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ABSTRACT: There has been some success with polymer and
surfactant injections into depleted sandstone reservoirs for
reducing residual oil saturation and improving oil recovery.
However, their microemulsion stability is compromised in the
harsh conditions of high temperature and salinity. Nanoparticle
addition to the polymers and surfactant has resulted in a nanofluid
with more stability, improved rheological behaviors, reduced
adsorption loss, and much more as a result of the synergistic effects
of their components. In this work, the performance of polymeric
and surfactant nanofluids and the factors that impair their efficacy were highlighted. Numerous surfactant adsorption mechanisms,
such as ion pairing, ion exchange, hydrogen bonds, dipole interactions, and hydrophobic interactions, on the rock surface were
illustrated. Synergistic interactions of ternary phases of surfactant, polymer, and nanoparticles to the interfacial tension reduction,
wettability alteration, adsorption reduction, rheological enhancement, and nanofluid stability for enhanced oil recovery were also
presented. Additionally, the prevailing challenges and their plausible interventions have been highlighted in this review. The
summarized results from published papers based on experimental evidence and theoretical deductions presented in this review will
uplift the understanding of the screening, designing, and formulation of nanofluids.

1. INTRODUCTION
Despite the rising global demand for fossil fuels, the number of
new conventional oil reserve discoveries is currently dropping.1

Just 20−35% of the original oil in place (OOIP) in the
reservoir is retrieved when primary and secondary recovery
techniques are applied, leaving the majority of the oil inside the
reservoir.2 One strategy for addressing the rise in oil use and
demand in the oil and gas sector is to improve oil recovery
from these reservoirs.3 Many enhanced oil recovery (EOR)
techniques, including chemical, thermal, miscible gas, micro-
bial injections, and many others, have undergone extensive
research and demonstrated various recovery rates with
promising futures.4

Chemical EOR for increasing both microscopic displace-
ment and macroscopic sweep efficiency of crude oil has been in
use for several decades.5 The chemical EOR methods, such as
polymer and surfactant, exert their effects by the former
viscosifying the water phase (displacing fluid), so that the
mobility ratio can be lowered to below 1,6 and the latter
reducing interfacial tension (IFT) and wettability.1 Polymer
flooding has been a reliable tool for recovering residual oil with
the use of both synthetic polyacrylamide (PAM) and partially
hydrolyzed polyacrylamide (HPAM) and natural polymers
(xanthan and guar gum).7 However, the use of polymers and
surfactants is currently faced with some challenges, such as

degradation as a result of high temperature and salinity and
chemical adsorption to the formation surfaces.8 Therefore,
systems of polymer, surfactants, and alkali have been proposed
to harness their synergistic effects, although their performance
and cost do not match.9

The invention of nanotechnology has also paved the way for
petroleum industry applications in the area of drilling,
cementing, and well completion, hydraulic fracturing, and
EOR. Nanoparticles are particles of matter characterized by
sizes between 1 and 100 nm with enhanced physical and
chemical properties.10 They are used in chemical formulations
to improve rheological and thermal properties of fluids in
different environments. Nanofluids with varying physical
properties can be designed and produced by combining
these nanoscale materials (nanoparticles) with various base
fluids and tailored for a specific scenario.11 However, there
have been a variety of reasons that have kept the application of
nanoparticles in the field trial on hold, including their
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suspected ecotoxicity.12 As a result of their large surface-to-
volume ratio, nanoparticles are capable of adsorbing toxic
compounds on their surface. The assessment of the risk
presented by nanoparticles to organisms and the environment
depends heavily upon data addressing nanoparticle mobility,
transfer, and uptake, as impacted by environmental parame-
ters.13 Considering the risks that some nanoparticles, such as
titanium oxide, pose to health, the environment, and safety,
their use for EOR processes needs to be carefully examined.
It has been reported elsewhere that binary and ternary

systems of chemicals may synergistically enhance oil
recovery.14 This can be achieved by combining the potentials
of each ingredient in petroleum development, such as IFT
reduction, wettability alteration, solubilization, mobility control
(increasing viscosity of displacing fluid), and nanofluid
stability.15 The unique performance success of polymer and
surfactant floodings was merged with the nanoparticle
outstanding properties, such as the small size, high diffusivity,
and high surface area available for modification to suit specific
reservoir conditions of high temperature and salinity.
The potential of nanotechnology in EOR was brilliantly

highlighted in numerous previous works on nanoparticle-
assisted surfactant and polymer formulations. However,
molecular interactions, detailed rheological screening, and
technical and economic limitations facing field applications
have been partially reported in manuscripts. In this work, a
comprehensive evaluation of nanoparticle-assisted polymer and
surfactant formulations was conducted with their potentials for
EOR in sandstone reservoirs. The comparison of various
experimental and simulation results pertaining to nanofluid-
assisted surfactant and polymer flooding highlighting the
success and limitations is presented. The research gaps on the
current experimental and simulation studies on the hybrid
nanofluids are identified, and possible interventions are
suggested. Additionally, various molecular interactions, rheo-
logical considerations during screening and limitations, and
proposed interventions facing field applications are elaborated.

2. RHEOLOGICAL BEHAVIOR OF THE
NANOPARTICLE-ASSISTED
SURFACTANT/POLYMER

Rheology of a fluid refers to the change in the flow
characteristics of a fluid caused by an applied force. It relates
to the shear stress (τ), which is given as the tangential force
applied per unit area, and shear rate (γ), which is the change of
shear strain per unit time. In addition, viscosity (η) can be
defined as the ratio of shear stress to shear rate.16 Dependent
upon the response to the applied shear force, fluids can be
classified as Newtonian or non-Newtonian. Shear stress and
shear rate for Newtonian fluids are linearly related, which
means that the shear rate has no effect on the viscosity of these
fluids. For non-Newtonian fluids, the change of the shear stress
and shear rate is not constant, and therefore, their viscosity
changes with the change in the shear rate.17 Various
mathematical models used to describe the fluid behaviors
include the power law model (eq 1), Bingham plastic model,
Carreau model (eq 2),18 Hershel−Buckley model, and Casson
model.19 However, careful selection of the model that gives the
best fit should be done for various fluids based on the number
of parameters involved in the equations, simplicity, and time.
Additionally, on the basis of the value of their power law index
(flow behavior index), fluids can be divided into three distinct
types, such as n < 1 (shear thinning fluid), n > 1 (Newtonian
fluid), and n = 1 (shear thickening fluid)

K n 1= (1)

(1 ) )
n

0
2 1

2= + (2)

where η is the apparent viscosity, γ is the shear rate, η0 is the
zero shear viscosity, λ is the relaxation time, and K and n are
the consistency index and power law index.20 Figure 1
illustrates different fluid rheological behaviors encountered in
the oil and gas industry.
Hojjat et al.21 investigated the rheological properties of a

base fluid carboxymethyl cellulose (CMC) containing
aluminum oxide, titanium dioxide, and copper oxide nano-
particles. It was found that the base fluid and all three
nanofluids had a power index of less than 1 and, therefore,
behaved as shear thinning fluids. The power law index declined
with rise of the nanoparticle concentration. On the other hand,

Figure 1. Schematic representation of the rheological behaviors of the fluid.
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Tie et al.22 performed a study on the rheological performances
and other parameters of the three polymers [a linear polymer,
a hydrophobic association of partially hydrolyzed polyacryla-
mide (HAHPAM), and a polymer−surfactant] under reservoir
conditions for their potentials in EOR application. An increase
in the shear rate leads to a decrease in the linear polymer
viscosity, exhibiting pseudoplastic behavior, despite being a
Newtonian fluid at a lower shear rate. A slight increase in
viscosity was observed for the other two polymers at a low
shear rate, and shear thinning was observed at a higher shear
rate. There was a good fit of all three polymer samples to the
Carreau equation and a satisfactory fit with the power law
model. According to the study by Al-Hamairi et al.,20 various
rheological models have been compared to predict fluid
viscosity of HPAM in different shear rates taking into account
the concentration of polymers, fluid salinity, and divalent
contents. However, as a result of their poor fit, the power law
model was modified to fit the prediction of the polymer.

3. INFLUENCE OF CHEMICAL STRUCTURES IN
FLUID−FLUID AND FLUID−ROCK INTERACTIONS
3.1. Nanoparticles (NPs). NPs are more reactive than

their corresponding bulk materials as a result of their small
particle size (1−100 nm), higher surface/volume ratio, and
unstable bonds.23 In addition, studies have shown that most
NPs (silica, titanium, and aluminum) employed in oil recovery
processes are well-matched with reservoir rock minerals and,
therefore, do not pose significant environmental impacts.24

Owing to their unique size and diffusion rate, nanoparticles can
easily enter oil reservoirs and inflict changes that are intended
in the specific reservoir.25 They can change the rheological
properties of the injected fluid and fluid−fluid interaction
properties, such as IFT,26 emulsification, and thermal
responses, and also alter fluid−rock interaction properties
(such as wettability alteration and dissolution). Nanoparticle
application in EOR is categorized into three types of
formulations, including nanofluids, nanoemulsions,27 and
nanocatalysts,28 with nanofluids the focus of this work.
Nanofluids refer to the fluid in which nanoparticle suspensions
are introduced in a base fluid (water, alcohol, and oil) and
stabilized by either a surfactant or polymer.29

3.1.1. Nanoparticle Stability and Characterization Tech-
niques. A nanofluid is stable if it maintains its basic properties,
such as its morphology (size and shape), electrostatic repulsive
forces, surface charge, hydrophobicity, and dispersion.30 The
Derjaguin−Landau−Verwey−Overbeek (DLVO) theory sug-
gests that the stability of nanoparticles is determined by the
balance between electrostatic double layers (repulsive forces)
and London−van der Waals interactions (attractive forces). In
this case, the van der Waals force promotes coagulation leading
to instability, while the double-layer force stabilizes the
suspension. When the repulsive forces outweigh the attractive
forces, the colloidal system becomes stable, and vice versa is
also true.31 As a result of the high surface energies of NPs, they
aggregate in the aqueous solution to minimize their energy
leading to agglomeration. The latter is caused by forces of a
different nature (van der Waals and electrostatic) that interact
among particles and the medium of dispersion, making it
highly challenging to prepare stable nanofluids before
injection.32 Salinity, which is a typically present the reservoir
fluids, needs to be considered for nanoparticle stability in
aqueous solution.33 An anionic surfactant, such as sodium
dodecyl sulfate (SDS), has been suggested to be able to

stabilize nanoparticles in a solution by inducing the formation
of electrical double layers between the charged nanoparticles
and the base fluid components. These layers protect the
nanoparticles, allowing the hydrophilic groups of the anionic
surfactant to adhere and bind to them. With their hydrophobic
tails directed outward, the surfactants increase stability through
steric repulsion.34

