
Citation: Mehdiyev, F.; Erzuah, S.;

Omekeh, A.; Fjelde, I. Surface

Complexation Modelling of

Wettability Alteration during

Carbonated Water Flooding. Energies

2022, 15, 3020. https://doi.org/

10.3390/en15093020

Academic Editors: Kun Sang Lee

and Riyaz Kharrat

Received: 17 January 2022

Accepted: 7 April 2022

Published: 20 April 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

energies

Article

Surface Complexation Modelling of Wettability Alteration
during Carbonated Water Flooding
Fagan Mehdiyev 1, Samuel Erzuah 2, Aruoture Omekeh 3 and Ingebret Fjelde 3,*

1 Department of Energy and Petroleum Engineering, University of Stavanger (UiS), 4021 Stavanger, Norway;
faganmehdiyev96@gmail.com

2 Department of Petroleum Engineering, Kwame Nkrumah University of Science & Technology (KNUST),
Kumasi 00233, Ghana; samuel.erzuah@knust.edu.gh

3 Department of Energy & Technology, NORCE Norwegian Research Centre AS, 4021 Stavanger, Norway;
arom@norceresearch.no

* Correspondence: infj@norceresearch.no

Abstract: CO2 capture and utilization is an effective tool in reducing greenhouse gas emissions and
hence, combating global warming. In the present study, surface complexation modeling (SCM) with
the geochemistry solver, PHREEQ-C, was utilized to predict the wettability alteration of minerals,
sandstone reservoir rocks (SRR), and pseudo-sandstone rocks (PSR) and mineral mixtures during
carbonated water (CW) injection. The bond products, which is defined as the product of the mole
fraction of oppositely charged mineral and oil surfaces, were calculated to estimate the wettability
preferences. For the studied fluid systems, the results from SCM predicted that albite and quartz
minerals were strongly water-wet while calcite was strongly oil-wet with formation water (FW).
When it came to clay minerals, illite and montmorillonite were more oil-wet than quartz and less
oil-wet than calcite. During CW injection (CWI), the wettability preferences of dominant minerals
(considering weight and surface area) in SRR (i.e., quartz and calcite) were changed toward more
water-wet, while for the clay minerals, the result was the opposite. The results from SCM showed
that the wettability preferences of SRR were water-wet in both CW and FW. Moreover, increasing
the amount of the water-wet minerals in mineral mixtures increased the rock’s tendency to become
more water-wet.

Keywords: wettability alteration; carbonated water; surface complexation modelling; improved oil
recovery; CO2 utilization

1. Introduction

Wettability is the tendency of a fluid to adhere to a solid surface in the presence of
other immiscible fluids [1]. In oil reservoirs, wettability is important for the multiphase
flow because it affects the fluid phase distribution and flow properties in the oil reservoirs.
For instance, research has shown that early water breakthrough occurs in hydrophobic
media as compared to hydrophilic media [2]. Numerous techniques have been used to
characterize wettability and wettability alteration, e.g., Amott test [3], United States bureau
of mines (USBM) method [3,4], and flotation technique [3,5–7]. In the Amott test, the
wettability is determined by measuring the volume of fluid (water and oil) spontaneously
and forcibly imbibed by a core plug while in the USBM method, the area under the capillary
pressure curve is used to determine the work required to do the forced displacement. In the
flotation tests, the wettability is characterized by the affinity of the rock or mineral samples
to either the oil or the brine. Research has also shown that increasing the water-wetness of
the rock surface tends to increase and/or accelerate oil recovery [2]. There are numerous
techniques of altering the wettability, notably low salinity water flooding (LSWF) [8], smart
water injection [9], and carbonated water injection [10]. In this study, the potential for
wettability alteration of sandstone reservoir rocks by carbonated water flooding (CWF) was
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estimated using surface complexation modelling (SCM). Compared to other methods for
wettability determination (e.g., the Amott and the USBM), the SCM technique is fast and
experiments are not required. SCM can also predict the oil adhesion mechanisms such as
direct adhesion of carboxylate (>COO−) and cation bridging.

