermal conductivity [106]. Increased heat conduction

through this layer enhances HTC, and thus, with an increase in kl, the model has a direct

impact on the model prediction.

3.5.2. For the water and other fluids dataset

The comparative analysis of the SHAP summary plot for water (Fig. 17a) and other fluids (Fig.

17b) dataset summarizes the following:

• Contact angle significance is more prominent in water than in fluids other than water. The

high wetting tendency of the other fluids reduces the impact of the contact angle. However,

surface roughness is one of the major contributing factors for both types of fluids.

• Also, the surface characteristics - fin height, groove width, fin width, and area augmentation

factor affect the model prediction significantly for both types of fluids.

• The effect of wall superheat, or wall temperature, is more significant in fluids other than water.

For datasets with water as the working fluid, the thermal conductivity of the liquid at the

interface has a considerable effect.

• For water, in addition to the surface properties (wf , hf , wg, λ), the thermal conductivity of the

substrate (kw) and pitch (p) of the channel displays their prominence. The substrate with high

thermal conductivity boosts the HTC, as large thermal conductivity reduces the activation time

for bubble nucleation, minimizes the reactivation time for bubble nucleation, and accelerates

the bubble departure frequency [107].

The above discussion illuminates the importance of each feature and its corresponding variation in

the HTC prediction on microchannel structured surfaces. Also, most of the variations are validated

against the existing experimental studies. Thus, SHAP interpretation provides transparency and

corroborates the reliability of the proposed hybrid framework.
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4. Conclusions

A model to predict the boiling heat transfer characteristics for microchannel structured surfaces

is developed in this research. With 7128 data points amassed from available studies, an empirical

correlation is proposed to predict the HTC. Then, a hybrid framework (ML + proposed correlation)

is employed to improve the accuracy of HTC prediction. SHAP analysis has been inferred to identify

the key parameters, and their variation impacting model prediction has been analyzed.

The major conclusions include:

• The available empirical correlations have been analyzed on the microchannel structured

surfaces dataset. The Stephan-Preusser correlation exhibited a reasonable prediction. Then,

a new correlation is proposed with the inclusion of the dimensionless parameters to the

Stephan-Preusser correlation including λ, kw
kl

, Rq

rcav
, θ
90

, Pr ,
Mf

Mw
,

hf

wf
, wg

p
, and Dh

p
. This correlation

is able to show a better performance with 0.936 as the R2 value than the original correlation

with a R2 value of only 0.55.

• Different ML models have been evaluated for HTC prediction on microchannel structured

surfaces. ET, KNN, XGBoost, RF, and LightGBM models predicted HTC with a R2 value

of only around 0.91. DNN performance improved slightly with a R2 value of 0.940. Then,

a hybrid framework - PIMLAF is developed for the microchannel structured surfaces dataset,

combining the proposed correlation and deep neural network model. The performance improved

significantly with a R2 value of 0.995.

• In the hybrid framework, the proposed correlation is able to provide a better starting point for

the ML model. The integration of physics-based models and ML improves the model accuracy,

generalizability, and robustness of the hybrid framework. The prior physics-informed prediction

through the correlation enables the model to adhere to the primary principles of the boiling

characteristics. This makes the hybrid model reliable and accurate in predicting unseen data.

• The parametric variation exhibited by the proposed model is analyzed through SHAP analysis

and validated against the existing studies, thus trusting the model predictions even for inputs

that fall beyond the trained parametric ranges. In this study, surface roughness (Rq), fin height

(hf ), area augmentation factor (λ), and groove width (wg) remain critical parameters affecting

HTC across both types of fluids datasets and the overall dataset.

• Closely packed fins and high aspect ratio fins markedly improve the heat transfer. Closely

packed configuration increases the area augmentation factor, and high-aspect ratio channels

enhance the capillary wicking phenomena. Also, smaller width channels enhance λ for a given
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dimension and promote liquid supply to the nucleation sites. Thus, the HTC is considerably

improved with an increase in hf and λ and with a decrease in p, wg, and wf .

• The contact angle plays a significant role in the water dataset. Its significance is not as

significant in the other fluids as compared to water because the contact angle is almost the

same for fluids other than water due to their large wetting tendency. However, the roughness

of the surface is highly significant for both the fluid categories.
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