Some studies have also suggested non-DVLO interactions
that account for nanoparticle stability. These are (1) cation
bridging formed between divalent cations between a negatively
charged NP surface and a negatively charged molecule,35 (2)
steric effect derived from solvated films around the particles
and other solute molecules in base liquids,36 and (3) hydration
force. It has been proposed that a number of techniques can be
used to maintain the stability of nanoparticles dispersed in
solution in high-temperature and high-salinity reservoirs.
These include the use of polymers and surfactants to mix
with nanoparticles as well as H+ protection37 against high ionic
strengths. Polymeric molecules provide steric stabilization by
modifying the nanoparticle surface using polymers [e.g.,
polyvinylpyrrolidone (PVP) and polyethylene glycol (PEG)].
They use their hydrophobicity to prevent the two particles
from approaching one another, and in so doing, steric
repulsion is exerted.38 In another study, Sagala et al.39 reported
the surface coating of silica nanoparticles with various
nanopyroxene functionalities to enhance their stability. Three
different surface-modified silica, neutral nanopyroxene
(NPNP), fully hydroxyl-functionalized nanopyroxene
(HPNP), and half hydroxyl-functionalized Janus nanopyroxene
(JPNP), were obtained. As a result of laboratory core flooding
and stability tests, fully hydroxyl-functionalized nanopyroxene
nanofluids showed an additional oil recovery of 10.57%,
making them ideal for EOR applications.
Additionally, surfactants added to nanoparticle suspensions

have the ability to self-assemble around surfaces of nano-
particles to provide stabilization. It is due to the formation of a
monolayer of surfactant that the surface charges of the NPs
cannot interact with each other, and the interactions between
all NPs will be determined by the surfactant adsorbed on them.
In H+ protection, Hutin et al.40 investigated the stability of
silica nanofluid at different pH values to evaluate its influence.
It was concluded that silica nanofluids at a high ionic strength
(42 000 ppm of NaCl and seawater) are stable for 1 day at
basic pH and 3 weeks at pH 1.5, respectively. This was
attributed to the increased electrostatic and/or steric
repulsions in the base fluid to compensate for the loss of
repulsive forces caused by increased salinity. A summary of the
NP stabilization methods and mechanism involved, along with
their strengths and challenges, can be found in Table 1.
In nanofluid stability analysis, various techniques are

normally employed: direct visual observation, where nanofluid
sedimentation over time is monitored with a very powerful toll
for transparent samples, surface conductivity measurement,
zeta potential, and particle size analysis [dynamic light
scattering (DLS)].41 Particles with high zeta potential levels
of ±30 mV are electrically stable as a result of electrostatic
repulsion and are said to be stable.42

3.1.2. Key Performance Parameters of the Nanoparticle in
EOR. For effective use of nanoparticles in EOR, the factors
influencing their stability and performance must be explored.
The factors include the concentration, size, temperature,
salinity, mineralogy, pore size, and permeability.47 The
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following discussion will be made to some key factors, and the
rest can be outsourced from the prescribed studies.
3.1.2.1. Nanoparticle Size. As a result of their greater

charge density and stronger electrostatic repulsion, smaller
nanoparticles have been shown to significantly improve oil
recovery.48 The intensity of the disjoining pressure that lifts the
oil film from the reservoir surface is greatly influenced by their
small size and charge density.49 However, the too small
nanoparticles and too big nanoparticles end up with
mechanical entrapment or log jamming, respectively, as seen
Figure 2. It was reported by Sun et al.50 that silica

nanoparticles could induce higher oil recovery efficiency
owing to their ability to alter wettability and lower IFT, as
shown Figure 3. In another experiment, it was found that

smaller nanoparticles caused a decrease in the contact angle at
the interface between rock and fluid as a result of higher
structural disjoining pressure.51

3.1.2.2. Nanoparticle Concentration. Nanoparticle oil
recovery efficiency rises with the increase in the nanoparticle
concentration.53 In this regard, wettability and oil displacement
are more pronounced as the concentration of nanoparticles
increases. This is due to the increase in the Brownian
movement and disjoining pressure that exert a force on theT
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Figure 2. Effects of the nanoparticle size in porous media during
nanoflooding. This figure was reproduced with permission from ref
52. Copyright 2021 American Chemical Society.

Figure 3. Oil recovery based on different SiO2 nanoparticle sizes. This
figure was reproduced with permission from ref 50. Copyright 2020
American Chemical Society.
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oil film attached on the rock surface, resulting into easy
displacement of oil. However, the increase in the concentration
will be up to the optimal value, where any further increase will
add no value rather than inflating operational costs and
plugging the pore throats. Lu et al.54 investigated the effects of
nanoparticle concentrations by varying the values between 5
and 30 ppm. It was evident that the tertiary oil recovery first
increased (4.48−10.33%) and subsequently dropped as the
injected nanoparticle concentration was raised. These findings
suggest that increased oil recovery is not necessarily
guaranteed by high nanoparticle concentrations after achieving
the optimal concentration. Similar trends were also reported by
Abe et al.,55 as shown in Table 2. The optimal concentration of

nanoparticles must be determined through various screening
techniques, such as rheology, IFT reduction, and adsorption
behavior, prior to experiments.56

3.1.2.3. Reservoir Temperature. Nanofluids used in EOR
must be able to effectively disperse and resist aggregation long
enough when transported through reservoirs with temperatures
up to 150 °C. A higher formation temperature causes faster NP
agglomeration, resulting in weakened stability of NPs. High
temperatures lead to higher kinetic energies and collision
frequencies of nanoparticles, which contribute to the
aggregation of nanoparticles and adversely affect their
stability.40 A study by Zhou et al.57 investigated the stability
of nanoparticles under different temperatures. Nanofluid
thermal stability was evaluated on the basis of particle size
measurements at high temperatures (50−100 °C) to
determine its thermal stability. A change in the nanoparticle
size from 71 to 664 nm was observed after 5 days, indicating
instability as a result of aggregation.
3.1.2.4. Fluid Salinity. The nanoparticle stability is severely

affected by the increased salinity in the base fluid or connate
water.33 The zeta potential of nanoparticles decreases with
rising base fluid salinity, which causes agglomeration. As a
result of the strong attraction forces of the system and the rise
in ionic interactions in the mixture, compression of an electric
double layer occurs and is typically linked to the high salt
concentration.58 Ngouangna et al.59 investigated the effect of
brine salinity on recovery mechanisms for hydroxyapatite
(HAP) nanoparticles. The change of IFT and wettability
increased with the increase in brine salinity. The overall
performance of the two mechanisms contributed to the higher
incremental oil recovery, as shown in Figure 4.
3.1.2.5. Pore Size and Permeability. The reservoir pore size

and permeability severely reduce nanoparticle effectiveness. A
reservoir is made up of pore bodies and throats with a
complicated and random structure that come in a broad range
of sizes and can support adsorption, mechanical entrapment,
and log jamming. The porosity and permeability of these
formations are decreased by particle retention and cause the

formation damage. The adsorption on the wall is fast at the
injection time, and the equilibrium will be established when no
more adsorption occurs. That will also depend upon the
injection flow rate and the size of the nanoparticles.60

3.1.3. Nanoparticle Injection and Oil Recovery Mecha-
nisms. For the purpose of removing oil films from the surface
of rocks, various kinds of nanoparticles, including metal oxides
and organic (dendrimers and biopolymers), inorganic, and
composite particles, have been experimented.61 Research has
shown that nanoparticles derived from the oxides of metals
(Al2O3, CuO, TiO2, and Fe2O3) can lower the oil/water IFT
and also give rise to the disjoining pressure that pushes toward
the solid surface and oil−water interface.62 IFT is reduced as
nanoparticles separate out at the oil−water contact from the
aqueous phase.63 A number of factors were mentioned as
contributing to the increase in EOR when nanoparticles are
used, including the improvement in rock−fluid properties,
altered rheological properties, high sedimentation, and thermal
stability of nanoparticles.64 Using nanoparticles, one can alter
fluid flow characteristics from Newtonian to non-Newtonian,65

increase oil mobility trapped by capillary force, improve
wettability, and decrease IFT between oil and reservoir
fluids,66 as shown in Table 4.
Metal surfaces can be altered by silanol compounds derived

from silica nanoparticles to enhance their capacity to attach
organic substances, such as polymers, carboxylic acid, and the
like. Free silanols are extremely labile, difficult to isolate, and

Table 2. Nanofluid Core Flooding Test Results55 a

oil recovery (%)

NP core ID LSWF nanofluid total

1000 ppm of NP-A IDLS_7 33.20 5.98 39.18
1000 ppm of NP-B IDLS_8 39.41 3.39 42.80
5000 ppm of NP-A IDLS_9 36.65 5.34 41.99
10000 ppm of NP-A IDLS_10 35.04 6.48 41.52

aThis table was reproduced with permission from ref 50. Copyright
2020 American Chemical Society.

Figure 4. Effects of the brine concentration on the incremental oil
recovery. This figure was reproduced with permission from ref 59.
Copyright 2023 American Chemical Society.

Table 3. Effects of Different Nanoparticles on Oil Recovery
Mechanisms

category of
NP nanoparticle mechanism of action reference

inorganic SiO2 wettability change, IFT,
emulsion stability, and
increased viscosity

43 and
75

metal oxide Al2O3 lower IFT and increased
viscositya

43 and
76

TiO2 wettability changea and IFT
reduction

77 and
78Fe2O3

organic
(carbon
based)

carbon
nanotubes
and graphene

IFT, wettability change, and
viscosity reduction

79 and
80

aDominant effect.
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therefore stored in the form of alkoxysilanes because they can
be hydrolyzed on site to produce silanol-containing species
when required.67 Binshan et al.68 studied the impact of
lipophilic and hydrophilic polysilicon (LHP) nanoparticle
injection for the oil recovery. It was observed that, the LHP
adsorption changes hydrophobic pore walls into hydrophilic
pore walls, resulting in a substantial reduction in oil retention
while increasing the relative permeability of the oil phase (Kro).
In addition, as a result of LHP adsorption and wettability
changes, oil in small pores would be displaced, increasing the
effective pore diameter of the porous medium for oil flow and
ultimately enhancing oil recovery. In addition, Lu et al.54

observed that nanoparticle adsorption in the low-permeability
core could result in increased flow of the oil phase, as shown in
Figure 5. As a result of nanoparticle adsorption, residual oil
saturation (Sor) decreased. After the adsorption of nano-
particles, the irreducible oil saturation of the core increased to
0.102 from 0.156. It was concluded that low-permeability cores

can be altered to strongly water-wet when exposed to
nanofluids.
In some instances, the injection of silica nanoparticles

through the openings of cores may result in particle retention
as a result of log jamming. To minimize permeability
limitations, it is crucial to take into account a variety of
factors. These include the content of the nanoparticle
concentration, the concentration of the good dispersion
solution, the injection rate, and the pore volume injected.69

Oil recovery factors are influenced by the type of NP, and
proper selection of NPs for typical reservoir conditions needs
special attention.70 In EOR, nanoparticles are categorized into
three main types, which are metal oxide and organic and
inorganic particles.71 Their effects on different recovery
mechanisms are summarized in Table 3. In their study, Song
et al.72 tested the efficacy of different types of nanoparticles
(Al2O3, SiO2, TiO2, and NiO) at varying concentrations on
reducing oil/water IFT. The results indicated that SiO2 NPs
were the most efficient, resulting in the lowest IFT values for a
specific NP concentration. The performance of SiO2 and TiO2
NPs was attributed to the higher surface area and large size,
respectively.73 It was reported by Zhou et al.74 that, as the
nanoparticle size increased, the IFT between the oil and
nanofluid decreased. Furthermore, when nanoparticles become
larger, the more contribution to oil and aqueous phase
interactions leads to lowering of IFT. When the nanoparticle
concentration is less than 0.3%, the oil−water IFT decreases
gradually with a constant nanoparticle particle size. The
variation of the nanoparticle sizes and concentrations and their
effects on IFT are illustrated in Figure 6.
3.2. Polymer/Nanoparticle Formulation. During poly-

mer injection into reservoirs, the viscosity of the displacing
fluid (water/brine) is increased,82 high-permeable zones are
blocked, and their permeability to the displaceable fluid phase
is reduced; consequently, viscoelastic properties, the micro-
scopic sweep and displacement efficiency of the oil, are
improved.3 In this regard, the mobility ratio of water/oil is
lowered to below 1, so that the fingering effect is eliminated
and a uniform displacement front for the residual oil is
ensured.83 The viscoelastic behavior allows the polymer to flow

Table 4. Effects of Nanoparticles on Wettability and IFTa

contact angle (deg) IFT (mN/m)

NPs NP size (nm) blank with NPs NPs NP size (nm) blank with NPs

NSP 7 166 130 FNP 7−16 16.41 12.61
Al2O3 10 119.8 40 SiO2 7−12 20 1.87
ZrO2 24 180 40 SiO2 20−30 35 10.9
Al2O3 4 142 0 SiO2 40 19.2 12.8
SiO2 40 131.2 38.82 TiO2 21 37.5 22.1
TiO2 21 131.2 21.64 Al2O3 17 19.2 12.8
SiO2 14 100 0 SiO2 10−15 21.1 13.2
Al2O3 20 70 52 TiO2 10−30 21.1 12.4
Al2O3 20 92 75 SiO2 20 21.1 11.2
Al2O3 20 85 62 HLP 10−40 26.3 1.75
ZrO2 40 70 60 NWP 10−20 26.3 2.55
ZrO2 40 92 84 Al2O3 60 38.5 2.25
ZrO2 40 85 71 Fe2O3 40−60 38.5 2.75
TiO2 10−30 90 46 SiO2 10−30 38.5 1.45
SiO2 10−30 134 82 SiO2 12 26.5 1.95
Fe2O3 40−60 132.5 101 ZrO2 5−15 48 10

aThis table was reproduced with permission from ref 81. Copyright 2018 Elsevier.