Carbonated water (CW) has successfully been used to increase the oil recovery ef-
ficiency in laboratory studies [10]. CW can be prepared either by co-injection of carbon
dioxide (CO2) and brine or via water alternating CO2 (CO2-WAG) injection. It has been
reported in the literature that the increase in oil recovery during the CWF is attributed to
the following mechanisms:

• Reduction of the oil-water interfacial tension [11,12];
• Reduction of the oil viscosity [11,13,14];
• Oil swelling due to CO2 diffusion into the oil phase [11,15]; and
• Wettability alteration [11,16–18].

Other mechanisms that have also been reported to be responsible for the increase in
oil recovery during CWF include solution gas drive [12], coalescence of oil ganglia [15],
and new gaseous phase formation [17,19]. These mechanisms are hinged on the diffusion
of CO2 from CW to either dissolve in the oil phase to form solution gas or exist as free gas
inside the reservoir.

SCM has proved useful in understanding the mechanisms in wettability alterations for
low salinity water [20–23], smart water [24], and carbonated water in calcite in more recent
studies [25,26]. SCM has successfully been used to capture the trend for some laboratory
measurements such as flotation test, zeta potential (ζ-potential), and recently contact angle
measurements [21,27,28]. It has been reported in the literature that the ionic composition of
the brine and brine pH, the surface charge of the mineral or rock, and the surface-active oil
components influence the wetting state [29].

Numerous SCM models exist, namely: constant capacitance, diffuse-layer, triple-layer,
and two-pK models [30]. The differences in these models are hinged on the assumptions
surrounding the choice of surface sites, the calculation of the electric potential (Ψ), and
the description of the electric double layer [31]. SCM capitalizes on the thermodynamic
properties of the surfaces involved (i.e., oil and mineral) to model their surface reaction
during the experiment [30,32]. The equilibrium constant for adsorption, protonation,
and deprotonation are some of the thermodynamic properties needed to model these
interactions [20,30]. Other parameters such as surface site densities and surface area are
needed to successfully model the interactions [20,30].

There are number of crude oil, brine, and rock (COBR) interactions taking place in
the reservoirs as a result of the different properties of the surfaces involved (e.g., crude oil,
brine, and rock). Surface reactions and equilibrium reaction constants of mineral and brine
systems have been well studied [20,32–34]. The surface reaction of oil and their reaction
constants with different brines have also been reported in the literature [20,32]. These
reported thermodynamic properties from the literature were used as input in the SCM
to model the COBR interactions [27]. The wettability of quartz, kaolinite, and calcite has
also been predicted in the literature using the SCM [27] by relying on the existing reported
data [20,34–36]. This was achieved by assessing the attractive electrostatic forces existing
between the oil and brine and mineral and brine interfaces via SCM.

The present study is based on a previous manuscript [37] and master thesis [38]. The
objective was to determine the wettability alteration potential of carbonated water injec-
tion (CWI) on selected minerals, sandstone reservoir rocks, and pseudo-sandstone rocks
(crushed sandstone rock with added minerals). This has established better understanding
of the impact of brines (i.e., formation water and carbonated water) and intrinsic parameters
on the wettability of the reservoirs. In other words, the electrostatic pair linkages existing
between the rock–brine and the oil–brine interfaces were evaluated to better understand
the role of CW in wettability alteration.
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2. Method Surface Complexation Modelling

SCM technique has been very useful in the modelling of solutes’ adsorption from
aqueous solutions to minerals [39]. It is a relatively economical and quick method for deter-
mining the wetting state of minerals and reservoir rocks and can be used as a screening
tool to estimate the wettability alteration potential of CW in reservoir rocks. For promising
reservoirs, laboratory experiments and reservoir simulations should be performed. Input
parameters to the simulations are below first presented for the individual minerals, miner-
alogical composition of the reservoir rocks, and mineral mixtures. The properties of fluids
(brine types and STO) are then given in tables. The SCM method is also briefly described
to present the working principle. A more complete description can be found in previous
publication [27].

