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Synergistic Effect of Walnut Green Husk Extract Complex
Inhibitors on Steel in Citric Acid

Li Xianghong ", Deng Shuduan®, Lei Ran "%, Wu Hao '

(1. Key Laboratory of National Forestry and Grassland Administration on Highly-Efficient Utilization of Forestry Biomass Resources in Southwest
China, Southwest Forestry University, Kunming Yunnan 650233, China; 2. College of Chemical Engineering, Southwest Forestry University,
Kunming Yunnan 650233, China; 3. College of Materials Science and Engineering, Southwest Forestry University, Kunming Yunnan 650233, China)

Abstract: Walnut green husk extract(WGHE) was prepared by reflux method using forestry and agricultural
residue of walnut green husk as the raw materials. The synergistic inhibition effect of WGHE and the anionic sur-
factant of sodium dodecyl benzene sulfonate(SDBS) on the corrosion of cold rolled steel(CRS) in citric
acid(H;CH505) solution was studied by weight loss, potentiodynamic polarization curves, electrochemical im-
pedance spectroscopy(EIS) and scanning electron microscope(SEM). The results show that individual WGHE or
SDBS can retard the corrosion of CRS surface in 1.0 mol/L H;C4Hs0; solution to some extent. However, the
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maximum inhibition efficiency is below 60% for either individual WGHE or SDBS. Incorporation of WGHE with
SDBS can obtain efficient inhibitive action, and the maximum inhibition efficiency can reach as high as 94.2%.
All synergism parameters are higher than 1, and so there is a true synergistic inhibition effect between WGHE and
SDBS. The synergistic inhibition increases with an increase of WGHE concentration, while decreases with an in-
crease of temperature, and reaches a peak value with the acid concentration of 1.0 mol/L and the immersion time
of 72 h. No matter whether WGHE is mixed with SDBS, the adsorption behavior on steel surface obeys Langmuir
adsorption isotherm. The adsorption equilibrium constant of WGHE/SDBS mixture is increased evidently compar-
ing with individual WGHE or SDBS. WGHE/SDBS is a mixed-type inhibitor, which shifts both cathodic and an-
odic branches to negative corrosion current densities. EIS has only one time constant, and its Nyquist spectrum ex-
hibits a depressed capacitive loop. The charge transfer resistance of steel/solution interface follows the order:
WGHE/SDBS > WGHE > SDBS. SEM and AFM micrographs confirm that WGHE/SLS can efficiently alleviate
the corrosion degree of steel surface in citric acid media, and the surface roughness is significantly dropped. There
is a synergism between SDBS and the major components of rutin, quercetin, 1-methylnaphoqinone and juglone in

WGHE, but their synergistic inhibition is below than the mixture of WGHE/SDBS.

Key words: walnut green husk; extract; sodium dodecyl benzene sulfonate; synergistic inhibition effect; cit-

ric acid; steel; adsorption

& JE MOBHEE in A G AR A B R A T el
WAL TE, RS E I ik &k 4 T3k
gl T B kSRR 4 R MR, SE i) e
TAEH . A @R, 2ok B i
R EBW &R k22— S A LA S
MRETE G OTEE S . B BRI A AR
fa . BETE RS R R, A R 32 B B R
FERYBR®, BTFoRMRE . R . R R
SRR CED ., FERZ IS LRI MR, A
K ERA Ay v 4 BT 2% 1) A T 9 ok ) D) 2L A 9% U
FE . RBUNALRE . JoHE . T YRR
Pedte, MmO A i, BA R T
RN AT — SR B U X A A TR T VA T
b B R MACR , ik JLAERIE AT
( Citrus sp.) F'. KWk ( Cannabis sativa ) M1,
%% ( Camellia sinensis ) ™', 4875 ( Ginkgo biloba )
M1 W= ( Brassica campestris ) U 55 3% BEAE
PR TP R BERSE . ZRIRS . A AR
KB Y AE S FAM TS O NL S HRPER
1B e A 00 B AN 2R T A AR g T .
FEAC TAT M H8AF vh BT 058 FH 1 22 1ok 5 349 28 52 e 2 1ok
I, WO TR R G e W S HET, A
BT AT YA U A 2 b R 5, DU &
TR SRR T G2l AR T A A A )
SEBLZE A