Figure 5. Oil and water relative permeabilities in hydrophobic rocks
before and after nanoparticle adsorption. This figure was reproduced
with permission from ref 54. Copyright 2017 American Chemical
Society.
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under an increased shear rate in the porous media and,
subsequently, increase sweep efficiency.84

However, the tolerance of most polymers to shearing and
elevated temperatures (>80 °C) is significantly poor, leading to
the loss of their rheological and viscoelastic behaviors.85 This
loss may be induced by the shearing actions during the
polymer solution preparation and injection where the stirrer,
surface injection pumps, and porous media cause mechanical
loss of entangled structures.86 Therefore, polymers and NPs
can be coupled to produce synergistic effects that enhance the
rheological characteristics of the displacement phase and
enhance oil recovery.87 The additions of nanoparticles and
synthesis of more stable polymers have been the focus of
researchers in recent years.88 It has been shown that some
polymers, such as associative polymers, can interact through
hydrophobic associations to restore a significant amount of
their solution properties after shear is applied. This enhances
the shear tolerance of polymer solutions, and changes in
rheological parameters and viscoelastic behavior do not impart
a significant loss.89 Both laboratory and simulation results have
revealed the increase in oil recovery efficiency for hybrid
formulation, as compared to conventional water or polymer
flooding. On the basis of Figure 7, greater oil recovery was the
outcome of improved rheology and stability. This resulted in
higher sweeping and displacement efficiency for the hybrid
formulation.90 More experimental findings involving a variety
of polymers and nanoparticles are shown in Table 5.
3.2.1. Rheological Enhancement. From the experimental

results, it can be demonstrated that the addition of nano-
particles significantly enhances the rheological behavior of
polymer−nanoparticle formulations.91 This depends upon
both the type of nanoparticles added and the experimental
conditions.14 According to Zhu et al.,92 it was observed that
the addition of silica nanoparticles to hydrophobically
associative polymer (HAHPAM) solutions increased their
apparent viscosity and elastic modulus. These results are due to
the formation of hydrogen bonds between the silanol moiety of
silica nanoparticles and the amide groups in HAHPAM
molecules. In this mixture, the concentration of polymer was
kept below the critical association concentration (CAC) to

avoid the effect of inter- and intramolecular interactions and
focus on the hydrophobicity association. Similar findings were
reported by Bilal Khan,93 where a polyacrylamide−nanosilica
mixed system undergoes microstructural changes to enhance
elasticity of the polymer.
Bilal Khan93 studied how nanoparticles may affect the

rheological behavior of polyacrylamide and polymer surfactant
solutions. It was found that nanoparticles strongly influence the
rheological properties of solutions. Nanoparticles increase the
shear viscosity of polyacrylamide solution by adsorbing
polymer chains on their surfaces, resulting in complex
micelle-like structures. Shear thinning was observed in the
polymer solutions at low shear rates, but pseudo-plasticity was
lost at higher shear rates, resulting in shear thickening. Also,
Bera et al.94 conducted a study on how silica nanoparticles
affect the viscosity of the guar gum solution, behavior of the
crude oil−nanofluid phase, and more oil recovery. It was
discovered that silica nanoparticle addition increases guar gum
solution viscosity, further noting that viscosity is a function of
the nanoparticle concentration.95

In addition, Wang et al.96 investigated the HPAM/nanosilica
suspension stability and rheological behaviors in various saline
media, including deionized water (DIW), brine (NaCl), and
simulated formation water (SFW). It was concluded that, when

Figure 6. IFT reduction based on the concentration and size of
nanoparticles. This figure was reproduced with permission from ref
74. Copyright 2023 American Chemical Society.

Figure 7. Oil recovery factor for hybrid and conventional flooding.
This figure was reproduced with permission from ref 18. Copyright
2020 Elsevier.

Table 5. Synergism of the Polymer−Nanoparticle Hybrid
Suspension

polymer nanoparticle properties
oil recovery

(%) reference

HPAM SiO2 viscosity, improved
viscoelasticity,
thermal stability,
and salt tolerance

90

HPAM SiO2/Al2O3 increase in viscosity
and viscoelasticity

67/68 93

PAAM SiO2 viscosity, reduced
IFT, and improved
stability

2.52−7.82 102

xanthan
gum

SiO2 viscosity increase,
reduced IFT, and
improved stability

6.4 103
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the shear rate is less than 0.15 s−1, the viscosities of HPAM/
nanosilica suspensions were higher in the order of DIW < brine
< SFW. Additionally, as the percentage of nanosilica rises, the
viscosities of HPAM/nanosilica suspensions rise as well. The
greater reserved viscosity of all HPAM/nanosilica suspensions
compared to HPAM solutions suggests that nanosilica has
improved the salt tolerance of the polymer. The addition of
nanoparticles resulted into higher fluid viscosity owing to the
cationic cross-links between the polymeric chains and the silica
nanoparticles. The silica nanoparticle surface is negatively
charged and can therefore provide the surface for the
attachment of divalent cations. For an illustration, refer to
panels a and b of Figure 8.
3.2.2. Thermal Stability Enhancement. As a result of the

high-temperature formation, viscosity and recovery rates are
significantly reduced. This is attributed to the increased
movement of polymer chains as a result of the high kinetic
energy, leading to the loss of cross-link bonds and the
hydrophobic effect impairment.97 Gbadamosi et al.98 observed
that, as the temperature rises from 25 to 90 °C, HPAM and
nanoparticle-assisted HPAM behaved as non-Newtonian fluids,
where their viscosities were reduced. However, as illustrated in
Figure 9, at different temperatures, a hybrid dispersion

incorporating NPs showed a higher viscosity than a control
HPAM solution, demonstrating the influence of nanoparticles
on the viscosity. A 51% increase in viscosity with Al2O3 and a
20.5% increase with SiO2 polymeric nanofluids were observed
at room temperature. This is attributed to the tendency of
polymeric chain adsorption on the nanoparticle surface, which
leads to the formation of polyion complex micelle flocs.
3.2.3. Salt Tolerance Enhancement. High-salinity environ-

ment, especially with the presence of divalent ions, such as
Ca2+ and Mg2+, can significantly affect the stability of both the
polymers99 and the nanoparticles. The stability of charged
polymers, such as HPAM, depends among other factors upon
the electrostatic repulsion between the chain molecules, and
therefore, the addition of salts reduces the repulsive force. In
this scenario, the polymer shrinks and loses its structure,
leading to the decrease in viscosity.100 The addition of
nanoparticles in the polymer solution enhanced the polymeric
structure by forming the ion−dipole interaction that ensures
that no cation impairs the carbonyl group of the polymer, as
illustrated by Figure 10.
3.3. Surfactant/Nanoparticle Formulation. Surfactant

flooding has been shown in numerous studies to be an efficient
method for recovering oil based on three major interactions:
lowering the IFT between the oil and water phases, changing
wettability, and emulsification.104 The ratio of viscous forces to
inertial forces, known as the capillary number, is directly linked
to oil recovery. Lowering the IFT between water and oil to
extremely low levels (10−3 mN m−1) will result in a capillary
number high enough to release the trapped oil. Surfactants can
precipitate by reacting with reservoir brine as a consequence of
the high temperature and salinity, which can hinder the
recovery process.105 Another issue with surfactant EOR is the
adsorption of surfactants onto formation surfaces. Higher
adsorption can make a surfactant less effective at reducing the
IFT and negatively affect the economics of the process,
rendering the project unfeasible.106 A nanofluid of the
surfactant has been investigated to alleviate some of these
challenges by improving the emulsion stability, foam stability,
IFT, wettability, and adsorption.50

3.3.1. IFT Reduction. To reduce IFT, surfactant nanofluids
must align at the oil/water interface, where the surfactant
adsorbs on the surface of the nanoparticle, creating a
hydrophobic surface on the nanoparticles.107 These complex
molecules of surfactant−nanoparticles are transported from the
bulk of the fluid to the oil/water interface by the Brownian
motion of the nanoparticles, where the interfacial energy is

Figure 8. Chemical interaction of (a) divalent cations with carboxylate of HPAM and SiO2 and (b) cationic cross-link of HPAM and SiO2. This
figure was adapted with permission from ref 96. Copyright 2020 Elsevier.

Figure 9. Variation of HPAM viscosity at different temperatures
based on the inclusion of nanoparticles. This figure was reproduced
with permission from ref 98. Copyright 2019 Elsevier.
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Figure 10. Polymeric enhancement by ion−dipole linkages with silica nanoparticles. This figure was reproduced with permission from ref 101.
Copyright 2014 Elsevier.

Figure 11. Nanoparticle interaction with (a) anionic and (b) cationic surfactants for surface tension. This figure was reproduced with permission
from ref 111. Copyright 2018 American Chemical Society.

Table 6. Synergistic Effect of Nanoparticles and Surfactant on the Reduction of IFTa

concentration (ppm) concentration (ppm)

SDS nanoparticles IFT (×10−3, N/m) C12TAB nanoparticles IFT (×10−3, N/m)

2000 0 16 3000 0 18.5
2000 100 3.1 3000 100 5.4

aThis table was reproduced with permission from ref 110. Copyright 2015 Elsevier.

Figure 12. Surfactant non-covalent adsorption mechanisms on substrates: (a) ion pairing, (b) ion exchange, and (c) hydrogen bonds. This figure
was reproduced with permission from ref 113. Copyright 2012 American Chemical Society.
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reduced. According to Jingna et al.,108 anionic surfactant
adsorption at the liquid/air interface is facilitated by the
electrostatic repulsion between the negatively charged surface
of nanoparticles and the anionic surfactant. As a result, more
surfactant molecules are drawn toward the liquid/air contact.
This results in an increase in the surface concentration of
surfactants and a subsequent decrease in surface tension.109 On
the other hand, the electrostatic attractive force between the
nanoparticle and cationic surfactant reduces the effective
surfactant concentrations at the liquid/air interface and leads
to an increase of the surface tension. This attributed to the
surfactant adsorption at the particle surface to form nano-
particle−surfactant assemblies. The mechanism is illustrated in
Figure 11. The synergistic effect of nanoparticles and surfactant
was further justified by ref 110, as illustrated in Table 6. The
nanoparticles and surfactants reduced the IFT of oil and water,
and a stabilized emulsion was formed, leading to enhanced oil
recovery. The IFT was drastically decreased as a result of the
adsorption of nanoparticles and surfactant at the oil/water
interface. In this regard, an anionic surfactant (SDS) with an
optimal concentration of 2000 ppm showed better perform-
ance than a cationic surfactant (C12TAB) with an optimal
concentration of 3000 ppm than their individual nanoparticles.
3.3.2. Surfactant Adsorption Reduction. 3.3.2.1. Adsorp-

tion Mechanism for Surfactants. Several mechanisms are
involved in the adsorption of surfactants to the surfaces of
solids, including nanoparticles. These include (i) ion pairing,
where ionic surfactants are adsorbed on oppositely charged
solid surfaces, (ii) ion exchange, in which the counterions

adsorbed on the substrate are displaced or exchanged by
similarly charged ions, (iii) hydrogen bonding, (iv) dipole
interactions, (v) conformation effects, and (vi) hydrophobic
interactions as a result of the increased molecular weight.112

Figure 12 illustrates some of the mechanisms stated above.
In their study of the adsorption interaction between NPs

and surfactants, Rattanaudom et al.114 found that the
hydrophobic and hydrophilic surfaces experienced two
opposing effects. According to Figure 13, the capability of
the surfactant for adsorption on the hydrophilic surface was
less than that on the hydrophobic surface. This outcome might
be a result of the hydrophobic−hydrophobic interaction
having a lower surface coverage than the hydrogen-bond
interaction.
3.3.2.2. Influence of Nanoparticles on the Adsorption

Reduction. Nanoparticles derived from inorganics (silica),
organics (carbon nanotubes and polymers), and metal oxides
(Al3O4, TiO2, and CuO) have surfaces with different
characteristics that determine their potential to adsorb
surfactants. The nanoparticle−surfactant complex plays a
major role in the masking of the adsorption and then loss of
surfactants in the reservoir. Zargartalebi et al.116 observed that
the addition of the nanoparticle in the surfactant solution
significantly improved the efficacy of surfactant flooding.
Higher oil recovery was obtained at elevated concentrations
of nanoparticles, where the greater addition as well as ultimate
recovery of a binary system of nanoparticle−surfactant is
attributed to the reduction of surfactant adsorption in the
presence of nanoparticles. Panels a and b of Figure 14

Figure 13. Differential surfactant adsorption on the nanoparticle surface. This figure was reproduced with permission from ref 115. Copyright 2023
Elsevier.