2.1. SCM Input

Two sandstone reservoir rocks and their dominant mineralogical constituents, namely
quartz, albite, montmorillonite, illite, and calcite were used. To add to the above, four
mineral mixtures were designed by increasing the content of either illite or calcite in the
sandstone reservoir rocks. Throughout this study, the two sandstone reservoir rocks are
denoted by SRR#1 and SRR#2 while the mineral mixtures (pseudo-sandstone rock) is
denoted as PSR. It is worth noting that the concentration of illite was increased in PSR#1
and PSR#2, while PSR#3 and PSR#4 were designed by increasing calcite content. Table 1
gives the mineralogical compositions of the sandstone rocks used in the simulation.

Table 1. Mineralogical compositions (weight percent) of the sandstone rocks and the mineral mixtures.

Mineral SRR#1 SRR#2 PSR#1 PSR#2 PSR#3 PSR#4

Quartz 83.7 94.9 62.8 41.9 62.8 41.9
Albite 3.3 4.0 2.5 1.6 2.5 1.6

Montmorillonite 3.9 0.0 2.9 1.9 2.9 1.9
Illite 8.8 0.4 31.6 54.4 6.6 4.4

Siderite 0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Calcite 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2 25.2 50.2

The compositions of stock tank oils (STO) and the formation waters (FW) used in the
simulation are given in Tables 2 and 3, respectively. The initial pH of the brine is given
as an input in the model and the final pH is then determined by the interactions that are
simulated. Input parameters of CW were obtained by dissolving CO2 in the FW to form
CW with a CO2 content of 2 mmol/L [38].

Table 2. Total acid number (TAN), total base number (TBN), and density of the stock tank oils (STO).

Fluid Density (g/cm3)@ 20 ◦C TAN (mg KOH/g Oil) TBN (mg KOH/g Oil)

STO #1 0.86 0.10 1.90
STO #2 0.90 0.38 2.30

2.2. Bond Product and Total Bond Product

The oil adhesion based on the attractive electrostatic forces existing between the rock–
brine and the oil–brine interfaces is represented by the bond product (BP) [20,27]. BP is the
product of the mole fractions of the oil (Oi) and mineral (mi) sites with unlike charges [27]
and it is given by the Equation:

BP = Oimi (1)
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Table 3. Ionic compositions of used brines.

ION FW#1
(mmol/L)

FW#2
(mmol/L)

CW #1
(mmol/L)

CW #2
(mmol/L)

Na+ 1326.16 701.88 1326.16 701.88
K+ 5.62 7.11 5.62 7.11

Mg2+ 17.46 23.90 17.46 23.90
Ca2+ 147.94 72.85 147.94 72.85
Sr2+ 8.44 1.65 8.44 1.65
Ba2+ 0.00 0.04 0.00 0.04
Cl− 1677.67 898.69 1677.67 898.69

SO4
2− 0.89 3.59 0.89 3.59

HCO3
− 0 0 2 2

pH 5.90 5.87 * *
Density (g/cm3) at 20 ◦C 1.07 1.04 1.07 1.04

* Final pH is determined by simulation of the interactions in the fluid-mineral and rock systems.

For a given mineral or rock, the sum of all the BP is the total bond product (TBP) [27].
The SCM predicts the oil adhesion onto a mineral or rock surface using the electrostatic
pair linkages existing between the mineral–brine and oil–brine interfaces during COBR
interactions (Figure 1). It has been reported in the literature that the higher the TBP, the
higher the tendency for oil to be adsorbed onto the surface and opposite [27]. From Figure 1,
the “>” represents the surface groups (i.e., oil and mineral groups). From literature [27],
the TBP can be written as:

TBP = ∑n
i BPi (2)

Figure 1. The electrostatic pair linkages between the rock–brine and oil–brine interfaces with unlike
charges are given. Direct adsorption of carboxylate (>COO-) onto the positive mineral sites (>SOH2

+,
>CO3Ca+, >CO3Mg+, and >CaOH2

+) can lead to oil adsorption [37].

