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A B S T R A C T

Petroleum is a continuous and dynamically stable colloidal system. In the process of oil extraction, transpor-
tation, and post-treatment, the stability of the petroleum sol system is easily destroyed, resulting in asphaltenes
precipitation that can make pore throat, oil wells, and pipelines blocked, thereby damaging the reservoir and
reducing oil recovery. In this paper, removing near-well plugging caused by asphaltene deposition with high-
power ultrasound is investigated. Six PZT transducers with different parameters were used to carry out the
experimental study. Results show that ultrasonic frequency is one important factor for removing colloidal
precipitation plugging in cores, it could not be too high nor too low. The optimum ultrasonic frequency is
25 kHz; Selecting transducers with a higher power is an effective way to improve the removal efficiency. The
optimum ultrasonic power is 1000 W. With the increase of ultrasonic treatment time, the recovery rate reaches
the maximum and tends to be stable. ultrasonic processing time should be controlled within 120 min. Besides,
three methods — ultrasonic treatment alone, chemical injection alone, and ultrasound-chemical method — for
removing colloidal precipitation plugging are compared. Results indicate that the ultrasound-assisted chemical
method is better than chemical injection alone or ultrasonic treatment alone to remove colloidal sediment in the
core. Finally, the mechanism of the ultrasonic deplugging technique is analyzed from three aspects: cavitation
effect, the thermal effect, and mechanical vibration.

1. Introduction

Ultrasonic oil recovery is a kind of physical oil recovery technology.
As early as the 1950s, the United States and the former Soviet Union
began to study the technology and applied it to actual production. By
the 1970s, with the rapid development of ultrasonic technique and the
further understanding of ultrasonic characteristics, ultrasound-en-
hanced oil recovery technique has attracted more and more attention in
oil production. In the early 1990s, this technique was widely applied in
the former Soviet Union and the United States, it can increase oil pro-
duction by 40–60% and oil recovery by more than 10% [1–5].

Poesio et al. [6] studied ultrasonic plugging removal in porous
media through experiments, establish a microscopic theoretical model
to calculate the ultrasonic force on the particles, and analyze and cal-
culate the shedding conditions of the deposited particles on the pore
wall [7]; Em. Roberts et al. [8] carried out the experimental study on
the removal of paraffin deposition and polymer plugging in sandstone

core by ultrasonic method. The results show that the ultrasonic wave
has an obvious effect on paraffin deposition, but a poor effect on
polymer contamination. They believe that it is not feasible to use ul-
trasound alone to remove polymer plugging; Adinathan Venkitaraman
et al. [9] used ultrasonic waves to remove core pollution caused by
drilling fluid and particle migration. The results show that the effects of
ultrasonic waves on the two kinds of plugging are affected by ultrasonic
power, processing time, and displacement flow; U.k.gollapudi et al.
[10] carried out an experimental study on asphaltene deposition re-
moval in core by ultrasonic treatment. The main mechanism is that
ultrasonic cavitation and heat action reduce the viscosity of crude oil,
enhance the flow capacity of crude oil, and the release of asphaltene
deposition increases the fluid flow; Brian Champion et al. [11] con-
firmed the feasibility of near-well plugging removal by ultrasonic
treatment through field tests and theoretical studies. The results show
that ultrasonic treatment can remove various formation pollution near
the well zone, and the improved method of the ultrasonic transducer is
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put forward; Tom W. Bakker et al. [12] studied the phenomenon of
downhole ultrasonic cavitation, and the factors influencing ultrasonic
near-wellbore removal were given; Sau Wai Wong et al. [13] studied
the effect of ultrasonic irradiation on the near-well zone, compared the
ultrasonic near-well treatment with traditional stimulation measures,
discussed the mechanism of ultrasonic stimulation, and put forward the
key issues to be improved in ultrasonic recovery technology; Jose Gil
Cidoncha reviewed the development history of ultrasonic oil recovery
technology, studied the mechanism of ultrasonic oil recovery, and listed
some field application examples [14]; Fairbanks and Chen studied the
effect of heat generated by ultrasonic waves on fluid flow in porous
media [15]. The results show that ultrasonic irradiation can increase
the fluid seepage velocity, but its mechanism still needs further study.

