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Figure 1. DFA100 prism column (A) at the end of the foaming phase and (B) at the end of the 15-minute
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Figure 2. Representative plots of foam height vs. time at each flow rate (0.20, 0.35 and 0.50 L/min) at
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N/A = not applicable, 1x mL (x = 2.0, 1.0 and 0.5) of shampoo is diluted in 50 mL of water (diluent) to each dilution (1:25 v/v, 1:50 v/v and 1:100 v/v) for Shampoo 1 and Shampoo 2.
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the defined imaging area Figure 5. Representative plots of bubble size distributions at 60 second (1 minute)
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5. Bubble count half-life time: Time at which the bubble count in the predefined

imaging area reduce to 50% of its initial value. Figure 3. Average (+ SD) maximum foam height vs. flow rate at each dilution (1:25 v/v, 1:50 v/v and for (A) Foam 1 (B) Foam 2 products. Images of Foam 1 and Foam 2 at 60 second

1:100 v/v) for Shampoo 1 and Shampoo 2 (n=3). (1 minute) are shown in (C) and (D), respectively.
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