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Abstract

To address the practical challenges of oilfield wastewater marked by high concentrations of organic
pollutants, complex compositions, and refractory degradation photocatalytic technology was har-
nessed for the targeted degradation of ultra-high COD actual oilfield wastewater. By self-synthesiz-
ing four commonly utilized composite photocatalysts In20:@M-TiOz, Ag:0-Co30.@Mxene, Co-
Fe@Mxene and Agz0-Co304@Inz03 indoor static degradation experiments and theoretical analyses
were conducted using real oilfield wastewater (initial COD: 54,612 mg/L; pH: 10.2). This work
thereby clarified the degradation capacities of these catalysts for high-concentration organic pollu-
tants in oilfield wastewater, as well as the sensitivities of COD reduction to key parameters includ-
ing catalyst dosage, reaction time, and temperature. Orthogonal experimental results revealed that
all four photocatalysts demonstrated effective degradation performance for oilfield wastewater to
varying degrees. Under optimized conditions (catalyst dosage: 100 mg, reaction time: 5 h, temper-
ature: 70°C), Ag20-Co30+4@Mxene stood out with a remarkable degradation efficiency of 50.26%,
corresponding to a COD reduction of approximately 27,447 mg/L. In comparison, the degradation
efficiencies of In,0;@M-Ti0O,, Co-Fe@Mxene, and Agz0-C030+@In203 were 43.68%, 42.15%, and
45.86%, respectively. The research results can provide some technical reference for the effective
treatment of high con-centration organic pollutants.
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1. 5|8

bt TR A S KA AR W R, 5K COD(A4 5 A =) iz i 7t s, i s K i 2
FA LG R i i COD @ mt EZ R, HEAMSEa. AT R & MR 1]
[3]o JMHTEAKH COD EER /S EHE: BIRUEGY). IR SHILR. MR, REEER. S
WU R A M B R WL TS e, I B B i i B AR M . S SRR AR 0 T v Y K Ak 3
X FE[4]-[6]

MHE/KHE COD {5 /KHRUR TiA bR e br 2 —, BRI 2R @B A 5S4 6 T 278 SEBRif
2R TR P v s H Bk B AR BE g, 2R I5i(Fenton)i2: /2 F A HaO, R Fe?' S 8 77 A8 il M 2 358 1 i
$L( -OH), % H R AR L B A Z A NS R, B IX LG W5 W5 AR HaO F1 CO, [7]-[9].

Amany M 25 N[101F B RE T2 SR ERSE G PUREAR 225 Tk KR B LIS 59, 18
pH N 5 IZAE T, 2R AL T DL R /K ) COD K FAAR 20 79%, Xue Xia 5[ 1114 2R 48 Ak i
R WUAR TR 7K Hh DG 0k M Y T2 R 5 2 s e S R U v R P A

A58 P R A 27 v 2 S A U 3 a7 B R T B v R R A = A R 5 1 R s AR LA, S R A
NG R0 = RS 12] . Feng H 28 A [13]F] 501 4 NI (BDD)BHIK ¥ EAOPs(HLAL 2= = A AL AR)
AT L B R AR R AR o AR IR S A U7 K 2 BT X COD B il H ¥ /K B Tl K,
TUA T COD mik 54,612 mg/L, HEAMDENR. B EKEA WG QS RE 1 0 B 5 K B iR BE A
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o AR AT M BE AR (G LTS S B R AR R RE T, HOBAEE A 7R AR AN 75 K & A ) (i
Fenton .25 (3 A SR I B R A0 ) tH R 277 28 IR IS (W Rt m] B P2 2E 10 & B A B is i), #
2 T BB LIS e[ 14] [15]

ARSCR AR BB A U AR A RO, X R COD SERRi 5 KT 5 4 B PRS2 56,
WRICOCHEAFINT R COD  SZB it FH5 7K (¥ B AR BE 7 LA B A S 36 A2 v S LI AL RTINSO
JEE AR IS B B 6 8 A 72 e P s

2. RIS
2.1. #1%

2.1.1. jhEAFK
FeE L B A BRI S COD SZFRil V5 7K SZU6 kA2 vp 3 s vl B3 R SEFRT5 7K, 157K F BA
HSRANG RS ENE AT, RESEWE 1 s,