It has many advantages, such as low cost, simple process, strong
penetration, large radius of treatment, no pollution, and wide appli-
cation [18–20]. Although some preliminary research works have been
carried out on the mechanism and basic laws of ultrasonic production
increase and injection. However, it is still at the level of qualitative
interpretation, it is impossible to select the best way and optimize the
technical parameters according to the specific conditions of the re-
servoir and oil-water well. Therefore, field application is almost based
on experience [16–22]. In this paper, research on removing colloidal
precipitation plugging with high-power ultrasound is investigated. The
main factors and laws that influence the effect of ultrasonic plugging
removal are studied to provide a reliable basis for the optimization
design of the process parameters of ultrasonic near-well treatment.

2. Experimental condition

Research on removing colloidal precipitation plugging in cores by
high-power ultrasound for enhanced oil recovery in investigated using a
self-developed oil recovery dynamic simulation system. The structure of
the simulation system is shown in Fig. 1. The ultrasonic system is its
core component. Six PZT transducers with different parameters are
used to carry out experimental study: transducer #1 (18 kHz, 1000 W),
transducer #2 (22 kHz, 1000 W), transducer #3 (25 kHz, 1000 W),
transducer #4 (30 kHz, 1000 W), transducer #5 (40 kHz, 100 W),
transducer # 6 (50 kHz, 200 W). Besides, the oil–water displacement
system (ring pressure is 0–50 MPa), constant-flux Pump, balance, core
evacuation-saturating device, and water purifier are also used in the
experiment.

The ultrasonic deplugging system is mainly composed of an ultra-
sonic transducer, a core holder, and a core sample (Fig. 2).

Fig. 3 shows three types of artificial core samples. Gas logging
permeabilities of the three core samples are 30 × 10−3 μm2,
80 × 10−3 μm2and 150 × 10−3 μm2 respectively. Diameter and
length) of the three core samples are all 2.5 cm and 7 cm respectively.

The composition of the sample is quartz (54%), feldspar (39%), car-
bonate (2%), and clay (5%). Besides, two chemical agents — hydro-
chloric acid solution and slurry acid — are used for investigating the
experiment. Volume fractions of them are 10% and 5% respectively.

3. Influence of different factors on experimental results

3.1. Ultrasonic frequency

The effect of ultrasonic frequency on the removal of core colloidal
precipitation with different initial gas permeability is studied. The in-
fluence of ultrasonic frequency on the removal rate is shown in
Figs. 4–6.

As shown in Figs. 4–6, compared with the other five transducers,
transducer #3 has the best removal effect on colloidal precipitation in
three core samples with different initial permeability. After treatment
with transducer # 3, the permeability recovery rates of the three
samples are 31.0%, 27.6%, and 23.5% respectively. Therefore, it can be
seen that lower ultrasonic frequency is beneficial to the removal of
colloidal sediment in the cores.

Due to the loss of sound energy is proportional to frequency, the
energy loss of transducer # 3 is greater than transducer # 1 and
transducer # 2 when the three transducers have the same power. But
why transducer # 3 is better than transducer #1 or transducer # 2 for
removing colloid precipitation plug? The only explanation is that
temperature has a greater impact on removing the plug caused by
colloid precipitation: more heat energy converted to form the loss of
transducer # 3 promotes removing colloidal precipitation plugging in
cores. The result indicates that ultrasonic frequency is one important
factor for removing the plugging in cores, it should not be too high nor
too low.

3.2. Power

It indicated from Figs. 4–6 that transducer #1~#3 are better than
transducer #4 ~ #6 in removing colloidal precipitation from cores. In
addition, after treatment with transducer # 6, the permeability re-
coveries of the three cores are higher than that treated with transducer
# 4 or transducer # 5. It can be seen from Section 2 that the ultrasonic
power of transducer # 1~ # 3 are higher than that of transducer # 4~#
6. Therefore, it can be inferred from the experimental results and
Section 2 that ultrasonic power cannot be ignored in removing colloidal
precipitation from the core, selecting transducers with a higher power is
an effective way to improve the removal efficiency. The optimum ul-
trasonic power is 1000 W.

Fig. 1. The self-developed oil recovery dynamic simulation system.
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3.3. Initial gas permeability of the core

How does the initial gas permeability of core affect the removal
efficiency of colloidal precipitation in the core? The experiment result is
shown in Fig. 7.