Figure 14. AEROSIL 300 nanoparticle−surfactant system for tertiary oil recovery with (a) unlike nanoparticle concentrations and (b) changed
injection scenarios. This figure was reproduced with permission from ref 116. Copyright 2015 Elsevier.
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demonstrate the influence of nanoparticles on the adsorption
and incremental oil recovery. Low surfactant adsorption on the
rock surface ensures the availability of enough surfactants to
lower IFT and mobilize residual oils.
Pei et al.117 investigated the enhancement of heavy oil

recovery through the addition of nanoparticles to surfactant-
stabilized emulsions. Phase behavior, rheological studies, and
core flooding tests demonstrated that the nanoparticle addition
to the oil-in-water (O/W) emulsion offers three key
advantages. It improved emulsion stability, minimizing electro-
static attraction among the droplets, viscosity enhancement,
and mobility control that result in higher oil recovery, as
shown in Figure 15. In another study by Kesarwani et al.,118

the silica nanoparticles were used to reduce the adsorption of
the surfactant (SDS) on the rock surface (sandstone or
carbonate). It was observed that hydrogen bonding between
negatively charged oxygen at the head of the surfactant
molecules and hydrogen in the hydroxyl group of nanoparticles
was formed. As a result, free SDS molecules in the aqueous
solution that would have been adsorbed on the solid surface
were reduced, leading to less adsorption, as illustrated in panels

a and b of Figure 16. Alternatively, nanoparticle shielding and
competitive adsorption could also explain the reason for the
lowering of surfactant adsorption. It was further reported that a
stable emulsion is a result of the interaction between
nanoparticles and surfactants. The presence of suspended
nanoparticles in a solution increases sedimentation stability
because gravity is easily counterbalanced by surface forces. In
addition, surfactants reduce IFT, thereby contributing to the
stability of nanoparticles and emulsions.119

3.3.3. Wettability Alteration. The effectiveness of pore-scale
displacement during oil recovery is significantly impacted by
the wettability of the reservoir rock. The measurement of
contact angles of rock−fluid interactions can be used to assess
the wetting behavior.120 Many variables, including reservoir
pH, rock surface charge, salinity, NP concentration, NP
adsorption to the rock surface, and NP surface charge density,
have an impact on wettability.4 Wettability alteration by the
surfactant can be achieved by ion pair formation and
adsorption at the oil/water/rock interface.121 On the other
hand, disjoining pressure has been proposed as a plausible
mechanism for the wettability change from oil-wet to water-
wet by the nanofluid.122 Moreover, the performance of
nanoparticles in wettability alteration is influenced by different
factors, including the particle size, concentration, and salinity
of the base fluid. It has been shown that the contact angle of
the aqueous phase decreased as the nanoparticle size
diminished.123

As suggested by the disjoining pressure theory, nanoparticles
can induce wettability change when a wedge film is formed at
the interface between the oil, water, and rock surface.124 As
illustrated in Figure 17, the spreading and wetting of nanofluids
on solid surfaces are enhanced by the nanoparticle self-
assembly within the region that is inside the wedge film
between an oil drop, air, and solid surface. The interaction as a
result of electrostatic, van der Waals, and structural forces
between the nanoparticles within the wedge layer led to the
formation of more organized structures than those in the bulk
solution. The disjoining pressure becomes intense when the
concentration of nanoparticles is high and the size is small. The
structuring is associated with the increase in the entropy of the
overall dispersion because ordering allows for free movement
for the nanoparticles in the bulk liquid. Ultimately, the
disjoining pressure exerted in a film toward the vertex by the

Figure 15. Surfactant-stabilized and nanoparticle−surfactant-stabi-
lized emulsion flooding for EOR. This figure was reproduced with
permission from ref 117. Copyright 2015 Elsevier.

Figure 16. SDS adsorption on the solid surface in the (a) absence and (b) presence of SiO2 nanoparticles. This figure was reproduced with
permission from ref 118. Copyright 2021 American Chemical Society.
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microstructures leads to separation of the two surfaces, keeping
the nanoparticle solution.125

3.4. Surfactant/Polymer Formulation. In their mixture,
polymers and surfactants can interact to affect adsorption rates
as well as their interfacial and rheological properties, where the
molecular structure and charges of both components
determine interactions between them.126 The surfactant is
known for its oil recovery mechanism of lowering IFT and
altering wettability, while the polymer have a tendency of
increasing the viscosity of water and then controlling the
mobility ratio.127 In their study, Samanta et al.128 conducted a
series of experiments to ascertain the additional recovery using
a surfactant (SDS) and a hybrid system of a surfactant polymer
(PHPA) slug. In comparison to the conventional oil recovery
system, the hybrid system had higher additional oil recovery
because of the synergistic reduction of IFT with SDS and
improved mobility ratio with the PHPA solution. Additionally,
Pandey et al.127 conducted a core flooding experiment to
compare the oil recovery efficiency of PAM + SDS + modified
multi-walled carbon nanotubes (mMWCNTs) with SDS
flooding for potential chemical enhanced oil recovery
(CEOR) applications. As indicated in Figure 18, it was
shown that a hybrid formulation of mMWCNT in a SDS +

polymer solution resulted in a higher oil recovery than SDS
and water flooding. The increase in oil recovery was ascribed
to the mMWCNT ability to lower SDS adsorption on the rock
surface.
Khan et al.129 also investigated the interaction of several

surfactants and polymers based on the surface tension and
conductivity measurements. The results indicated that there is
a synergistic effect of lowering surface tension and increasing
conductivity, which is attributed to the synergistic effects of the
components.130 When SDS was added to a polymer solution,
the polymers interacted with the SDS, causing micellar
aggregation. The micelles were more closely packed after the
mixing than they were before, when the polymers were
spreading out. The hydrophobicity of the polymer has a
significant impact on how the SDS molecules assemble into the
micellar aggregate because the hydrophobic side chains of
hydrophobically modified (HM) polymers serve as SDS
nucleation sites. Higher hydrophobicity causes the more
compact packing of the micellar aggregate.131

4. SYNERGISM OF THE
SURFACTANT/POLYMER/NANOPARTICLE
FORMULATION

To enhance the performance of SP CEOR flooding, different
types of nanoparticles are currently mixed to make hybrid
nanofluids, where the combined influences are appreciated.
Numerous studies have indicated that surfactant polymer
flooding with nanoparticles significantly increases hydrocarbon
recovery as a result of the synergistic effect that alters
wettability, reducing IFT to an ultralow value and increasing
sweeping efficiency133 (Figure 19). It has been reported by
Tang et al.134 that polymeric nanofluids with a combination of
surfactants and nanoparticles showed improved viscoelasticity
and rheological properties compared to basic polymeric
solutions and HPAM/NP solutions. In the formulation,
surfactants were used to facilitate dispersion of nanoparticles
in the polymer solution, where the nanoparticles acted as cross-
linkers. This improved the viscosity and rigidity of the polymer
solution by creating a complex network structure and
preventing polymer chains from breaking. In another study
by Yoon et al.,135 silica/polymer dispersion was stabilized using
a cationic surfactant [dodecyltrimethylammonium bromide
(DTAB)]. Because DTAB and anionic polymer chains bind to
silica surfaces, they enhance surfactant alignment at the oil−
water interface. The lowering of the wettability of the surface
of nanoparticles and particle−particle repulsion enhance the
emulsion stability. Additionally, ZrO2 nanoparticles were used
to enhance the viscosity of polymeric solution. In this study,
the NPs acted as a cross-linkers between polymer chains,
forming a complex matrix of polymer solution.136

The study by Sedaghat et al.137 investigated the influence of
TiO2 and SiO2 nanoparticles on the polymer (HPAM) and
surfactant (SDS) formulations in terms of wettability change,
IFT reduction, viscosity increase, and oil recovery. The results
indicated that the wettability change during nanopolymer−
surfactant flooding was much greater than when nanofluid
alone was injected. SDS and nanoparticles acted synergistically
in adsorption and disjoining pressure that dislodged the oil film
from the surface. The polymer−surfactant solution viscosity
increase resulted into the improved oil recovery as a result of
the effective sweep efficiency of the solution. As sweep
efficiency increases, nanoparticles are forced to adhere to a thin
oily film on the rock and ultimately change its wettability.

Figure 17. Nanoparticle arrangement in the wedge films exerting
intense structural disjoining pressure toward the vertex. This figure
was reproduced with permission from ref 125. Copyright 2020
Elsevier.

Figure 18. Overall oil recovery efficiency using water, SDS (S), and
hybrid (S + P + C) flooding. This figure was reproduced with
permission from ref 132. Copyright 2023 Elsevier.
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Son et al.138 investigated the interactions of different sizes of
silica nanoparticles with an anionic polymer and zwitterion
surfactant. Their synergistic effects on wettability, rheology,
and oil recovery factor were observed. The emulsion stability
was enhanced by the silica nanoparticles, and wettability was
changed to more water-wet as a result of the disjoining
pressure exerted on the solid−liquid−air interface.139 The
wettability, rheology, and oil recovery increased with a decline
in the nanoparticle size.140 The overall performance of the
ternary system was the combined influence of each
component.
In another study by Sharma et al.,141 they studied the use of

SiO2 nanoparticles to stabilize the emulsion formed by PAM
and surfactant. It was noted that a significant decrease in IFT
with the addition of nanoparticles and fairly lower IFT values
were observed. A substantial synergistic effect can be observed
when nanoparticles are added to SP solution.142 Therefore,
Pickering emulsions stabilized with nanoparticles may be useful
for the EOR process. The summary of numerous core flooding
results generated as a result of the synergistic behavior of
nanofluid components is shown in Table 7.

5. CHALLENGES, RESEARCH GAPS, AND FUTURE
PERSPECTIVES

The field application of nanofluids of SP has been stalled,
despite the available abundant laboratory and simulation
results that suggest the huge potential for EOR. This is
presumably due to the lack of convincing and practical
experimental results that are technically and economically
justifiable and the mismatch of trial fieldwork data. In the field,
reservoir petrophysical and fluid parameters can change from
one oil reservoir to the next, and thus, the chemistry of the
nanofluid in a given reservoir will definitely differ. The

application of hybrid nanofluids is challenged by several
factors, including the following:
The temperature and salinity of the reservoir as well as the

heterogeneity of the reservoir affect the stability and recovery
mechanisms of polymer and surfactant nanofluids, thereby
reducing the efficiency of their recovery. Injections of these
nanofluids into deep reservoirs are also susceptible to adverse
effects from fluctuating conditions at the injection point,
middle, and end of the reservoir.
The use of more additives in the current formulation of

hybrid nanofluids has improved the oil recovery compared to
their individual performances. However, the cost of these
additives (nanoparticles and surfactants) in comparison to the
global oil price renders some of these findings unfeasible for
field application. This is probably why economists are placing
their brake pedal for further implementation of nanofluids as a
result of unjustifiable project costs.
An adequate evaluation of the feasibility at a large-scale

implementation of the nanofluid involving polymers and
surfactants has not been done. Some proposed recovery
mechanisms and results derived from experimental and
simulation data do not reflect the reality of the reservoir in
the fields. Furthermore, some findings for example of effects of
the nanoparticle size on the oil recovery are contradicting each
other.
As a result of their incredibly small size, the nanomaterials

may cause serious health effects to both the organism and the
environment. There have been a variety of reasons that have
kept the application of nanoparticles in the field trial on hold,
including their suspected ecotoxicity. The assessment of the
risk presented by nanoparticles to organisms and the
environment depends heavily upon data addressing nano-
particle mobility, transfer, and uptake, as impacted by

Figure 19. Synergistic effect of the S/P/NP system improved recovery.