The surface-active components in the crude oil were depicted by their respective
acidic (>COOH) and basic oil (>NH+) groups, while the minerals (rocks) were represented
by their mineral sites (e.g., >Si-O-H, >CO3H, and >CaOH). The oil surface reactions and
their reaction constants were obtained using similar data from literature [20]. To add to
the above, the surface reactions of the studied minerals and their reaction constants were
also obtained from literature as depicted in Table 4. For the PSR, the thermodynamic
properties of their individual mineralogical constituents were used. However, since each
mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective surface
area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:

Ae f f = ∑∞
n=1 mi Ai, (3)
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where,
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g);
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g).
From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were con-

verted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM:

Oil Site Density
(

site/nm2
)
=

TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)
Mw KOH (g/mol)

× Avogadros Constant
Effective Surface Area (m2/g)

(4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as reported
in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area of the
minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive surface
area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used reactive surface
area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged (edged surface) [40].
Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was reported the actual contact
area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the apparent contact area.

Table 4. SCM input parameters.

Reaction log K @ 25 ◦C Enthalpy (KJ/mol)
a Oil Surface

>NH+
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>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2 g

b Quartz

>Si-O-H + H+
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>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
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>Si-O-H2
+ −1.1 −26.4

>Si-O-H
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where,  
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From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
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>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 
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>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 
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>Si-O-H + H+
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)
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reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
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Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
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>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 
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>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>Si-O-H2
+ 1.9 16.3

>Si-O-H
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3

d Illite

>Si-O-H + H+

Energies 2022, 15, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 15 
 

 

mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>Si-O-H2
+ 7.43 24.3 h

>Si-O-H
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h

H+ + NaXill
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

HXill + Na+ 1.6 0.0

e Montmorillonite

>Si-O-H + H+
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>Si-O-H2
+ 5.4 24.3 h

>Si-O-H
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h

H+ + NaXm
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0

f Calcite

>CO3H
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>CO3
− +H+ −4.9 −5.0

>CO3H + Ca2+
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7

>CO3H + Mg2+
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5

>CaOH + H+
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>CaOH2
+ 12.2 −77.5

>CaOH
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4

>CaOH + 2H+ + CO3
2−
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
Aeff = Effective surface area (m2/g); 
mi = Mass fraction of mineral i (dimensionless); and 
Ai = Reactive surface area of mineral i (m2/g). 

From literature [27], the properties of the STO such as the TAN and TBN were 
converted to their respective oil site densities and used as input into the SCM: Oil Site Density (site/nm ) = TAN or TBN(mg KOH/g oil)Mw KOH (g/mol)  × Avogadros ConstantEffective Surface Area (m /g) (4)

The thermodynamic properties of the surfaces (i.e., oil and mineral surfaces) as 
reported in the literature can be obtained from Table 4. The site densities and surface area 
of the minerals as reported in the literature can be found in Table 5. Note that the reactive 
surface area may not necessarily be the total surface area of the mineral, e.g., the used 
reactive surface area for montmorillonite represents only the area that is variable charged 
(edged surface) [40]. Similar views have been expressed by others [41] where it was 
reported the actual contact area between crude oil and rock is much smaller than the 
apparent contact area.  

Table 4. SCM input parameters. 

Reaction log K @ 25 °C Enthalpy (KJ/mol) 
a Oil Surface   

>NH+ ↔ >N + H+ −6.0 34.0 
>COOH ↔ >COO− + H+ −5.0 0.0 

>COOH + Ca2+ ↔ >COOCa+ + H+ −3.8 1.2 
>COOH + Mg2+ ↔ >COOMg+ + H+ −4.0 1.2g 

b Quartz   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ −1.1 −26.4 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.1 8.4 

c Albite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 1.9 16.3 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.5 1.3 

d Illite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 7.43 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −8.99 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXill ↔ HXill + Na+  1.6 0.0 
e Montmorillonite   