Table 1. Physicochemical indicators of oilfield wastewater

F 1. HEISKILIERR

g izt s
1 pH 10.2
2 COD (mg/L) 54,612
3 H & (mg/L) 3.69
4 % (mg/L) 4514.33
5 &M B (mg/L) 1.63
6 & (mg/L) 933.34
7 THER IR (mg/L) 16.56
8 B AR (mg/L) 16.78

2.1.2. FELIRFI
AL B AS B A Ry COD 32 Byt FH Y5 7K S 36 e 2 Hh B FH 1 S 36 an 25 2 Bl

Table 2. Laboratory equipment
2. EIIEHH

Hx Az HFETR
203 AR i 5 AL ARG PR A A
C16H3604Ti AR ity 5 BAC A BRA BR A 7]
CeHsOs AR i 5 AL AR PR A A
HF AR ity 5 BAC A BR A BR A 7]
Hel AR FigRTR T AR A IR AR
Ag2SO4 AR IERTRL T AR TR A F]
TizA1C2 AR BAERTH T AR R R A F
Co(NO3)2:6H20 AR BT R T AR A TR A A
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Fe(NOs3)3-9H20 AR BAgRTH T AR R R A F
HEEER ) EMgRTRL T AR AR A
LB AR PREAIPN L a=Snv

2.2. SRR

PRI BRI B AL C MR B s b, FFAIN 30 ml FS2Brih H5 K, 8K R 77 306 &8
PR RBATIFRAC T, Port IEAZ SIS P iRy COD SERRiH HIY5 7K iR R T2k A AT e, %5
S WA, pH. MEAFIHE=AREREER 3 B DG RITERERISZNT,  FEm R 2 AR UL 3 Fr.

Table 3. Factor and level table
3. EHRKFER

KT 2 fHEAL T B (mg) I ) () (T
- C B A
1 50 1 30
2 100 2 40
3 150 3 50
4 200 4 60
5 250 5 70

2.3. InO;@M-TiO, AW ERSHEAERES COD XhrihEzK

¥ 3 g BKERPY THEAN 0.9 g 4t C, fEHIEHHE T F LHFE S min, JERIIAMEE-TBOT/4E C EH4HM
K, SRS EIE AR 2°C/min 78 450 C A SR #UbHE 3 h, TR &2 L M-TiO,. K &h S HUH
WHEE . BLvEd. BT 2 E13 3] M-TiOs.

FREX 2.45 g In,03 1 1.4 ¢ M-TiO,, fEF I F THHEE Smin, MMM 78518 G f5 LA 5°C/min
fE S50 CHIZ S HRALEE 3 h, B InnOs@M-TiO, fafhk, WGHAFEE . BOwedk. MT. HEZ 5153
In,Os@M-TiO, FAM A . & s E M E 1 FR.

2 EE 450°C/3h R
\ e
N S0y m— 82 e —
TBOT/4C
C1¢H360,Ti+C¢HyO4
e 550°C/3h Ef Ry 3
\ /— . — ‘
5°C/min BT E

In,0,@M-TiO,
M-TiO,+In,0,

Figure 1. In203@M-TiO2 Synthetic pathway
1. In,03@M-TiO2 & & 1E

fEH InyOs@M-TiO, AL FIERF A 264 F 0 Ry COD SR {5 /K ) Fefd SR a4l 2 i i ]
2 AIAR SRS E B NI T] R M AR R B ok B e COD SE Bt BTG K IR R RCR S e R 2, Horp
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In203@M-TiO; A FIFE S NAR 22 BN 3G N E] 100 mg B, COD FEMFEZRIA SR, X2 HTER
AR 22 IR AN B A A TR P TE ML S R, (R TR R T - BTN U B S R T
AR RN . R4  BE G 100 me)i, SEOCEUN IR, BRSO R,
PR E T RC%, RIS T COD MR, BN 2 MR 2 3G s R s, sk e 2ei%, A
M YEHEAL S RLR[16] [17].