Table 7. Oil Recovery Results Based on Synergistic Effects of Nanofluids

formulation enhanced parameters
oil recovery of OOIP

(%) reference

SiO2 + SDS + HPAM altered wettability and increased viscosity by cross-links 3.37−20.87 3
SiO2 + CAPB

a + PHPAb reduced IFT, altered wettability to be more water-wet, and increased viscosity 28.6 4
SiO2 + SDS + PAM viscosity, IFT, and stable emulsion 21 141
SiO2 + AOT

c + PVP-K30 reduced IFT and altered wettability to be more water-wet 5.74−13.62 143
Al2O3 + SAILs

d + PVP adsorption, IFT reduction, and increased viscosity 11.96 144
SiO2 + SDS + PAM lowered IFT and increased viscosity 145
SiO2 + 14-6-14 GS

e + PHPA wettability change to be more water-wet and increased viscosity 26.25 146
silica + Reetha + xanthan gum IFT reduction, emulsification, creaming index, increased viscosity, sweep efficiency, and

wettability alteration
27.33 147

aCocoamidopropyl betaine. bPartially hydrolyzed polyacrylamide. cDioctyl sodium sulfosuccinate. dSurface-active ionic liquids. eGemini surfactant.
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environmental parameters. Considering the risks that some
nanoparticles, such as titanium oxide, pose to health, the
environment, and safety, their use for EOR processes needs to
be carefully examined. As a result of their large surface/volume
ratio, nanoparticles are capable of adsorbing toxic compounds
on their surface.
The research gaps that can be noted from the current use of

nanofluids of polymers and surfactants are inadequate reaction
mechanisms for deducing the chemistry and reaction kinetics
behind fluid−fluid and fluid−rock. Most of the proposed
mechanisms are based on the physical interaction evidence that
does not tell the certainty of the chemical interaction. How
different nanofluids bond with polymers and surfactants under
stressful conditions of reservoir turbulence, salinity, and high
temperature needs attention and more investigation.
There is a mismatch of experimental and simulation results

derived from different researchers. For example, with similar
experimental parameters, different effects of Al2O3 or TiO2
nanoparticles on oil recovery mechanisms have been reported.
In an attempt to address the aforementioned challenges,

intensive studies of the nanoparticle surface functionalization,
characterization, and testing must be emphasized. On the basis
of experiments and simulations, polymers with different
functionalities can impart a variety of properties, such as
stability, minimal retention, and overall flow behaviors, in the
porous media. An optimized polymer-coated nanoparticle
suspension provides and enhances charge screening. However,
large polymeric chains lead to poor injectivity in the reservoir
as a result of their bulkiness. Therefore, a detailed investigation
on the optimal size of polymeric chains with respect to the
pore sizes must be selected for nanoparticle surface coating.
Nanoparticle synthetic methods can be improved to yield

less cost and plenty of particles too with the surface tailored to
suit specific harsh reservoir conditions. The bulk production
techniques using green methods must be researched to lower
the cost and toxicity and ensure availability for large-scale field
trials.
Studies on the toxicity level of various nanoparticles have to

be conducted to ascertain their health, safety, and environ-
mental effects. Even unharmful materials when reduced to the
nanoscale may pose a serious threat to humans and the
environment.
Field trials of flooding involving nanoparticle-assisted

surfactant/polymers based on the available up to date data
for the performance gap need to be identified and conducted.
The execution will reveal the challenges that will enlighten the
researchers on what are the real obstacles. There has been
numerous laboratory and simulation data with great potential,
which could be upscaled in terms of fluid preparation,
injection, and monitoring of their efficiency in the reservoirs.

6. CONCLUSION
In this work, a detailed review of molecular interactions of
nanoparticles and the hybrid surfactant/polymer solutions and
their synergistic influence on EOR was presented. The
combined influences of the nanofluid of the surfactant and
polymer were observed to change the wettability, reduce IFT,
lower adsorption tendencies, and improve rheology and
nanofluid stability. The following deductions were made
from this study:
Apart from the injection flow rate, rheology, and differential

pressure, the successful injection of the hybrid system of the
SPNP slug depends primarily upon its preparation stage. In

this stage, proper dissolution, stability of suspension, and
selection of the optimal concentration of the ingredients are
crucial.
Whether the nanofluid is used standalone or in hybrid mode,

the size and concentration of nanoparticles make a significant
difference in the performance. When mixed with a surfactant,
the smaller nanoparticles at the optimal concentration will
determine the formation and stability of microemulsions with
high solubilization parameters. The performance of nano-
particles in EOR can be appreciated when combined with the
suspension of other chemicals, such as surfactants and
polymers. Their synergistic interaction results in wettability
alteration, IFT reduction, emulsification, reduced adsorption,
improved rheological behaviors, and fluid mobility control,
culminating in higher oil recovery.
The suggested polyelectrolytes and anionic polysulfonates as

nanoparticle stabilizers are efficient at low to moderate
temperatures and salinity. This is due to their shrinkage
behavior when brine salinity and temperature increase,
resulting in the loss of fluid viscosity. A substitute zwitterion
polymer (polyampholyte) grafted on the nanoparticles is
recommended for surface functionalization. This is attributed
to their swelling behavior as the temperature and ionic strength
increase. This results in a significant increase in the excluded
volume as well as improved salt and thermal tolerance. The
nanofluid injection performance is severely affected by the
reservoir temperature and salinity. As a result of reservoir
heterogeneity, the initial data collected may not be the same
throughout the reservoir. The fluid flow in the porous media
will likely be diluted before its breakthrough.
The rheological properties of polymers are enhanced by

adding nanoparticles to their solutions, where the polymer
chain adsorbs onto their surfaces, resulting in complex micelle
formation. As a result of this interaction, the polymer becomes
viscous, leading to increased sweep and displacement efficiency
and ultimately higher oil recovery.

■ AUTHOR INFORMATION
Corresponding Author

Xingguang Xu − Petroleum Engineering Department, China
University of Geosciences, Ministry of Education, Wuhan,
Hubei 430074, People’s Republic of China; orcid.org/
0000-0001-9507-558X; Email: xuxingguang@cug.edu.cn

Authors
Athumani Omari Mmbuji − Petroleum Engineering
Department, China University of Geosciences, Ministry of
Education, Wuhan, Hubei 430074, People’s Republic of
China; Department of Applied Sciences and Social Studies,
Arusha Technical College, Arusha, Tanzania

Ruibo Cao − Laboratory Center of Exploration and
Development Research Institute, Daqing Oilfield, Daqing,
Heilongjiang 163712, People’s Republic of China

Yang Li − PetroChina Research Institute of Petroleum
Exploration and Development, Beijing 100083, People’s
Republic of China

Emmanuel Xwaymay Ricky − Petroleum Engineering
Department, China University of Geosciences, Ministry of
Education, Wuhan, Hubei 430074, People’s Republic of
China; Department of Chemistry, College of Natural and
Applied Sciences, University of Dar es Salaam, Dar es
Salaam, Tanzania

Complete contact information is available at:

Energy & Fuels pubs.acs.org/EF Review

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742
Energy Fuels XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

N

https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Xingguang+Xu"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9507-558X
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9507-558X
mailto:xuxingguang@cug.edu.cn
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Athumani+Omari+Mmbuji"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Ruibo+Cao"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Yang+Li"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Emmanuel+Xwaymay+Ricky"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/EF?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742

Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.
Biographies
Athumani Omari Mmbuji is a third-year Ph.D. student at the China
University of Geosciences (Wuhan, China), majoring in oil and
natural gas engineering. His research interests focus on enhanced oil
recovery (EOR), polymer and surfactant flooding, carbon dioxide
sequestration in depleted reservoirs, and organic chemistry synthesis.
He is currently researching binary nanofluid flooding systems using
polymers and surfactants in sandstone reservoirs.

Ruibo Cao is a senior research scientist in the Laboratory Center of
Exploration and Development Research Institute, Daqing Oilfield. He
received his Ph.D. degree in petroleum engineering from Northeast
Petroleum University in 2007. His research focuses on polymer
flooding, gas flooding, surfactant−polymer flooding, foam flooding,
etc.

Yang Li is a senior engineer in PetroChina Research Institute of
Petroleum Exploration and Development. She received her Ph.D.
degree in fluid mechanics from the Graduate University of Chinese
Academy of Sciences in 2010. Her research interests include the
development of tight oil reservoirs, hydraulic fracturing, and oilfield
chemistry.

Xingguang Xu is a professor in the Department of Petroleum
Engineering from the China University of Geosciences (Wuhan,
China). He received his Ph.D. degree in petroleum engineering from
Curtin University, Australia, in 2016 before joining the Common-
wealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation (CSIRO) as a
postdoctoral research fellow (2016−2019). His research interests
include enhanced oil and gas recovery for conventional and
unconventional reservoirs, carbon capture, utilization, and storage
(CCUS), oilfield chemistry, etc.

Emanuel Xwaymay Ricky is a Ph.D. student at the China University of
Geoscience (Wuhan, China) majoring in oil and natural gas
engineering. He received his master’s degree in oil and gas chemistry
from the University of Aberdeen, Scotland (U.K.) in 2015. His
research interests focus on enhanced oil recovery (EOR), flow
assurance problems in oil and gas production systems, corrosion
protection in oil and gas infrastructures, drilling fluid formulation, and
reservoir modeling and simulation.

■ ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
The authors acknowledge the support from the China
University of Geosciences, Wuhan, China, and the Chinese
Scholarship Council.

■ REFERENCES
(1) Rezaei, A.; Riazi, M.; Escrochi, M.; Elhaei, R. Integrating
Surfactant, Alkali and Nano-Fluid Flooding for Enhanced Oil
Recovery: A Mechanistic Experimental Study of Novel Chemical
Combinations. J. Mol. Liq. 2020, 308, No. 113106.
(2) Kesarwani, H.; Sharma, S.; Mandal, A. Application of Novel
Colloidal Silica Nanoparticles in the Reduction of Adsorption of
Surfactant and Improvement of Oil Recovery Using Surfactant
Polymer Flooding. ACS Omega 2021, 6 (17), 11327−11339.
(3) Yousefvand, H. A.; Jafari, A. Stability and Flooding Analysis of
Nanosilica/ NaCl /HPAM/SDS Solution for Enhanced Heavy Oil
Recovery. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2018, 162, 283−291.
(4) Joshi, D.; Maurya, N. K.; Kumar, N.; Mandal, A. Experimental
Investigation of Silica Nanoparticle Assisted Surfactant and Polymer