>Si-O-H + H+ ↔ >Si-O-H2+ 5.4 24.3 h 
>Si-O-H ↔ >Si-O− + H+ −6.7 18.8 h 

H+ + NaXm ↔ HXm + Na+ 4.6 0.0 
f Calcite   

>CO3H ↔ >CO3− +H+ −4.9 −5.0 
>CO3H + Ca2+ ↔ >CO3Ca+ + H+ −2.8 25.7 

>CO3H + Mg2+ ↔ >CO3Mg+ + H+ −2.2 4.5 
>CaOH + H+ ↔ >CaOH2+ 12.2 −77.5 

>CaOH ↔ >CaO− + H+ −17.0 116.4 
>CaOH + 2H+ + CO32−↔ >CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7 
>CaOH + CO32− + H+ ↔ >CaCO3− + H2O 15.5 −61.6 

>CaHCO3 + H2O 24.2 −90.7

>CaOH + CO3
2− + H+
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mineralogical constituent of the PSR has a unique reactive surface area, the effective 
surface area of the PSR was calculated using the Equation:   = ∑  , (3)

where,  
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Table 5. Properties of the minerals and reservoir rocks.

Surface Site Density (site/nm2) Effective Surface Area (m2/g)

Quartz 10.00 1.20
Albite 1.155 1.20
Illite 1.37 66.8

Montmorillonite 5.7 3.0
Calcite 4.90 2.00
SRR#1 18.82 7.0
SRR#2 87.86 1.5
PSR#1 5.99 22.0
PSR#2 3.57 36.9
PSR#3 22.7 5.8
PSR#4 29.28 4.5

Note: surface area and site densities for quartz and albite by [31,35], illite from [33], montmorillonite (edge surface
only) by [40], and surface area and site density from [34,42]. For the SRR and PSR, the site densities and the effective
surface area were calculated based on their mineralogical compositions using Equations (5) and (6), respectively.

It is worth noting that the site densities of minerals such as calcite, quartz, illite, etc.
have been reported in literature. However, the equivalent site densities of reservoir rocks
and mineral mixtures used in this study have not been reported in literature. Hence, the
site densities of SRR and PSR were calculated based on the site densities of the individual
mineral constituting the rock (SDi), the surface area of the individual mineral (Ai), and the
effective surface area of the rock ( Ae f f ) as given by the Equation:

Site density of SRR or PSR
(

site/nm2
)
=

∑z
a SDi

(
site
nm2

)
× Ai

(
m2/g

)
Effective Surface Area of Rock, Ae f f (m2/g)

(5)

The effective surface area of the SRR and PSR ( Ae f f ) was also calculated based on the
weight fraction of the individual minerals ( wi) and their surface area (Ai) as given in the
Equation:

Ae f f

(
m2

g

)
=

z

∑
a

Ai

(
m2

g

)
× wi (dimensionless) (6)

where ”a” and ”z” depict the first and the last mineralogical constituents in the rock.
The effective surface area (Aeff) (Table 5) and the oil site densities (Table 6) were

calculated using Equations (3) and (4), respectively. NB. Equation (4) assumes effective
surface areas of the rock (mineral mixtures) and respective oil surface to be the same.

Table 6. Estimated oil site densities of the STO used.

Mineral (Rock)
Surface

Equivalent Oil
Surface

STO#1 Site Density
(Site/nm2)

STO#2 Site Density
(Site/nm2)

Quartz
>COOH 0.89 3.40
>NH+ 16.99 20.56

Albite
>COOH 0.89 3.40
>NH+ 16.99 20.56

Illite
>COOH 0.02 0.06
>NH+ 0.31 0.37

Montmorillonite
>COOH 0.36 1.36
>NH+ 6.79 8.23

Calcite
>COOH 0.54 2.04
>NH+ 10.20 12.34

SRR#1
>COOH 0.15 0.58
>NH+ 2.89 3.50
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Table 6. Cont.