GBIl [R) 500 F8 1 2 2 PR ph FNIR A H S
ek e — DRI IR G, HZ2 1l & I Sk ik
BEME R, WREBAY, AMEASEEDFERL

N, T HA A R R B S R TR, AR PR
S U 4 U 55 At 92 b 351 1) 2% ok b [R) AF 5
i A TR D B B, = 2% Dl P (W] AL 38 Y B IR R
F, WORZHB RA R E S R R R, &
TEHE ) SCHR B D . AEPI R IR S UL ) AE R
X ) S il p R RO A W1 AEIESY, I KA R
15 ( Cassia italica ) 2R/ U2 KBy 13
S, U FIALIE AT R A 1 Ao e o A N
RIS, BATERR A B B B A A LA RE
RO AW BT, B R B P2 T “ 80 MR
SR, ML A% B ST, R T AR Tk Ak
J7 AN o RIS R R AR
BEPE/N, Hor 450 th S A SR K BB K 4 SR T
e, AR AU E B R AL R 2 L S 2 R R
Pl )N M A R ok R S L a4
B ey O No S M1 2 R LAY I F
TE& @ A R R B Z MAE, SOARS
F, AT LR AR Y B B 0 2R T3 R R 2R A T A2 TE LA
5 A0 A Hh 9% b Pk R 0 B B9 AR W I 2% k)
SRT, AR 46 B 5 2 T 0% P ) ) 92 1k P[]
BRI ST A TR GE R R UL, F5E & B HCL Hh g
( Oryza sativa ) 42U FFH B -3 i 17 M50 2R
LA WA e G2 o b R 5w ', il ,  Heragh
1 Tavakoli!" 238 T #1452 0 S ( Prosopis
Farcta ) $& B A1 BH 2 2% 186 1 71+ b 5L
PR AR X8 7E HCL A7 78 8 38 R 2 o P [R) e s, 7
B RGN IL 90%., SR, &Y E R
SR TE AR HILIR A J5 v 7 9 Dokt I [) 2580 102 5 AR



5 4 1

LIS BHRTT B HR TR ) S O G I 7R X ey P 0+ 8 ) P ) 280 3

KILATFIRGE . FrEERR (HyCoHsO,) 18 % LAY
AHLER, HAE TAvEsisk e 2 i, Bl
X AR Ay A T v BIE 9 R P A5 22 19 9% o 351 Sy e i
FKALB YU Rk LA U 2RI = )
GEN-ZEMEAY . Ak, MYERRBUIE G
iR A 50 R AT o L TF R B RS AT 56,
1 ( Bambusa sp.) W20 S ( Piper nigrum ) P!,
WF5E A B, AL AR B W] LA S50 AN 7 A5 TR
BT ol R AR N A S R A A R
ARG R, AR Dl v BEAS AN HL A LR T
FkE, WA SEIE— R 2 U R R00 61 7
=1L

I EDR B A R, Pk FRAR R A
JE ARG, A HARR AR, JEW
WA TR, BBE S A R R .
AR . Pl e 1 TR TR, oAk
A R 20 54 1/3, R EM A 15—
KAEP, Bk M pk R om Tt A8 gk 475 5
(T2, HER— BER B 5 2 S AR B, I RE ik
HROUE P 8 SO o X AR T R 3 1 Il )
— LR ARAEAZA = b TR e LA A DR ), Ak
PRI, SEARsk, 1 H A — BB Tk R4
By ( WGHE ) AE K B 11 50080 2% 4 J@ A4 AL 8 o 11
SRR TAE . falr, s 28 WGHE
PV FLANTE HCIP RN LR R vh i 1k HAg 1 2%
(B0 AR, LA B9 2 T A W B G /2 Langmuir
W B 2R . 7R HsPOL ¥R, WGHERIF 2
& T M R B B S 7 — 2 A5 T A R R Dl [R]
NPT, R T SRR SRR A I T AR, A5
PRIT T WGHE Hil-+ — b SL R R 4 ( SDBS ) X
A ELAIAE 1.0 mol/L HyCgHsO, A Jii H 4 22 ot B3 ]
PERE AR IALEE, Rk i Mo PR 75 4 VR 92 1oh 57
PEALFIS AR