Systems for Enhanced Oil Recovery. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2022, 216,
No. 110791.
(5) Machale, J.; Al-Bayati, D.; Almobarak, M.; Ghasemi, M.; Saeedi,
A.; Sen, T. K.; Majumder, S. K.; Ghosh, P. Interfacial Emulsifying, and
Rheological Properties of an Additive of a Natural Surfactant and
Polymer and Its Performance Assessment for Application in Enhanced
Oil Recovery. Energy Fuels 2021, 35 (6), 4823−4834.
(6) Orodu, K. B.; Afolabi, R. O.; Oluwasijuwomi, T. D.; Orodu, O.
D. Effect of Aluminum Oxide Nanoparticles on the Rheology and
Stability of a Biopolymer for Enhanced Oil Recovery. J. Mol. Liq.
2019, 288, 110864.
(7) Maurya, N. K.; Mandal, A. Studies on Behavior of Suspension of
Silica Nanoparticle in Aqueous Polyacrylamide Solution for
Application in Enhanced Oil Recovery. Pet. Sci. Technol. 2016, 34
(5), 429−436.
(8) Kakati, A.; Kumar, G.; Sangwai, J. S. Low Salinity Polymer
Flooding: Effect on Polymer Rheology, Injectivity, Retention, and Oil
Recovery Efficiency. Energy Fuels 2020, 34 (5), 5715−5732.
(9) Tavakkoli, O.; Kamyab, H.; Shariati, M.; Mustafa Mohamed, A.;
Junin, R. Effect of Nanoparticles on the Performance of Polymer/
Surfactant Flooding for Enhanced Oil Recovery: A Review. Fuel 2022,
312, No. 122867.
(10) Yakasai, F.; Jaafar, M. Z.; Bandyopadhyay, S.; Agi, A. Current
Developments and Future Outlook in Nanofluid Flooding: A
Comprehensive Review of Various Parameters Influencing Oil
Recovery Mechanisms. J. Ind. Eng. Chem. 2021, 93, 138−162.
(11) Ali, J. A.; Kolo, K.; Manshad, A. K.; Mohammadi, A. H. Recent
Advances in Application of Nanotechnology in Chemical Enhanced
Oil Recovery: Effects of Nanoparticles on Wettability Alteration,
Interfacial Tension Reduction, and Flooding. Egypt. J. Pet. 2018, 27
(4), 1371−1383.
(12) Ray, P. C.; Yu, H.; Fu, P. P. Toxicity and Environmental Risks
of Nanomaterials: Challenges and Future Needs. J. Environ. Sci.
Health, Part C: Environ. Carcinog. Ecotoxicol. Rev. 2009, 27 (1), 1−35.
(13) Rana, S.; Kalaichelvan, P. T. Ecotoxicity of Nanoparticles. ISRN
Toxicol. 2013, 2013, 1−11.
(14) Rellegadla, S.; Bairwa, H. K.; Kumari, M. R.; Prajapat, G.;
Nimesh, S.; Pareek, N.; Jain, S.; Agrawal, A. An Effective Approach for
Enhanced Oil Recovery Using Nickel Nanoparticles Assisted Polymer
Flooding. Energy Fuels 2018, 32 (11), 11212−11221.
(15) Cheraghian, G.; Hendraningrat, L. A Review on Applications of
Nanotechnology in the Enhanced Oil Recovery Part A: Effects of
Nanoparticles on Interfacial Tension. Int. Nano Lett. 2016, 6 (2),
129−138.
(16) Sharma, A. K.; Tiwari, A. K.; Dixit, A. R. Rheological Behaviour
of Nano Fluids: A Review. Renewable Sustainable Energy Rev. 2016, 53,
779−791.
(17) Agi, A.; Junin, R.; Gbadamosi, A. Mechanism Governing
Nanoparticle Flow Behaviour in Porous Media: Insight for Enhanced
Oil Recovery Applications. Int. Nano Lett. 2018, 8 (2), 49−77.
(18) Loaiza, C. S.; Patiño, J. F.; Mejía, J. M. Numerical Evaluation of
a Combined Chemical Enhanced Oil Recovery Process with Polymer
and Nanoparticles Based on Experimental Observations. J. Pet. Sci.
Eng. 2020, 191, No. 107166.
(19) Adewale, F. J.; Lucky, A. P.; Oluwabunmi, A. P.; Boluwaji, E. F.
Selecting the Most Appropriate Model for Rheological Character-
ization of Synthetic Based Drilling Mud. Int. J. Appl. Eng. Res. 2017,
12 (18), 7614−7629.
(20) Al-Hamairi, A.; AlAmeri, W. Development of a Novel Model to
Predict HPAM Viscosity with the Effects of Concentration, Salinity
and Divalent Content. J. Pet. Explor. Prod. Technol. 2020, 10 (5),
1949−1963.
(21) Hojjat, M.; Etemad, S. G.; Bagheri, R.; Thibault, J. Rheological
Characteristics of Non-Newtonian Nano Fluids: Experimental
Investigation ☆. Int. Commun. Heat Mass Transfer 2011, 38 (2),
144−148.
(22) Tie, L.; Yu, M.; Li, X.; Liu, W.; Zhang, B.; Chang, Z.; Zheng, Y.
Research on Polymer Solution Rheology in Polymer Flooding for

Energy & Fuels pubs.acs.org/EF Review

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742
Energy Fuels XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

O

https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.113106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.113106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.113106
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.113106
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c00296?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c00296?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c00296?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.1c00296?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2017.09.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2017.09.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2017.09.078
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2022.110791
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2022.110791
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2022.110791
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c04007?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c04007?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c04007?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c04007?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2019.04.141
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2019.04.141
https://doi.org/10.1080/10916466.2016.1145693
https://doi.org/10.1080/10916466.2016.1145693
https://doi.org/10.1080/10916466.2016.1145693
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c00393?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c00393?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.0c00393?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2021.122867
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2021.122867
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jiec.2020.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jiec.2020.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jiec.2020.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jiec.2020.10.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1080/10590500802708267
https://doi.org/10.1080/10590500802708267
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/574648
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.8b02356?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.8b02356?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.8b02356?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-015-0173-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-015-0173-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-015-0173-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2015.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-018-0237-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-018-0237-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40089-018-0237-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2020.107166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2020.107166
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2020.107166
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-020-00841-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-020-00841-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-020-00841-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icheatmasstransfer.2010.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icheatmasstransfer.2010.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.icheatmasstransfer.2010.11.019
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-018-0515-7
pubs.acs.org/EF?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


Qikou Reservoirs in a Bohai Bay Oilfield. J. Pet. Explor. Prod. Technol.
2019, 9 (1), 703−715.
(23) Skauge, T.; Spildo, K.; Skauge, A. Nano-Sized Particles for
EOR. Proceedings of the SPE Improved Oil Recovery Symposium; Tulsa,
OK, April 24−28, 2010; Paper SPE-129933-MS, DOI: 10.2523/
129933-MS.
(24) Prakash, V.; Sharma, N.; Bhattacharya, M. Effect of Silica Nano
Particles on the Rheological and HTHP Filtration Properties of
Environment Friendly Additive in Water-Based Drilling Fluid. J. Pet.
Explor. Prod. Technol. 2021, 11 (12), 4253−4267.
(25) El Shafey, A. M. Effect of Nanoparticles and Polymer
Nanoparticles Implementation on Chemical Flooding, Wettability
and Interfacial Tension for the Enhanced Oil Recovery Processes.
African J. Eng. Res. 2017, 5 (3), 35−53.
(26) Helaleh, A. H.; Alizadeh, M.; Giri, M. S. Micro Visual
Investigation of Enhanced Oil Recovery in Heterogeneous Pore
Network of a Micro Model Using Hybrid Nano Fluid. J. Pet. Environ.
Biotechnol. 2022, 13 (8), 1000477.
(27) Mandal, A.; Bera, A.; Ojha, K.; Kumar, T. Characterization of
Surfactant Stabilized Nanoemulsion and Its Use in Enhanced Oil
Recovery. Proceedings of the SPE International Oilfield Nanotechnology
Conference and Exhibition; Noordwijk, Netherlands, June 12−14,
2012; Paper SPE-155406-MS, DOI: 10.2118/155406-MS.
(28) Sun, X.; Zhang, Y.; Chen, G.; Gai, Z. Application of
Nanoparticles in Enhanced Oil Recovery: A Critical Review of
Recent Progress. Energies 2017, 10 (3), 345.
(29) Odo, J. E. Permeability Alteration Due to Nanoparticles
Retention in the Porous Media during Nanotechnology Assisted
Enhanced Oil Recovery Process. Int. J. Sci. Eng. Res. 2020, 11 (9),
246−257.
(30) Zhang, S.; Han, X. Effect of Different Surface Modified
Nanoparticles on Viscosity of Nanofluids. Adv. Mech. Eng. 2018, 10
(2), 168781401876201.
(31) Olayiwola, S. O.; Dejam, M. A Comprehensive Review on
Interaction of Nanoparticles with Low Salinity Water and Surfactant
for Enhanced Oil Recovery in Sandstone and Carbonate Reservoirs.
Fuel 2019, 241, 1045−1057.
(32) Mahmoudi, S.; Jafari, A.; Javadian, S. Temperature Effect on
Performance of Nanoparticle/Surfactant Flooding in Enhanced Heavy
Oil Recovery. Pet. Sci. 2019, 16 (6), 1387−1402.
(33) Hamouda, A. A.; Abhishek, R. Effect of Salinity on Silica
Nanoparticle Adsorption Kinetics and Mechanisms for Fluid/Rock
Interaction with Calcite. Nanomaterials 2019, 9 (2), 213.
(34) Ahualli, S.; Iglesias, G. R.; Wachter, W.; Dulle, M.; Minami, D.;
Glatter, O. Adsorption of Anionic and Cationic Surfactants on
Anionic Colloids: Supercharging and Destabilization. Langmuir 2011,
27 (15), 9182−9192.
(35) Nap, R. J.; Park, S. H.; Szleifer, I. On the Stability of
Nanoparticles Coated with Polyelectrolytes in High Salinity Solutions.
J. Polym. Sci., Part B: Polym. Phys. 2014, 52, 1689−1699.
(36) Soft Matter: Polymer Melts and Mixtures; Gompper, G., Schick,
M., Eds.; Wiley-VCH Verlag GmbH & Co. KGaA: Weinheim,
Germany, 2005; Vol. 1, pp 285, DOI: 10.1002/9783527617050.
(37) Jafari Daghlian Sofla, S.; James, L. A.; Zhang, Y. Insight into the
Stability of Hydrophilic Silica Nanoparticles in Seawater for Enhanced
Oil Recovery Implications. Fuel 2018, 216, 559−571.
(38) He, Q. Investigation of Stabilization Mechanisms for Colloidal
Suspension Using Nanoparticles. Ph.D. Dissertation, University of
Louisville, Louisville, KY, 2014; pp 593, DOI: 10.18297/etd/593.
(39) Sagala, F.; Montoya, T.; Hethnawi, A.; Vitale, G.; Nassar, N. N.
Nanopyroxene-Based Nano Fluids for Enhanced Oil Recovery in
Sandstone Cores at Reservoir Temperature. Energy Fuels 2019, 33
(2), 877−890.
(40) Hutin, A.; Lima, N.; Lopez, F.; Carvalho, M. Stability of Silica
Nanofluids at High Salinity and High Temperature. Powders 2023, 2
(1), 1−20.
(41) Ehtesabi, H.; Ahadian, M. M.; Taghikhani, V.; Ghazanfari, M.
H. Enhanced Heavy Oil Recovery in Sandstone Cores Using TiO2
Nano Fluids. Energy Fuels 2014, 28 (1), 423−430.