Mineral (Rock)
Surface

Equivalent Oil
Surface

STO#1 Site Density
(Site/nm2)

STO#2 Site Density
(Site/nm2)

SRR#2
>COOH 0.73 2.77
>NH+ 13.85 16.76

PSR#1
>COOH 0.05 0.19
>NH+ 0.93 1.12

PSR#2
>COOH 0.03 0.11
>NH+ 0.55 0.67

PSR#3
>COOH 0.19 0.70
>NH+ 3.52 4.27

PSR#4
>COOH 0.24 0.90
>NH+ 4.51 5.46

3. Results

In this study, SCM was utilized to predict the wetting state by analyzing the oil adhe-
sion as a result of electrostatic pair linkages formed during rock, brine, and oil interactions.
The simulation results during FWI and CWI for minerals were used to investigate the
change of wetting preferences for the individual minerals with CW. Moreover, simulations
with FWs were taken as references because it was assumed that the reservoirs were initially
filled with FW. Furthermore, the interactions between mineral–brine and oil–brine that
caused the oil adhesion onto the mineral surfaces were also determined by SCM. Only
the dominant interactions are presented in the plots, as less important interactions with
less importance had minimal impact on the wetting state of the minerals. Then, identical
procedures were used for the reservoir rocks and subsequently mineral mixtures (SRR
and PSR).

Four different fluid systems were used in the simulation (FW#1-STO#1, FW#2-STO#1,
FW#1-STO#2, and FW#2-STO#2). It is the average results for these fluid systems that are
discussed, even though the results are shown for the individual fluid systems.

3.1. Minerals
3.1.1. Total Bond Product

i. Formation Water

The TBP can be used to predict the likelihood of oil adhesion. Figure 2 shows the
TBP for individual minerals with FW. SCM results showed that quartz is very water-wet
(max TBP < 0.1). On the other hand, calcite is very oil-wet (minimum TBP > 0.8). It
can be observed that montmorillonite was more oil-wet than illite, quartz, and albite.
Therefore, in the presence of FW, the oil-wetting preference of the minerals were: calcite >
montmorillonite > illite > albite > quartz.

ii. Carbonated Water

During CWI, some changes in the minerals’ TBP could be observed. The results in
Figure 3 demonstrate that calcite was predicted to not be as strongly oil-wet (max TBP < 0.4)
as in FW, while quartz and albite were predicted to be more water-wet compared to results
with FW (Figure 1). Nevertheless, the wettability states of the illite and montmorillonite did
not change strongly during CWI. The growing order of the average mineral hydrophobicity
also altered slightly, where illite and montmorillonite replaced each other; quartz < albite <
montmorillonite < illite < calcite.
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Figure 2. Total bond product (oil adhesion tendency) of minerals during FWI.

Figure 3. Total bond product (oil adhesion tendency) of minerals during CWI.

3.1.2. Oil adhesion mechanisms in calcite

Compared to other minerals, calcite had the most significant change in wettability
preferences after applying CW. Therefore, the bond products of the most dominant interac-
tions in the oil adhesion mechanisms onto calcite during FWI and CWI are demonstrated
in this chapter.

i. Formation Water

Figure 4 illustrates that the wettability state of the calcite during FWI was strongly

oil-wet. This is mainly due to the high BP for the interaction > CaOH2
+
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> COO−

(≈0.43–0.63). Moreover, the cation bridging by divalent cations (Ca2+, Mg2+) also could
be observed in oil adhesion mechanisms for calcite. In addition, the impact of the basic
component (>NH+) in the oil adhesion mechanisms was small in comparison with the
acidic component (>COO−).

ii. Carbonated Water

The change of BP for dominant electrostatic pair linkages before (max BP ≈ 0.6) and
after CW (max BP ≈ 0.3) showed that CW altered the wettability of calcite. The decrease in
the BPs affected the wettability preferences of calcite towards less oil-wet (Figure 4). From
Figure 5 it can be observed that during CWI, the electrostatic pair linkage occurred by the

cation bridging by divalent cation (> CO3
−
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less adhesion was due to the lower concentration of carbonate and carboxylate groups at
lower pH.
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Figure 4. Bond product (oil adhesion mechanism) of calcite during FWI.

Figure 5. Bond product (oil adhesion mechanism) of calcite during CWI.

3.2. Reservoir Rocks and Mineral Mixtures

In this section, the total bond products for the reservoir rocks and mineral mixtures
with FWs and CWs are first presented before the dominating oil adhesion mechanisms
are discussed.