It indicates from Fig. 7 that the removal efficiency of colloidal
precipitation in the cores after ultrasonic treatment gets worse with the
increase of initial gas permeability. The physical state of colloid after
ultrasonic treatment is fluid. The core diameter increases with the

increase of core initial permeability. The flow rate of colloid decreases
with the increase of core pore diameter after ultrasonic treatment.
When the flow rate decreases, the plug caused by colloidal precipitation
plugging is easy to occur. The result provides an important basis for the
on-site operation of near-well ultrasonic treatment technology.

3.4. Ultrasonic treatment time

According to the experimental results in Section 5, transducer #3 is
more effective for removing colloidal precipitation from the core than
the other five transducers. Therefore, Therefore, transducer #3 is se-
lected for this experimental study. Experimental results are shown in
Fig. 8.

It indicates from Fig. 8 that the maximum permeability recovery
rates of three cores are 32.9%, 28.5%, and 26.8% respectively after
treatment by transducer # 3. Ultrasound has a better effect for re-
moving colloidal precipitation plugging in cores within 0–60 min,
however, with the increase of ultrasonic treatment time, the recovery
rate reaches the maximum and tends to be stable. Therefore, the ul-
trasonic treatment time should be controlled within 120 min.

Fig. 2. The experimental flow diagram of ultrasonic plug removal.

Fig. 3. Core samples.

Fig. 4. The effect of different frequency on removal rate of core colloidal precipitation (gas logging permeability is 30 × 10−3 μm2).
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4. The comparison of removing colloidal precipitation plugging in
cores by ultrasonic treatment, chemical injection, and ultrasound-
chemical method

Whether ultrasonic treatment is better than chemical injection in
removing colloidal precipitation from the cores? Whether the ultra-
sound-chemical method is more effective than ultrasonic treatment
alone or chemical injection in removing colloidal precipitation from the
cores? These two questions will be resolved in this section. As can be
seen from Section 5 that transducer #3 is more effective than the other
five transducers. Therefore, the comparison of the three methods is
carried out using transducer #3 (25 kHz, 1000 W). In addition, a hy-
drochloric acid solution with a concentration of 10% is used as a che-
mical agent to remove colloidal precipitation from the cores at an in-
jection multiple of 2 PV. What needs to emphasize that the agent

amount added for chemical injection alone is the same as that for the
ultrasound-chemical method. The comparison results of the three
methods are shown in Fig. 9.

It indicates from Fig. 9 that agent injection has no more effect than
ultrasonic treatment for removing colloidal precipitation plugging in
cores. However, considering the reduction of production costs and the
protection of the oil layer from pollution, it is recommended to use
ultrasonic treatment alone instead of chemical injection. Ultrasonic
plugging removal technique has many advantages, such as low cost and
no pollution to the reservoir. In addition, with the increase of initial gas
permeability of the core, the removal effect of colloidal precipitation
from cores by chemical agent injection alone or the ultrasound- che-
mical method gets better. However, with the increase of initial gas
permeability of cores, the removal effect by ultrasonic treatment alone
becomes worse. The results are as same as those acquired in Section 3.3;

Fig. 5. The effect of different frequency on removal rate of core colloidal precipitation (gas logging permeability is 80 × 10−3 μm2).

Fig. 6. The effect of different frequency on removal rate of core colloidal precipitation (gas logging permeability is 150 × 10−3 μm2).
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The ultrasound-assisted method is better than chemical injection alone
or ultrasonic treatment alone to remove colloidal precipitation in the
core. It is proved that the combination of ultrasound and chemistry can
not only give full play to the separate functions of ultrasound and
chemicals but also promote each other to improve the effect of plug
removal. On the one hand, ultrasonic stimulation can improve the ac-
tivity of chemical agents, accelerate the chemical reaction and promote
the degradation of organic macromolecules by chemical agents; on the
other hand, chemical agent reaction can change the force state of col-
loidal precipitation plugging in the channel to clear the channel,
thereby promoting the effect of ultrasonic plugging removal.

5. Mechanism analysis

The combination of ultrasound and chemistry can not only give full
play to the separate functions of ultrasound and chemicals but also
promote each other to improve the effect of plug removal. On the one

hand, ultrasonic stimulation can improve the activity of chemical
agents, accelerate the chemical reaction and promote the degradation
of organic macromolecules by chemical agents; on the other hand, the
chemical agent reaction can change the force state of colloidal pre-
cipitation plugging in the channel to clear the channel, thereby pro-
moting the effect of ultrasonic blocking removal [23–39].