1 MRS H%

1.1 R

WFFE T AN R 5LAR e (BERE k) A=
), BILEMS K EEN: 0.15% C. 0.02% P,
0.25% Mn. 0.01% S. HARHN Fe, IR . LB
(95% ). W, Al (W 60~90 C) N
STl b TR REERR B (SDBS) ik
afi, HorFei I E 1o DOR Ay Bl 2 A% Bk L
FE kT R, 7E A RK BT )E, B
TR, BMAERBH T T 60 C 70 THE
(Z42d), B, BHAEFERIEDREH.

I
VWVWOﬁ_ O Na'
(6]

B1 +IREFEBRWALESFEER

Fig. 1 Chemical molecular structure of sodium dodecyl
benzene sulfonate
1.2 HRFE
1.2.1 WGHE #42 #) &

FREL 10 g Bk 2 B R LA 250 mL B iff
A 40% (IRFAMEL) BRI 250 mL, 76
BRI 2 h, FERRBIRRPCEE, 7870 C 1Y
THIR A B IR 3 he a8 L [DUSCHR B
J& . SErEleEE R AN 7R 4 22 100 mL; #R
Ja FE AW - o A R T 2 IR E IR E LR
Ho PR RIEITIEZA WS 229 40 mL, K
WAEE T 60 C HEF LT, il 45t WGHE
(1R 4 N 18%), HE T A, R~
PR AR, KB R4
1.2.2 %k EXRZ MR X

P R # 85  25.0 mm x 20.0 mm x 0.50 mm
FERE, FHL . . 1RSI K 40T BB L %
Ja . Ve INERBLIE . BT TR H . Tk
IS H K7 (0.1 mg) FREUVA HLAN il R
BEE, RIE4ET 250 mL &% WGHE. SDBS
K WGHE/SDBS 11 1.0 mol/L HyCHsO, ¥ 1, 7
— B IR 24 h JFBCGEHE R RE, SRATARC
B R VE W (500 mL 37%HCI + 20 g 75 ¥ H 5L U % +
500 mL ZE 187K ) Ve ¥ A9 2 10 A0 BiE o 00 08 ok = 4
ZEARK e T . TS, FRFER T RF LR
U i o i A R 3 T TRIR Y A S Y
#Z (W), SHEEA A EMmER (v, g/(m*h))
FRHEEZ MR (ny, %)o

w

Vzm (1)

Arbe SR EAERRTR (m®), R
] (ho)o

e = 2V % 100% (2)
Vi

K voo v IAE RIS —E W B R 5L

BRI 2R (g/(m*h) )

1.2.3  Fhd st LnliX fe AL S 3% (EIS)
X,

Bl H, A W Ak il £ Fn EIS 4 ¥ 7 PARSTAT
2273 WAk EE T ARG G AR A |, EE) B5E
A ML A e B = R R . AR H R FL
RSN, FAE (ALY 2.0 cm x 2.0 cm )
ot . AL N TAE R . T A B AR A