3.2.1. Total Bond Product

i. Formation Water

From both the sandstone reservoir rocks (SRR) and the pseudo-sandstone rocks (PSR)
simulation results with FWs (Figure 6), it could be observed that the surface area and
wetting state of the individual minerals dictates the wetting preferences of the rocks. For
instance, the wettability of the PSR#1 and PSR#2 was dominated by their effective surface
area (21.98 m2/g and 36.92 m2/g, respectively). Nevertheless, the mass fraction of PSR#1
was dominated by quartz (62.8%) while that of PSR#2 was dominated by illite (54.4%).
Since both quartz and illite were estimated to be hydrophilic (Figure 2), the wetting states
of PSR#1 and PSR#2 were as expected similar to the wetting preferences of the mineral with
the largest effective surface area (illite). The effective surface areas of PSR#3 and PSR#4 were
also dominated by illite (4.40 m2/g and 2.94 m2/g, respectively). In PSR#3, the dominant
mass fractions of the minerals were quartz (62.8%) and calcite (25.2%) while in PSR#4,
calcite (50.2%) and quartz (41.9%) were the dominant mass fractions. Although the surface
area and the mass fraction of the PSR#3 were dominated by hydrophilic minerals (illite
and quartz), the wetting state of PSR#3 was observed to be less hydrophilic as compared
to SRR#1. This was linked to the high contents of calcite in PSR#3 as compared to SRR#1
(Table 1). On the other hand, though the effective surface area of PSR#4 was dominated by
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illite, the simulation results (Figure 6) depicted a relatively high oil-wet state. This showed
that the calcite content had a stronger influence on the wetting state of sandstone reservoir
rock than the clay minerals.

Figure 6. Total bond product (oil adhesion tendency) of reservoir rocks and mineral mixtures
during FWI.

ii. Carbonated water

During CWI, the wettability states of the reservoir rocks (SRR#1 and SRR#2) and
mineral mixtures (PSR#1, PSR#2, PSR#3, and PSR#4) were altered. Figure 7 illustrates
that the wettability state of SRR#1 on average became a bit more oil-wet as illite had
the dominating surface area, which has more BPs with cationic oil surfaces during CWI.
PSR#1 and PSR#2 also had similar results due to the surface area being dominated by illite.
Wettability was changed directly toward more water-wet after applying CW for SRR#2.
This was due to the surface area of SRR#2 being dominated by quartz. The wettability
preference of the quartz altered towards more water-wet after applying CW at the studied
conditions. The wettability states for PSR#3 and PSR#4 were changed from oil-wet to
water-wet due to the significant amount of calcite which was changed to more water-wet.

Figure 7. Total bond product (oil adhesion tendency) of reservoir rocks and mineral mixtures
during CWI.

3.2.2. Oil Adhesion Mechanism in PSR#4

Compared to other reservoir rocks and mineral mixtures, PSR#4 had the most signifi-
cant change in wettability preferences after applying CW. Therefore, the bond products of
the most dominant interactions in the oil adhesion mechanisms onto PSR#4 during FWI
and CWI are presented in this chapter.
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i. Formation Water

In Figure 8, it is shown that when the FW is in contact with PSR#4, the BP for the

dominant pair linkages (>CaOH2
+
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Figure 8. Bond product (oil adhesion mechanism) of PSR#4 during FWI.

ii. Carbonated Water

After applying CW, the pair linkages observed in the mineral mixture (PSR#4) was
estimated to be less oil-wet (Figure 9). This was due to the change in BP for electrostatic
pair linkages before and after the application of CW. It could be concluded that the wetting
state of mineral mixture PSR#4 were made less water-wet after applying CW. This was
verified by diminished BP of the main electrostatic linkage from 0.2 to 0.07.

Figure 9. Bond product (oil adhesion mechanism) of PSR#4 using CWI.

4. Discussion
4.1. Prediction of the Wettability with Formation Water

The results of simulation for minerals, reservoir rocks, and mineral mixtures in contact
with FWs estimated their wettability states based on the attractive electrostatic forces
between the rock-brine and the oil-brine interfaces. The results illustrated that the average
wettability states of albite and quartz were toward water-wet while wetting preferences of
calcite was strongly oil-wet. Illite and montmorillonite, on the other hand, was intermediate
wet when exposed to FW. The ranking of the oil wetness of the studied minerals in FW
was calcite > montmorillonite > illite > albite > quartz. From the results of SCM, it could
be concluded that the wettability states of rocks were affected by the wetting state and
effective surface area of each mineral. The results with FWs were used as a reference for
wettability alteration during CWI.