6. Conclusion

In this paper, research on removing colloidal precipitation plugging
with high-power ultrasound is investigated. Besides, three methods —
ultrasonic treatment alone, chemical injection alone, and ultrasound-
chemical method — for removing colloidal precipitation plugging are
compared. The main factors and laws that influence the effect of ul-
trasonic plugging removal are studied to provide a reliable basis for the
optimization design of the process parameters of near-well treatment
with ultrasound. The specific conclusions drawn in this paper are as

Fig. 7. The effect of initial gas permeability the removal efficiency of colloidal precipitation in the cores.

Fig. 8. Effect of ultrasonic treatment time on the removal of core colloidal precipitation.
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follows:

1. The ultrasonic frequency is one important factor for removing col-
loidal precipitation plugging in the core. The optimum ultrasonic
frequency is 25 kHz;

2. Higher ultrasonic power is good for improving the efficiency of re-
moving colloidal precipitation plugging. The optimum ultrasonic
power is 1000 W;

3. Ultrasonic processing time is another factor that affects ultrasonic
colloidal precipitation plugging removal. Ultrasonic processing time
should be controlled within 120 min. The maximum permeability
recovery rates of three cores are 32.9%, 28.5%, and 26.8% respec-
tively;

4. Lower core initial permeability is helpful to ultrasonic colloidal
precipitation plugging removal;

5. The ultrasound-chemical method is better than chemical injection
alone or ultrasonic treatment alone to remove colloidal precipitation
in the core.

It is proved that the combination of ultrasound and chemistry can
not only give full play to the separate functions of ultrasound and
chemicals but also promote each other to improve the effect of plug
removal. On the one hand, ultrasonic stimulation can improve the ac-
tivity of chemical agents, accelerate the chemical reaction and promote
the degradation of organic macromolecules by chemical agents; on the
other hand, chemical agent reaction can change the force state of col-
loidal precipitation plugging in the channel to clear the channel,
thereby promoting the effect of ultrasonic plugging removal. However,
considering the reduction of production costs and the protection of the
oil layer from pollution, it is recommended to use ultrasonic treatment
alone instead of chemical injection.

Declaration of Competing Interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial
interests or personal relationships that could have appeared to influ-
ence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgment

The authors are grateful for the financial support provided by the
National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 51908211),

Guangdong Provincial Natural Science Fund (No. 2017A030313321).

Appendix A. Supplementary data

Supplementary data to this article can be found online at https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.2020.105259.

References

[1] V.O. Abramov, A.V. Abramova, V.M. Bayazitov, L.K. Altunina, A.S. Gerasin,
D.M. Pashin, T.J. Mason, Sonochemical approaches to enhanced oil recovery,
Ultrason. Sonochem. 25 (2015) 76–81.

[2] Muhammed Moshin Abdulrahman, Mahmoud Meribout, Antenna array design for
enhanced oil recovery under oil reservoir constraints with experimental validation,
Energy 66 (2014) 868–880.

[3] Z. Wang, Advances in ultrasonic production units for enhanced oil recovery in
China, Ultrason. Sonochem. 60 (2020) 104791.

[4] Z. Wang, S. Gu, State-of-the-art on the development of ultrasonic equipment and
key problems of ultrasonic oil prudction technique for EOR in China, Renew.
Sustain. Energy Rev. 82 (Part 3) (2018) 2401–2407.

[5] Z. Wang, C. Yin, State-of-the-art on ultrasonic oil production technique for EOR in
China, Ultrason. Sonochem. 38 (2017) 553–559.

[6] P. Poesio, G. Ooms, Formation and ultrasonic removal of fouling particle structures
in a natural porous material [J], J. Petrol. Sci. Eng. 45 (2004) 159–178.

[7] P. Poesio, G. Ooms, Removal of small particles from a porous material by ultrasonic
irradiation [J], Transp. Porous Media 54 (2004) 239–264.

[8] P.M. Roberts, A. Venkitaraman, M.M. Sharma, Ultrasonic removal of organic de-
posits and polymer-induced formation damage [J], 62046, SPE (2000) 19–24.

[9] A. Venkittaremen, E.M. Roberts, M.M. Sharma, Ultrasonic Removal of Near-
Wellbore Damage Caused by Fines and Mud Solids[J], 27388, SPE (1995) 193–197.