2 LR (] g ME—AR B, In03@M-TiO Yo AN SERR i Y5 7K COD B Al 2 B I [B] ) A8 441 1%
WK, HEEERN 5 /N ZJE COD MR IA B i m . 2 SN B O E— AR N, BEAE R T
In,0;@M-TiO, FEMEAL TG FHY5 7K 1 COD Pz Tk, TEIREN 70 CE Bl m, X 2EmTIm
TG FE AT DL IN S SV 531 B RE,  $ 70 13 B 28 M5 b A 7R3 S et P L 438 430 5 DT T e BE 18]

L5 LFTIR, InoOs@M-TiO: Yotk Ak 7% /5 COD S Bt 5 7K B P e 2 B At S 10 e B T 000 R i A
FIIINE 100 mg. BN E] 5 /N FEMRIERE 70°CRE, InaOs@M-TiOs YAk 75135 S b it FH V5 7K ) [ fit
KIS 43.68%, [%fif COD ) 23,864 mg/L. 1X—45 5™ & 178 52 b i FH R 7K AR BE A e Ak e fi A s B 2% A4
R EENE, DASEE e s G 2
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Figure 2. Experimental results of photocatalytic static degradation of actual oilfield wastewater with ultra-high COD by
In203:@M-TiO2
[ 2. InnOs@M-TiO2 SLHEWFRSIEMEES COD SEPRMMAISKSEIREER

2.4. Ag,0-Co;0s@Mxene FAELERSIEMRES COD LFRMAISK

B 1.6 g BALBREERS BHFR AL AR, IO 20 mL 9 mol/L #:82, JFIEELEMFE i E 5 0%, LR
PR HF BhZIF . 285, B 1 g MAX FH(TisA1C)IE# Il 4 f b 0750, FR I 100 mg ¥ Ag2SO0s,
T ZE T FHFE SN 24 /NI o 5 F 25 B 1 /KR BT AR BR P R £ 2, JFIE I 22 4B O iE (9000 r/min,
5Bk, BHE RERN pH (HA%T 5. &EHITE R AR, BT, 538 AK Mxene.

FREL 0.582 g, Co(NO3)»6H20+ 1.244 g AgSO4 (BE/R L Co:Fe=1:2)LA K 0.165 g Mxene A1 0.6 g JR %,

W BT RREL ) AR VBN 100 ml B o, ¥R 50 ml 2588 F7K, 1EAKWRE 9 HE 28 EHEE— /N (90°C),
B b VR A USRI, A RIR AP B 2, PR IR E T 5 3h b pBtee a2, BL 5°C/min 1)
FHEFEZNIAT] 400°C, FHRVIA/N G HARA N EI =00, B, K b i B AT B o A, B0
ek BE I B 2 519 31 Ag0-CosOs@Mxene JEHEAL T o

8 H Agr0-CosOs@Mxene JEHEATITE = ABHAS 254 T 0T R COD SRyl FV5 7K ) efid 2 SR an ] 4
FiR. HIFE 4 PI7 I S B S LR [A] B A AL R4 0t 8 =y COD SR i H 5 7K 1) B 0 SR R i S5 2
HH Ag0-Cos0s@Mxene Y HEAFITE [ AR R H I 2] 100 mg B, i Y5 7K - COD (1 B4 fif 2614 2|
B iy A% R B R TR ARV A i AR S R SR R RS Z A B0 A4, 78 50 mg #INE T,
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R AL A TR, ARG AE T () 5RO B E AL, IRE] IR E R AR O,
M- B A, BEAE BOMENINZE 100 mg, MEAFISRAER G ER IR K, 158 1 ORI
WA SR, (et 732 T I B SRS, RS G T S RS R RIS R KR ST
SRT, PN R R B (100 mg) R, SR AT UKL T RE- S B0 R B EERE N, X NS0l A L

IR AN B RN, BT PRI 1 e RE A ORI TR [19] [20]

S BT
— —
RAmH TR

. Co(NO,),-6H,0+Ag,S0,

Mxene

HF+Hcl
90°C/R A TE#
o ;
‘ Wt T 7 BE 5°C/min
BiLtE 400°C/4h

Ag,0-Co;0,@Mxene

Figure 3. Ag20-Co3O0s@Mxene synthetic pathway

[# 3. Ag20-Co304@Mxene & ALEEE
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< 44.35 S 532 s 45.37
£ 401 £ 404 £ 4.
K] & 36.45 &~ 35.26
= 32.56 = =
Rl 30.25 £ 20 £ 304
,§ 24.32 ,§ 25.34 .§
Enzo- ?;ozu gozo- 18.25 2034
W 3 3
a =] 025 a
2 104 204 10 2 10
3U a1 a1
&) &) ]

01— T T T T 0 T T 0 T T T T T
50 100 150 200 250 1 2 3 4 5 30 40 50 60 70
Catalyst loading (mg) Time (h) Temperature (°C)