4 [N A N o

o 42 4

B SR RS IR (— 2 Eb B3] 1) 38 Tk e 1% g ) %%
B TAEm, TAEHREMEM (1.0cmx 1.0 cm) %
122 PEAT AL PR S, 7E 250 mL UK P H 4R
RETRM 2 W JFIFGR I, MK, s 7
FE £ R FHAEBAM . J5 BEAR ) 2 AR,
57 30 [ R FF 3% HL A7+ 250 mV X [a], 454 3%k
0.5 mV/s; REAMAL I Z R X 5 500 4>, BhH
B Al 2ok i IR (i, ) ARHE Dok JEE ol H 3G
R MEATOR A
n,= —i“’"(m,_ Leoninty x 100% 3

lcorr(O)

T dcomo)s Leorinny 739 R FLAN HOARFE A VS N
FES Jin 22 1 35 B9 1.0 mol/L HyCHsO5 15 ¥ H 1Y) J65
TR (pA/em? ).

EIS M A Mg i (s 5 riR{ES 10 mv,
HARPUR X [ JEFE N 0.01 Hz ~ 100 kHz, #45
SRAE BR300 BIS LR ZEIRE (ng) $HINF T
AT

e = Rt =Ry 304, 4

t(inh)

e Ryanys Ryoy 7310V FUAN HL AR ZE AN 35 #1550
i F A R LR (Qrem? )
1.24 ME@agiafhdF 245 (SEM) Mk

W 2% T A R 0 ¥ AL R U (125.0 mm x
20.0 mm x 0.50 mm ) 7£ 20 °C fHI#ZIZ T 1.0 mol/L
H;CeHsO7 A& & SR b, 24 h 5 U
Yegr . W S BITE Zeiss Sigma 300 F1 3 HL T 2
e (fEEZEE]) b,

2 FERESH

2.1 WGHE 5 SDBS BY4& it/ [5) 1% B

A ELAIF I AE 1.0 mol/L HyCyHsO, W 43
RAEFFEAWI B, S50 b a] AR B R 0 20T
HRE WS (Hy), HAE 24 h J5 89 1 48 B K
. [ HyCgHsO, % W 1 ¥ il WGHE. SDBS
J WGHE/SDBS & Bt Zz i )5, ¥ L8 0 i i
JEWZE, 20~ 50 °C if WGHE, SDBS X WGHE/
SDBS 7E 1.0 mol/L H;C4HsO, 1 ¥ 1Y) 1, Bl 2% 1h
R (o) MAREIC R, WA 2,

MK 2a A%, WGHE BUhif 5, 7E 10 ~ 50 mg/L
0 1B PN i A A R P S T 8 i B K, A
60 ~ 100 mg/L i Fl N n,, FEAGEREAAS, ATREEH
TG0l 500 7 A R THT ) A T £ Bl v 85 %) 358
ANWEHE R PTE; W AE 50 mg/L J5 328 ik 2140 A1k
B o LRI EE FEN 100 mg/L B, #,, M 54.1%

(20 °C). 50.0% (30 °C). 46.5% ( 40 °C) Al
45.1% (50 °C ), i 2b aJ %0, By BB 1%
11 3% P 7] SDBS Y ny—c 22 L ML HE 5 WGHE #°8
KL, AR M T YALE 50 mg/L J5 28 il B
AL TR RAS o 6 M0 Y 22 b R ik B il
ROTENG R AR E (CMC) B4 PSS 3 05
HA It CMC Ji 2 T 306 4 770 76 A% 2 T A WG B 3k 310 4
AN, AR iAZ T SDBS B CMC {4 50 mg/L.
20 ~ 50 °C i} 100 mg/L SDBSIH #,, 53 5 K 56.1% .
55.0%. 51.1% 1 46.1%., ZE4 Kl 2a, 2bA[ A1,
MY WGHE F1 SDBS 7EF7 15 R A it o X ¥4 #L AN H
B FENEMIER, BREMELEIT 60%.
) 45 2% 1h R vk B FH = 2514 T, WGHEF SDBS 1Y