[10] U.K. Gollapudi, S.S. Bang, M.R. Islam, Ultrasonic treatment for removal of asphal-
tene deposits during petroleum production[J], 27377, SPE (1994) 653–660.

[11] B. Champion, The application of high-power sound waves for wellbore cleaning[J],
SPE 82197 (2004) 113–121.

[12] T.W. Bakker, I. Vladimir, Cavitator for effective well cleaning [J], 75352, SPE
(2002) 1–4.

[13] S.W. Wong, E. Bas, J. Groenenboom, Near Wellbore Stimulation by Acoustic Waves
[J], 82198, SPE (2003) 1–6.

[14] J. Cidoncha, Q application of acoustic waves for reservoir stimulation[J], 108643,
SPE (2007) 1–4.

[15] M.M. Arllro M.A. AI-Mobarky E.S. AI-Homadhi Improved oil recovery by applica-
tion of sound waves to water flooding [J]. SPE, 2007, 105370: 1-8.

[16] P. Martson, A regulatory framework for migrating from enhanced oil recovery to
carbon capture and storage: the USA experience, Energy Procedia 4 (2011)
5941–5947.

[17] Zhenjun Wang, Xu. Yuanming, The development of recent high-power ultrasonic
transducers for Near-well ultrasonic processing technology, Ultrason. Sonochem. 37
(2017) 536–541.

[18] R. Gharabi, Application of an expert system to optimize reservoir performance, J.
Petrol. Sci. Eng. 49 (2005) 261–273.

[19] Jiang Bin, Qiu Ling, Yang Sheng-lai, Nie Xiang-rong, Li Ke, Hen Han, The experi-
mental research on wax sediment in natural porous media, Sci. Technol. Eng. 14

Fig. 9. The results of removing colloidal precipitation plugging from cores by ultrasound, chemical agent and ultrasound-chemical method.

L. Mo, et al. Ultrasonics - Sonochemistry 69 (2020) 105259

6

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.2020.105259
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.2020.105259
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0010
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0015
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0020
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0025
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0030
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0035
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0040
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0045
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0050
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0055
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0060
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0065
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0070
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0080
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0085
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0090
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0095


(13) (2014) 33–45.
[20] Zhenjun Wang, Research on removing reservoir core water sensitivity using the

method of ultrasound-chemical agent for enhanced oil recovery, Ultrason.
Sonochem. 42 (April 2018) 754–758.

[21] X. Xu, X. Gu, Z. Wang, et al., Progress, challenges and solutions of research on
photosynthetic carbon sequestration efficiency of microalgae[J], Renew. Sustain.
Energy Rev. 110 (2019) 65–82.

[22] T. Hamida, T. Babadagli, Effect of Ultrasonic Waves on the Capillary-Imbibition
Recovery of Oil. Asia Panffic Oil and Gas Conference and Exhibition. Jakarta,
Indonesia, 5-7 April 2005, Paper SPE 92124.

[23] Zhenjun Wang, Simin Gu, Long Zhou, Research on the static experiment of super
heavy crude oil demulsification and dehydration using ultrasonic wave and audible
sound wave at high temperatures, Ultrason. Sonochem. 40 (part A) (2018)
1014–1020.

[24] Zhenjun Wang, Recent progress on ultrasonic de-icing technique used for wind
power generation, high-voltage transmission line and aircraft, Energy Build. 140
(2017) 42–49.

[25] R.V. Westermark, Enhanced Oil Recovery with Downhole Vibration Stimulation.
The roduction and Operations Symposium. Oklahoma City, March 2001, 24-27.

[26] Erfan Mohammadian, Radzuan Junin, Omeid Rahmani, Ahmad Kamal Idris, Effects
of sonication radiation on oil recovery by ultrasonic waves stimulated water-
flooding, Ultrasonics 53 (2) (2013).

[27] Zhenjun Wang, Xu. Yuanming, A light lithium niobate transducer for the ultrasonic
de-icing of wind turbine blades, Renewable Energy 99 (2016) 1299–1305.

[28] Zhenjun Wang, Jing Zeng, Hao Song, Feng Li, Research on ultrasonic excitation for
the removal of drilling fluid plug, paraffin deposition plug, polymer plug and in-
organic scale plug for near-well ultrasonic processing technology, Ultrason.
Sonochem. 36 (2017) 162–167.