Figure 4. Experimental results of photocatalytic static degradation of actual oilfield wastewater with ultra-high COD by Ag>0-

Co3Os@Mxene

& 4. Ag20-Cos0s@Mxene FeHENEE SRS COD SfRHASKIIER

2 g S [A] g — AR BRI, 7551 Agy0-Coz0s@Mxene Y HEAL 75 S2 BRI FHVG 7K COD Ff A fif 2 i I i)
(AT IZ BTG K, LRSS /N2 J5 COD (R REfR IR Bt i 24 S SR Ay e — R BN, ol o5 i P 11
TH#E Ag,0-Cos04@Mxene FEAELLFIRTH Y5 K H COD HIREARRIZHT ETF, {EIREA 70 CHEIA S5 -

2 FFTR, Ag0-CosOs@Mxene YefEALFINTEE /R COD SEFRit H¥5 7K % P4 2 M se 6 Bt T30 A
AT 100 mg. FEARET B 5 /N FEARIRFE N 70°CHT Ag,0-CosOs@Mxene JEHE AT SEFR
T F Y5 7K R PR AR 2K B1) 50.26%, F&fi# COD %) 27,447 mg/L.

2.5. Co-Fe@Mxene XN FRSHEMES COD HHISK
FREX 0.582 g, Co(NO3)2'6H,0 H1 1.616 g, Fe(NO3)39H,O (BE/KEL Co:Fe = 1:2), FREX 1.2 g JRE 4
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JIN 100 mL B, 0 S0mL 253 F7K, fERL P FES EHEHE(300 v/min) B 2 58 25 E, KRGV
ERF) 250 mL Bebh, FEKIBERT N 80°C~90°C, Fr&fithy, WHUZHIAH, HREEOIR . B
TFHIBRIE S, TR IR IR B S IR, B 5°C/min FTHEE ZINFAE] 600°C, LR PYAS /N
W2 5 B AR E B 200, B IR, R0 b R [ AT BS ok R 19 8 Co-Fe@Mxene YHEALFA, A %
ZanE s Fross

>

H,0/90°C 400°C/4h BONER
—‘E - I I
REWH 5°C/min T

Ag,0-Co;0,@In,0;= T FI
Co(NO;),"6H,0+Ag,SO,+In,0,+CH,N,O

Figure 5. Co-Fe@Mxene synthesis pathway
[& 5. Co-Fe@Mxene & A K12

1Ef#H Co-Fe@MXene Yt f AL 70T =y COD S bRl Y5 /K HEAT 2 N B s PR S it vy, IR BE L I [A] &%
AT AN X B AR R S 235 (18] 6). Hof, Co-Fe@MXene YoM AbFI7E S BiAA 2 A AN A 3
100 mg B, 1 57K o COD A 20 0 B fie iy, 32 EH T P A0 10 vl PR Aoy 5 50 0 2 38 1 22
MIHRFE T A T - 2O AR LS 40 B, 558 T A MU AL R e 70 (B 80 &k
Ik 100 mg BF, I BT BOGBRCSUNIE SR ORI SRR LR TR O IE R R, T
ik T A R BN AR 21]

SR, 2 R A g ME— AR, Co-Fe@MXene Y6 AL 7% SZFr it FIY5 7K COD ) i 2 B I
] AR AL TR K, LR RN S /NI 2 J5 COD P P ff 280 B e i o 22400 P55 A9 AR A S 92 P e — 8 =
i COD SERRH VG 7K COD B A 28 il B2 (1 v i & i v, 72 70°C s B e KA .

25 bRTIR, Co-Fe@MXene Jefi Ak %R =5 COD S Frit FH i35 /K 1) 2 PN s A s e A iy i
WHIIMAN T 100 mg. FEFERTTEI 5 /N BEFRIREE N 70°C . fEILR I Z&4F T, Co-Fe@MXene Yt it
FXF SEBRIH Y5 7K COD FfERIAE] 42.15%, PEfiE COD %) 23,018 mg/L. iX—45 KW Co-Fe@MXene
FEAEATITE AL = COD i H R /K J7 TH LA 27 77 .
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Figure 6. Experimental results of photocatalytic static degradation of actual oilfield wastewater with ultra-high COD by Co-
Fe@Mxene
6. Co-Fe@Mxene JAELERSPEAREER COD SLpRiM A SR LINLER
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2.6. Ag:0-Co:0,@In,0s FAE L ERSHEARBE COD HHISK