(42) Schneider, M.; Cesca, K.; de Amorim, S. M.; Hotza, D.;
Rodríguez-Castellón, E.; Moreira, R. F. P. M. Synthesis and
Characterization of Silica-Based Nanofluids for Enhanced Oil
Recovery. J. Mater. Res. Technol. 2023, 24, 4143−4152.
(43) Joonaki, E.; Ghanaatian, S. The Application of Nanofluids for
Enhanced Oil Recovery: Effects on Interfacial Tension and
Coreflooding Process. Pet. Sci. Technol. 2014, 32 (21), 2599−2607.
(44) Bagaria, H. G.; Yoon, K. Y.; Neilson, B. M.; Cheng, V.; Lee, J.
H.; Worthen, A. J.; Xue, Z.; Huh, C.; Bryant, S. L.; Bielawski, C. W.;
Johnston, K. P. Stabilization of Iron Oxide Nanoparticles in High
Sodium and Calcium Brine at High Temperatures with Adsorbed
Sulfonated Copolymers. Langmuir 2013, 29 (10), 3195−3206.
(45) de Lara, L. S.; Rigo, V. A.; Miranda, C. R. The Stability and
Interfacial Properties of Functionalized Silica Nanoparticles Dispersed
in Brine Studied by Molecular Dynamics. Eur. Phys. J. B 2015, 88
(10), 1−10.
(46) Singh, R.; Mohanty, K. K. Synergy between Nanoparticles and
Surfactants in Stabilizing Foams for Oil Recovery. Energy Fuels 2015,
29 (2), 467−479.
(47) Panchal, H.; Patel, H.; Patel, J.; Shah, M. A Systematic Review
on Nanotechnology in Enhanced Oil Recovery. Pet. Res. 2021, 6 (3),
204−212.
(48) Eltoum, H.; Yang, Y. L.; Hou, J. R. The Effect of Nanoparticles
on Reservoir Wettability Alteration: A Critical Review. Pet. Sci. 2021,
18 (1), 136−153.
(49) Agista, M. N.; Guo, K.; Yu, Z. A State-of-the-Art Review of
Nanoparticles Application in Petroleum with a Focus on Enhanced
Oil Recovery. Appl. Sci. 2018, 8 (6), 871.
(50) Sun, Y.; Yang, D.; Shi, L.; Wu, H.; Cao, Y.; He, Y.; Xie, T.
Properties of Nanofluids and Their Applications in Enhanced Oil
Recovery: A Comprehensive Review. Energy Fuels 2020, 34 (2),
1202−1218.
(51) Kondiparty, K.; Nikolov, A.; Wu, S.; Wasan, D. Wetting and
Spreading of Nanofluids on Solid Surfaces Driven by the Structural
Disjoining Pressure: Statics Analysis and Experiments. Langmuir
2011, 27 (7), 3324−3335.
(52) Combariza, M. Y.; Martínez-Ramírez, A. P.; Blanco-Tirado, C.
Perspectives in Nanocellulose for Crude Oil Recovery: A Minireview.
Energy Fuels 2021, 35 (19), 15381−15397.
(53) Ragab, A. M. S.; Hannora, A. E. An Experimental Investigation
of Silica Nano Particles for Enhanced Oil Recovery Applications.
Proceedings of the SPE North Africa Technical Conference and
Exhibition; Cairo, Egypt, Sept 14−16, 2015; Paper SPE-175829-MS,
DOI: 10.2118/175829-MS.
(54) Lu, T.; Li, Z.; Zhou, Y.; Zhang, C. Enhanced Oil Recovery of
Low-Permeability Cores by SiO2 Nanofluid. Energy Fuels 2017, 31
(5), 5612−5621.
(55) Abe, K.; Negishi, K.; Fujii, H. Experimental Investigation of the
Effects of the Sizes and Concentrations of SiO2 Nanoparticles on
Wettability Alteration and Oil Recovery. Energy Fuels 2023, 37 (10),
7122−7129.
(56) Kamal, M. S.; Adewunmi, A. A.; Sultan, A. S.; Al-Hamad, M. F.;
Mehmood, U. Recent Advances in Nanoparticles Enhanced Oil
Recovery: Rheology, Interfacial Tension, Oil Recovery, and
Wettability Alteration. J. Nanomater. 2017, 2017, 2473175.
(57) Zhou, Y.; Wu, X.; Zhong, X.; Sun, W.; Pu, H.; Zhao, J. X.
Surfactant-Augmented Functional Silica Nanoparticle Based Nano-
fluid for Enhanced Oil Recovery at High Temperature and Salinity.
ACS Appl. Mater. Interfaces 2019, 11 (49), 45763−45775.
(58) Udoh, T. H. Improved Insight on the Application of
Nanoparticles in Enhanced Oil Recovery Process. Sci. Afr. 2021, 13,
No. e00873.
(59) Ngouangna, E. N.; Jaafar, M. Z.; Norddin, M.; Agi, A.; Yakasai,
F.; Oseh, J. O.; Mamah, S. C.; Yahya, M. N.; Al-Ani, M. Effect of
Salinity on Hydroxyapatite Nanoparticles Flooding in Enhanced Oil
Recovery: A Mechanistic Study. ACS Omega 2023, 8 (20), 17819−
17833.
(60) Raffa, P.; Druetta, P. Nanotechnology in Enhanced Oil
Recovery. Chemical Enhanced Oil Recovery; De Gruyter: Berlin,

Energy & Fuels pubs.acs.org/EF Review

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742
Energy Fuels XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

P

https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-018-0515-7
https://doi.org/10.2523/129933-MS
https://doi.org/10.2523/129933-MS
https://doi.org/10.2523/129933-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.2523/129933-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-021-01305-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-021-01305-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-021-01305-z
https://doi.org/10.30918/AJER.53.17.019
https://doi.org/10.30918/AJER.53.17.019
https://doi.org/10.30918/AJER.53.17.019
https://doi.org/10.35248/2157-7463.22.13.477
https://doi.org/10.35248/2157-7463.22.13.477
https://doi.org/10.35248/2157-7463.22.13.477
https://doi.org/10.2118/155406-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/155406-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/155406-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/155406-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.3390/en10030345
https://doi.org/10.3390/en10030345
https://doi.org/10.3390/en10030345
https://doi.org/10.1177/1687814018762011
https://doi.org/10.1177/1687814018762011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.12.122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.12.122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2018.12.122
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-019-00364-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-019-00364-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-019-00364-6
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano9020213
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano9020213
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano9020213
https://doi.org/10.1021/la201242d?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/la201242d?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1002/polb.23613
https://doi.org/10.1002/polb.23613
https://doi.org/10.1002/9783527617050?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.11.091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.11.091
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuel.2017.11.091
https://doi.org/10.18297/etd/593
https://doi.org/10.18297/etd/593
https://doi.org/10.18297/etd/593?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.8b03749?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.8b03749?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.3390/powders2010001
https://doi.org/10.3390/powders2010001
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef401338c?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef401338c?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2023.04.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2023.04.049
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2023.04.049
https://doi.org/10.1080/10916466.2013.855228
https://doi.org/10.1080/10916466.2013.855228
https://doi.org/10.1080/10916466.2013.855228
https://doi.org/10.1021/la304496a?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/la304496a?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/la304496a?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2015-60543-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2015-60543-1
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjb/e2015-60543-1
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef5015007?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef5015007?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ptlrs.2021.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ptlrs.2021.03.003
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-020-00496-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-020-00496-0
https://doi.org/10.3390/app8060871
https://doi.org/10.3390/app8060871
https://doi.org/10.3390/app8060871
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.9b03501?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.9b03501?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/la104204b?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/la104204b?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/la104204b?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.1c02230?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.2118/175829-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/175829-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/175829-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.7b00144?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.7b00144?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00415?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00415?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00415?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2473175
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2473175
https://doi.org/10.1155/2017/2473175
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b16960?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsami.9b16960?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2021.e00873
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2021.e00873
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.3c00695?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.3c00695?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsomega.3c00695?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110640250-005
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110640250-005
pubs.acs.org/EF?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


Germany, 2019; Chapter 5, pp 123−170, DOI: 10.1515/
9783110640250-005.
(61) Al-Asadi, A.; Rodil, E.; Soto, A. Nanoparticles in Chemical
EOR: A Review on Flooding Tests. Nanomaterials 2022, 12 (23),
4142.
(62) Li, R.; Jiang, P.; Gao, C.; Huang, F.; Xu, R.; Chen, X.
Experimental Investigation of Silica-Based Nanofluid Enhanced Oil
Recovery: The Effect of Wettability Alteration. Energy Fuels 2017, 31
(1), 188−197.
(63) Dehaghani, A. H. S.; Daneshfar, R. How Much Would Silica
Nanoparticles Enhance the Performance of Low-Salinity Water
Flooding? Pet. Sci. 2019, 16, 591−605.
(64) Ragab, A. M. S.; Hannora, A. E. A Comparative Investigation of
Nano Particle Effects for Improved Oil Recovery�Experimental
Work. Proceedings of the SPE Kuwait Oil and Gas Show and Conference;
Mishref, Kuwait, Oct 11−14, 2015; Paper SPE-175395-MS,
DOI: 10.2118/175395-MS.
(65) Olayiwola, S. O.; Dejam, M. Synergistic Interaction of
Nanoparticles with Low Salinity Water and Surfactant during
Alternating Injection into Sandstone Reservoirs to Improve Oil
Recovery and Reduce Formation Damage. J. Mol. Liq. 2020, 317,
No. 114228.
(66) Tohidi, Z.; Teimouri, A.; Jafari, A.; Gharibshahi, R.; Omidkhah,
M. R. Application of Janus Nanoparticles in Enhanced Oil Recovery
Processes: Current Status and Future Opportunities. J. Pet. Sci. Eng.
2022, 208, No. 109602.
(67) Ehtesabi, H.; Ahadian, M. M.; Taghikhani, V. Enhanced Heavy
Oil Recovery Using TiO2 Nanoparticles: Investigation of Deposition
during Transport in Core Plug. Energy Fuels 2015, 29 (1), 1−8.
(68) Ju, B.; Fan, T.; Ma, M. Enhanced Oil Recovery by Flooding
with Hydrophilic Nanoparticles. China Particuol. 2006, 4 (1), 41−46.
(69) Youssif, M. I.; El-Maghraby, R. M.; Saleh, S. M.; Elgibaly, A.
Silica Nanofluid Flooding for Enhanced Oil Recovery in Sandstone
Rocks. Egypt. J. Pet. 2018, 27 (1), 105−110.
(70) Sircar, A.; Rayavarapu, K.; Bist, N.; Yadav, K.; Singh, S.
Applications of Nanoparticles in Enhanced Oil Recovery. Pet. Res.
2022, 7 (1), 77−90.
(71) Negin, C.; Ali, S.; Xie, Q. Application of Nanotechnology for
Enhancing Oil Recovery�A Review. Petroleum 2016, 2 (4), 324−
333.
(72) Song, W.; Hatzignatiou, D. G. On the Reduction of the
Residual Oil Saturation through the Injection of Polymer and
Nanoparticle Solutions. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2022, 208, No. 109430.
(73) Alomair, O. A.; Matar, K. M.; Alsaeed, Y. H. Nanofluids
Application for Heavy Oil Recovery. Proceedings of the SPE Asia Pacific
Oil & Gas Conference and Exhibition; Adelaide, Australia, Oct 14−16,
2014; Paper SPE-171539-MS, DOI: 10.2118/171539-MS.
(74) Zhou, Y.; Jiang, Z.; Pu, H.; Ding, Y.; Du, J.; Wang, Y.; Shan, Y.
Effect of the SiO2 Nanoparticle Size on Application of Enhanced Oil
Recovery in Medium-Permeability Formations. Energy Fuels 2023, 37
(7), 5143−5153.
(75) Iravani, M.; Khalilnezhad, Z.; Khalilnezhad, A. A Review on
Application of Nanoparticles for EOR Purposes: History and Current
Challenges. J. Pet. Explor. Prod. Technol. 2023, 13 (4), 959−994.
(76) Ogolo, N. A.; Olafuyi, O. A.; Onyekonwu, M. O. Enhanced Oil
Recovery Using Nanoparticles. Proceedings of the SPE Saudi Arabia
Section Technical Symposium and Exhibition; Al-Khobar, Saudi Arabia,
April 8−11, 2012, Paper SPE-160847-MS, DOI: 10.2118/160847-
MS.
(77) Ehtesabi, H.; Ahadian, M. M.; Taghikhani, V. Investigation of
Diffusion and Deposition of TiO2 Nanoparticles in Sandstone Rocks
for EOR Application. Proceedings of the 76th EAGE Conference and
Exhibition 2014; Amsterdam, Netherlands, June 16−19, 2014; Vol.
2014, pp 1−5, DOI: 10.3997/2214-4609.20141545.
(78) Hendraningrat, L.; Torsæter, O. Metal Oxide-Based Nano-
particles: Revealing Their Potential to Enhance Oil Recovery in
Different Wettability Systems. Appl. Nanosci. 2015, 5, 181−199.
(79) Yekeen, N.; Ali Elakkari, A. M.; Khan, J. A.; Ali, M.; Al-Yaseri,
A.; Hoteit, H. Experimental and Computational Fluid Dynamics