[29] X. Xu, D. Cao, J. Liu, Research on ultrasound-assisted demulsification /dehydration
for crude oil[J], Ultrason. Sonochem. 57 (2019) 185–192.

[30] X. Xu, D. Cao, Z. Wang, et al., Study on ultrasonic treatment for municipal sludge
[J], Ultrason. Sonochem. 57 (2019) 29–37.

[31] Wei Liu, Hailing Ma, Annika Walsh. Advance in photonic crystal solar cells, Renew.
Sustain. Energy Rev. 116 (2019) 109436, , https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.
109436.

[32] X. Zhang, C. Zang, Ma Hm, Zhenjun Wang, Study on removing calcium carbonate
plug from near wellbore by high-power ultrasonic treatment[J], Ultrason.
Sonochem. (2019) 104515.

[33] Ali Akbar Bazrafshan, Mehrorang Ghaedi, Shaaker Hajati, Reza Naghiha,
Arash Asfaram, Synthesis of ZnO-nanorod-based materials for antibacterial, anti-
fungal activities, DNA cleavage and efficient ultrasound-assisted dyes adsorption,
Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 142 (2017) 330–337.

[34] Arash Asfaram, Mehrorang Ghaedi, Mihir Kumar Purkait, Novel synthesis of na-
nocomposite for the extraction of Sildenafil Citrate (Viagra) from water and urine
samples: process screening and optimization, Ultrason. Sonochem. 38 (2017)
463–472.

[35] Hossein Zare Khafri, Mehrorang Ghaedi, Arash Asfaram, Mohammad Safarpoor,
Synthesis and characterization of ZnS:Ni-NPs loaded on AC derived from apple tree
wood and their applicability for the ultrasound assisted comparative adsorption of
cationic dyes based on the experimental design, Ultrason. Sonochem. 38 (2017)
371–380.

[36] Arash Asfaram, Mehrorang Ghaedi, Alireza Goudarzi, Mustafa Soylak, Comparison
between dispersive liquid–liquid microextraction and ultrasound- assisted nano-
particles-dispersive solid-phase microextraction combined with microvolume
spectrophotometry method for the determination of Auramine-O in water samples,
RSC Adv. 5 (1) (April 2015) 39084–39096, https://doi.org/10.1039/c5ra02214b.

[37] N. Contreras-Pereda, P. Hayati, S. Suárez-García, L. Esrafili, D. Ruiz-Molina,
Delamination of 2D coordination polymers: The role of solvent and ultrasound,
Ultrason. Sonochem. 55 (July 2019) 186–195, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.
2019.02.014.

[38] Leili Esrafili, Alireza Azhdari Tehrani, Ali Morsali, Lucia Carlucci, Davide M.
Proserpio. Ultrasound and Solvothermal Synthesis of a New Urea-based Metal-
Organic Framework as a Precursor for Fabrication of Cadmium (II) Oxide
Nanostructures. Inorganica Chimica ActaVolume 4841 January 2019, Pages 386-
393. (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ica.2018.09.025).

[39] Leili Esrafili, Alireza Azhdari Tehrani, Ali Morsali. Ultrasonic assisted synthesis of
two urea functionalized metal organic frameworks for phenol sensing: A com-
parative study. Ultrasonics Sonochemistry, Volume 39November 2017, Pages 307-
312. (https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.2017.04.039).

L. Mo, et al. Ultrasonics - Sonochemistry 69 (2020) 105259

7

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0095
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0100
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0105
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0115
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0120
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0130
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0135
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0140
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0145
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0150
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0150
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109436
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rser.2019.109436
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0160
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0165
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0170
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0175
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S1350-4177(20)30719-7/h0175
https://doi.org/10.1039/c5ra02214b
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.2019.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ultsonch.2019.02.014

	Removal of colloidal precipitation plugging with high-power ultrasound
	Introduction
	Experimental condition
	Influence of different factors on experimental results
	Ultrasonic frequency
	Power
	Initial gas permeability of the core
	Ultrasonic treatment time

	The comparison of removing colloidal precipitation plugging in cores by ultrasonic treatment, chemical injection, and ultrasound-chemical method
	Mechanism analysis
	Conclusion
	Declaration of Competing Interest
	Acknowledgment
	Supplementary data
	References