FREL 0.582 g, Co(NO3),6H,0. 1.244 g Ag,SO4 (BE/RLL Co:Fe = 1:2)L K& 0.165 g InyO3 1 0.6 g JR %,
¥ AR I B UORON 100 ml B4R, RN 50 ml 258577k, 16 90°CARMA AT FHidE—/INF,  FRett
HR AR ERRET, BEORIE G 2R, RN E T 5 b iibe st 3, LL 5°C/min FHR
AR 400°C, CRIRPUAN/NES, J5 SRR E B S B EBCE I, R0 b ) A B ot AR, B0k
G IR T 2 51531 Ago0-Co304@In 03 WAL - Aga0-Cos04@Ina 05 Y AT & s 2 W 7 Fior

T H Ag20-Co304@In203 JEAMEALFXT R 51 COD SZBRiH 5 /KT 5 P A B AR L 00, 125250 R IR
JE B A] B AR i N B X Y5 K COD MBI A BB . fERMAKRT, 4 AgO-
Co304@In 03 AL A I EIEF] 150 mg I, 57K COD [ B R IA R iRy, X2 BT
TP SR PE R RGN 2, TR T OGAE H T - 2 O K43 B ARG ML G I A AL A
AEJ7. SR, MM EEIE 150 mg i, i EHENH S EOCHROSS Y58 . FBORL A RN . HeR A R
FOCTE IR AR,  SOMANH] 7 G A R N R [21]

2 NI B g ME— AR R, AgrO-Cos04@InaOs YA FI S Bt FH 5 7K COD 1y e e 2 [t I 18] ) 38
IR AT K o LRI S /NI, COD PR ZIA B f iy o 24 R Wil P g i — R BT, o o S P T o
Ag>0-Co304@InO5 YL X FH {5 7K H COD I B 0% BT, FFEREN 70°CIN IR B i m . B
T e B 2 I 2 OB AE, BRE AT AN RE, SN AR R TR PR AR R O AR R, DA AR T
PE B AR AN 8, AN A T G e Ak A S SR EA T [22]

AU LSRR, Ag0-Cos04@In 05 eI #E = COD SRR i FH Y5 7K %5 P B A5 B AR S8 F
P CHUON A& 150 mg. FEMEESTE] 5 /N BEMRIRIE 70°C. IR R, Ag0-Cos0s@In20s
HEAL TGS S BRI 57K COD FEf#28IA 2 45.86%, F#f# COD £ 25,045 mg/L.

£
90°C7Ki# s
600°C/4h Bibik%k
— —
REHH 5°C/min TR

Co-Fe@Mxene =T {5

Co(NO;),-6H,0+Fe(NO;);-9H,0+CH,N,0

Figure 7. Ag20-Co304@In203 synthesis pathway
& 7. Ag20-Co304@In203 & AR 1E
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Figure 8. Experimental results of photocatalytic static degradation of actual oilfield wastewater with ultra-high COD by Ag>0-

Co304@In203

8. Ag20-Co30s@In20s SEHEWEFSIEREES COD SXFRil 5K KA R
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2.7. RAEWESHERES COD MAISKEAE I

i [ InyO3@M-TiO2+ Agr0-Co304@Mxene. Co-Fe@Mxene Fl Ag,0-Co304@In205 P F 4k 71 %ok i
COD SERRH FH5 /K A B A ] 9 Bros,  DUBI G A TRIE S FE R AR 2 A1 T 3SR 23 COD %k, %
RN 42.15% 2 50.26%, Hf Ag,0-Cos0s@Mxene FILIRAL, BEAEZR N 50.26%, Agi0-Cos04@In,0;
FfEER N 45.86%, InO3@M-TiO, BN 43.68%, Agr0-Co3;04@Ina0s PR A 42.15%.

MXene(4 TisCoT) FIHMRR ) —4EZOREE M) i 23 DLACE & 3R T B e HI(-OH. -F. -O)AEE 2.
ERTCMMRCR, KLEVEA BT YU 5 B A BT - B0, BRI TR A, IR RS e
877, MITEETH AT B AR PE RE[23]-[25]0 AgoO Hil CosO4 BT TERL p-n BYSF I SE, 235 ¥ TE M A7 1)
e B 78 FE (A0 HIBRZI N 1.2 eV, CosOs 414 1.7-2.1eV), ] Wt FHg N bRy, i 1H e
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