Investigation of Mechanisms of Enhanced Oil Recovery via
Nanoparticle−Surfactant Solutions. Energy Fuels 2023, 37 (7),
5114−5129.
(80) Yahya, N.; Ali, A. M.; Wahaab, F. A.; Sikiru, S. Spectroscopic
Analysis of the Adsorption of Carbon Based Nanoparticles on
Reservoir Sandstones. J. Mater. Res. Technol. 2020, 9 (3), 4326−4339.
(81) Ali, J. A.; Kolo, K.; Manshad, A. K.; Mohammadi, A. H. Recent
Advances in Application of Nanotechnology in Chemical Enhanced
Oil Recovery: Effects of Nanoparticles on Wettability Alteration,
Interfacial Tension Reduction, and Flooding. Egypt. J. Pet. 2018, 27
(4), 1371−1383.
(82) Davarpanah, A. Parametric Study of Polymer-Nanoparticles-
Assisted Injectivity Performance for Axisymmetric Two-Phase Flow in
EOR Processes. Nanomaterials 2020, 10 (9), 1818.
(83) Kamal, M. S.; Shakil Hussain, S. M.; Sultan, A. S. Development
of Novel Amidosulfobetaine Surfactant−Polymer Systems for EOR
Applications. J. Surfactants Deterg. 2016, 19 (5), 989−997.
(84) Choi, S. K.; Son, H. A.; Kim, H. T.; Kim, J. W. Nanofluid
Enhanced Oil Recovery Using Hydrophobically Associative Zwitter-
ionic Polymer-Coated Silica Nanoparticles. Energy Fuels 2017, 31 (8),
7777−7782.
(85) Al-Anssari, S.; Ali, M.; Alajmi, M.; Akhondzadeh, H.; Khaksar
Manshad, A.; Kalantariasl, A.; Iglauer, S.; Keshavarz, A. Synergistic
Effect of Nanoparticles and Polymers on the Rheological Properties of
Injection Fluids: Implications for Enhanced Oil Recovery. Energy
Fuels 2021, 35 (7), 6125−6135.
(86) Lai, N.; Guo, X.; Zhou, N.; Xu, Q. Shear Resistance Properties
of Modified Nano-SiO2/AA/AM Copolymer Oil Displacement Agent.
Energies 2016, 9 (12), 1037.
(87) Rezk, M. Y.; Allam, N. K. Impact of Nanotechnology on
Enhanced Oil Recovery: A Mini-Review. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2019,
58 (36), 16287−16295.
(88) Jiao, L.; Wang, Y.; Qu, L.; Xue, Z.; Ge, Y.; Liu, H.; Lei, B.; Gao,
Q.; Li, M. Hologram QSAR Study on the Critical Micelle
Concentration of Gemini Surfactants. Colloids Surf., A 2020, 586,
No. 124226.
(89) Jiao, G.; Zhu, S.; Ye, Z.; Shu, Z.; Wang, X.; Wang, D. The Effect
of Shear on the Properties of an Associated Polymer Solution for Oil
Displacement. Polymers 2023, 15 (3), 616.
(90) Hu, Z.; Haruna, M.; Gao, H.; Nourafkan, E.; Wen, D.
Rheological Properties of Partially Hydrolyzed Polyacrylamide Seeded
by Nanoparticles. Ind. Eng. Chem. Res. 2017, 56 (12), 3456−3463.
(91) Sowunmi, A.; Efeovbokhan, V. E.; Orodu, O. D.; Ojo, T.
Comparative Study on the Effects of Guar Gum Nanocomposite and
Guar Gum Polymer Solutions on Enhanced Oil Recovery. IOP Conf.
Ser. Mater. Sci. Eng. 2021, 1036 (1), No. 012009.
(92) Zhu, D.; Wei, L.; Wang, B.; Feng, Y. Aqueous Hybrids of Silica
Nanoparticles and Hydrophobically Associating Hydrolyzed Poly-
acrylamide Used for EOR in High-Temperature and High-Salinity
Reservoirs. Energies 2014, 7 (6), 3858−3871.
(93) Bilal Khan, M. Effects of Nanoparticles on Rheological
Behavior of Polyacrylamide Related to Enhance Oil Recovery. Acad.
J. Polym. Sci. 2018, 1 (5), No. 555573.
(94) Bera, A.; Shah, S.; Shah, M.; Agarwal, J.; Vij, R. K. Mechanistic
Study on Silica Nanoparticles-Assisted Guar Gum Polymer Flooding
for Enhanced Oil Recovery in Sandstone Reservoirs. Colloids Surf., A
2020, 598, No. 124833.
(95) Zhou, Y.; Jiang, Z.; Pu, H.; Ding, Y.; Du, J.; Wang, Y.; Shan, Y.
Effect of the SiO2 Nanoparticle Size on Application of Enhanced Oil
Recovery in Medium-Permeability Formations. Energy Fuels 2023, 37
(7), 5143−5153.
(96) Wang, Y.; He, Z.; Chen, W.; Liu, Y.; Ding, M.; Yang, Z.; Qian,
C. Stability and Rheological Properties of HPAM/Nanosilica
Suspensions: Impact of Salinity. Colloids Surf., A 2020, 587,
No. 124320.
(97) Jouenne, S. Polymer Flooding in High Temperature, High
Salinity Conditions: Selection of Polymer Type and Polymer
Chemistry, Thermal Stability. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2020, 195, No. 107545.

Energy & Fuels pubs.acs.org/EF Review

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742
Energy Fuels XXXX, XXX, XXX−XXX

Q

https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110640250-005?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110640250-005?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano12234142
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano12234142
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.6b02001?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.6b02001?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-019-0304-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-019-0304-z
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12182-019-0304-z
https://doi.org/10.2118/175395-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/175395-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/175395-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/175395-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.114228
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.114228
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.114228
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.molliq.2020.114228
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2021.109602
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2021.109602
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef5015605?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef5015605?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/ef5015605?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1672-2515(07)60232-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1672-2515(07)60232-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2017.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2017.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ptlrs.2021.08.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petlm.2016.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petlm.2016.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2021.109430
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2021.109430
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2021.109430
https://doi.org/10.2118/171539-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/171539-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/171539-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00255?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00255?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-022-01606-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-022-01606-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13202-022-01606-x
https://doi.org/10.2118/160847-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/160847-MS
https://doi.org/10.2118/160847-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.2118/160847-MS?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.3997/2214-4609.20141545
https://doi.org/10.3997/2214-4609.20141545
https://doi.org/10.3997/2214-4609.20141545
https://doi.org/10.3997/2214-4609.20141545?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13204-014-0305-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13204-014-0305-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s13204-014-0305-6
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00136?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00136?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00136?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2020.02.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2020.02.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmrt.2020.02.058
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejpe.2018.09.006
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano10091818
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano10091818
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano10091818
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11743-016-1848-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11743-016-1848-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11743-016-1848-1
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.7b00455?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.7b00455?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.7b00455?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.1c00105?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.1c00105?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.1c00105?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.3390/en9121037
https://doi.org/10.3390/en9121037
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.9b03693?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.9b03693?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2019.124226
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2019.124226
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15030616
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15030616
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym15030616
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.6b05036?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.iecr.6b05036?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/1036/1/012009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899X/1036/1/012009
https://doi.org/10.3390/en7063858
https://doi.org/10.3390/en7063858
https://doi.org/10.3390/en7063858
https://doi.org/10.3390/en7063858
https://doi.org/10.19080/AJOP.2018.01.555573
https://doi.org/10.19080/AJOP.2018.01.555573
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2020.124833
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2020.124833
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2020.124833
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00255?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c00255?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2019.124320
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2019.124320
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2020.107545
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2020.107545
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.petrol.2020.107545
pubs.acs.org/EF?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.energyfuels.3c02742?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as


(98) Gbadamosi, A. O.; Junin, R.; Manan, M. A.; Agi, A.; Oseh, J.
O.; Usman, J. Synergistic Application of Aluminium Oxide Nano-
particles and Oilfield Polyacrylamide for Enhanced Oil Recovery. J.
Pet. Sci. Eng. 2019, 182, No. 106345.
(99) Mao, J.; Tan, H.; Yang, B.; Zhang, W.; Yang, X.; Zhang, Y.;
Zhang, H. Novel Hydrophobic Associating Polymer with Good Salt
Tolerance. Polymers 2018, 10 (8), 849.
(100) Sabzian mellei, A.; Madadizadeh, A.; Riahi, S.; Kaffashi, B.
Synergetic Effects of PVP/HEC Polymers on Rheology and Stability
of Polymeric Solutions for Enhanced Oil Recovery at Harsh
Reservoirs. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2022, 215 (PA), No. 110619.
(101) Maghzi, A.; Kharrat, R.; Mohebbi, A.; Ghazanfari, M. H. The
Impact of Silica Nanoparticles on the Performance of Polymer
Solution in Presence of Salts in Polymer Flooding for Heavy Oil
Recovery. Fuel 2014, 123, 123−132.
(102) Liu, J.; Wang, S.; He, L.; Hu, P.; Gao, Y. Preparation and
Properties of Nano-Silica Hybrid Hydrophobic Associated Poly-
acrylamide for Polymer Flooding. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2022, 208 (208),
No. 109434.
(103) Saha, R.; Uppaluri, R. V. S.; Tiwari, P. Silica Nanoparticle
Assisted Polymer Flooding of Heavy Crude Oil: Emulsification,
Rheology, and Wettability Alteration Characteristics. Ind. Eng. Chem.
Res. 2018, 57 (18), 6364−6376.
(104) Chen, W.; Geng, X.; Liu, W.; Ding, B.; Xiong, C.; Sun, J.;
Wang, C.; Jiang, K. A Comprehensive Review on Screening,
Application, and Perspectives of Surfactant-Based Chemical-En-
hanced Oil Recovery Methods in Unconventional Oil Reservoirs.
Energy Fuels 2023, 37 (7), 4729−4750.
(105) N. P, D.; Seetharaman, G. R.; Kumar, G.; Sangwai, J. S.
Synergistic Effect of Low Salinity Surfactant Nanofluid on the
Interfacial Tension of Oil−Water Systems, Wettability Alteration, and
Surfactant Adsorption on the Quartz Surface. Energy Fuels 2023, 37
(10), 7094−7110.
(106) Ma, H.; Luo, M.; Dai, L. L. Influences of Surfactant and
Nanoparticle Assembly on Effective Interfacial Tensions. Phys. Chem.
Chem. Phys. 2008, 10 (16), 2207−2213.
(107) He, Y.; Liao, K.; Bai, J.; Fu, L.; Ma, Q.; Zhang, X.; Ren, Z.;
Wang, W. Study on a Nonionic Surfactant/Nanoparticle Composite
Flooding System for Enhanced Oil Recovery. ACS Omega 2021, 6
(16), 11068−11076.
(108) Jingna, X.; Guanhua, N.; Hongchao, X.; Shang, L.; Qian, S.;
Kai, D. The Effect of Adding Surfactant to the Treating Acid on the
Chemical Properties of an Acid-Treated Coal. Powder Technol. 2019,
356, 263−272.
(109) Maurya, N. K.; Mandal, A. Investigation of Synergistic Effect
of Nanoparticle and Surfactant in Macro Emulsion Based EOR
Application in Oil Reservoirs. Chem. Eng. Res. Des. 2018, 132, 370−
384.
(110) Mohajeri, M.; Hemmati, M.; Shekarabi, A. S. An Experimental
Study on Using a Nanosurfactant in an EOR Process of Heavy Oil in
a Fractured Micromodel. J. Pet. Sci. Eng. 2015, 126, 162−173.
(111) Jin, J.; Li, X.; Geng, J.; Jing, D. Insights into the Complex
Interaction between Hydrophilic Nanoparticles and Ionic Surfactants
at the Liquid/Air Interface. Phys. Chem. Chem. Phys. 2018, 20 (22),
15223−15235.
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