4.2. Prediction of the Wettability during Carbonated Water

The wettability preferences of the same minerals, SRRs, and mineral mixtures, PSRs,
were also estimated during CWI. The main reason for the research was to learn more about
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the impact of CW on the wetting preferences of the reservoir rocks. The results showed
that the wettability states of the albite and quartz were on average changed toward more
water-wet during CWI. Nevertheless, the same effects were not observed for the illite and
montmorillonite. The wetting state of clay minerals altered on average towards slightly
more water-wet and more oil-wet after applying CW, respectively. A noticeable alteration
in wetting preference during CWI was estimated for calcite. The wettability of calcite
was estimated to be changed from strongly oil-wet toward intermediate-wet or slightly
water-wet. This is consistent with a recent study [25] of carbonated water in calcite where it
was also observed in contact angle experiments and SCM study that CW altered the calcite
towards more water-wet state.

4.3. Limitations

The presented SCM method has several limitations in the estimation of wettability by
the geochemical simulator PHREEQ-C. Two important limitations are given below.

4.3.1. Mineral Distribution

A limitation in the SCM results is that the effects of the contacted surface area in the
sandstone rocks were not considered. The SCM estimates the wettability by assuming
that all the reactive mineral surfaces can take part in the interactions. This may not be the
case, as mineral surfaces may be dominated by asperities or surface features [43,44] which
may influence the wetting behavior. A possible solution can be to conduct the simulations
using the surface area of the individual minerals in direct contact with the flowing fluid.
Simulations including contacted surface can be compared with USBM experiments with
reservoir fluids since they both take into account mineral distribution and can be carried out
with CW. Other experimental methods like Amott tests and floatation cannot be performed
with CW.

4.3.2. Surface Precipitation

SCM does not consider the effect of surface precipitation. Depending on the studied
recovery process, some crude oils can change their ability to act as solvents for polar
oil components due to change in temperature, pressure, or composition. Subsequent
precipitation of polar oil components on mineral and rock surfaces can lead to wettability
alteration of the surfaces towards less water-wet.

5. Conclusions

The presented paper showed that the SCM technique can predict the tendency for
wettability alteration of the individual minerals and reservoir rocks during CWI using the
geochemical simulator PHREEQ-C with different brine and STO compositions.

The SCM method is a fast and low-cost technique of predicting the wetting state of the
minerals and reservoir rocks by use of a geochemical simulator, PHREEQ-C. The advantage
of the SCM technique over other wettability prediction techniques (e.g., the Amott and the
USBM) is that this method can predict the dominating oil adhesion mechanisms, such as
direct adhesion of carboxylate (>COO−) and cation bridging. Moreover, the SCM technique
can be utilized in the estimation of laboratory experiments. It can also be used as the
primary screening tool to predict potential wettability change of reservoir rocks. Then,
further evaluation of potential should be accomplished in laboratory reservoir simulations
and experiments.

Based on the SCM results, the order of the dominant average minerals oil-wetness
at FW was predicted as calcite > montmorillonite > illite > albite > quartz. After apply-
ing CW, wettability states of the calcite, illite, albite, and quartz were changed towards
more water-wet.

From the SCM results, it can also be seen that the wetting preference of the PSRs
and SRRs depended on the effective surface area and wetting preference of the individual
minerals except for rocks with high amount of calcite. Therefore, calcite had a more
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significant effect on the wetting preferences of the studied sandstone rocks than the other
minerals, as electrostatic pair linkage between mineral and oil is more significant for calcite
than other studied minerals. Furthermore, the wettability change after applying CW also
depended on the effective surface areas and wetting preferences of the individual minerals.
Hence, the wettability states of the rocks was largely dictated by the wetting preferences of
the dominant mineral during CWI.
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