SEphPEREEEAAH IR .
60 -
50 -
40 |
S 30t —~20°C
s ——30C
10 b —— 50 C
0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100110
¢/(mg-L")
a. WGHE
60
50
40
D\\Z 30 F —— 20 C
< ——30 C
20 F ——40 C
—— 50 C
10
O 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
c/(mg-L™")
b. SDBS
100
90
80
N
~ 70
=
60
50 -
40

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
¢/(mg-L™")
¢. WGHE + 50 mg/LSDBS

& 2 1.0 mol/L HyC{H:O, HEEME (5, ) FILE

MFIRE () xR
Fig. 2 Relationship between inhibition efficiency (7,,)

and inhibitor concentration (c) in 1.0 mol/L H;C¢H50,



5 4 1

LIS BHRTT B HR TR ) S O G I 7R X ey P 0+ 8 ) P ) 280 5

R T IEIRZEMALRE, ¥ WGHE F1 SDBS i#47
RAEMMH, fELRAKRZR T, ¥ SDBS Bk ik
4 50 mg/L, Bh7AF WGHE A B FH &, ihig iy
BFIE A 24 h, R EEMEZELE 20~ 50 C & T
() WGHE/SDBS [ ¢ tERE, ULIA 2c. 5K 2a,
2b PEATXT AT UG, WGHE F SDBS & B fifi F
Ji ny YR EYG N, HYE 10 ~ 100 mg/L ¥ B [
AWK EFF, 4 100 mg/L WGHE #1 50 mg/L SDBS
SEHCHT, 7y A5 94.2% (20 °C ). 93.8% (30 °C ).
93.1% (40 °C) F191.3% (50 °C ), B WGHE/
SDBS & e 2z iR XH N AE AT B IR A o rh A R
MIZRIPERE, I 2 [RIAE 7 R i P [ 200,

MIREE 20 °C FHEE 50 °C I, WGHE, SDBS
PR A% G2 DiPE REAE B G DRI VR B IX ] B TR
K. WIREEm TIREE TS, R R R B2 m
Jl, FEHT AR, SR IR
METE B4 3R 1 & A W, il g v R T R T S
Xt F WGHE H1 50 mg/L SDBS & B 2% 1 5 i & ,
24 WGHE ¥ 4L T 10 ~ 50 mg/L B, ZZihiikfigh
BT T RO A s X WGHE ¥k B3
% 50 ~ 100 mg/L B, 2% i Pk RE AT B2 T ifi T Ra
() W P RV A2 18, PTBEJE FH T WGHE Wk B2 b
s, 5 SDBSRA G R R L i 1 B0
PGB Z , BRefE =R A T 2 EH R
ZEhMERE
2.2 WGHE 5 SDBS B 4& it 1[5 350 B2 R £

9 T 5E Ak L% ¢ WGHE F1 SDB 2 [6] 1) 2%
TP R RON SRS FRBE , 4% S E A5 1 A 22 el b [)
HANEY DI Wi o
SZI—TIA—UB+77AUB 5

1 —nas
e npa e 0 PRFEIAR R T A Fi1 B B i ]
B LR IR, 1T nag KRR Z BCR R A FI B IR
AEBMHHAMEMmE, IR A M B EZE)E A%
PRI, W s> 1; #5F A B AR L AEAE
M EAEH, Ws=1; 1 A B & B HIEA7E
APRIVER CHEPUR ), M s<1.

20 ~ 50 °C B} 10 ~ 100 mg/L WGHE 4 50 mg/L
SDBS AR LG 1 s—c b R ILE 3. HIE 3
A, BR T 50 °C B 10 mg/L WGHE 5 50 mg/L
SDBS & Hish, HAKERAMHT s KT 1, K
WGHE 5 SDBS Z [Alf£7E 28 i U [R1 3500 . 7 4 >
BT, s Y0 WGHE ¥ B /4 388 Jin 1 AS W7 38 K
7 Bl WGHE 5 SDBS 2 [H] [ 2% b By [6] % i 78
WGHE ¥ & & 3 s AW 20 nas . 4 WGHE

TERARAEEJLE (10 ~ 40 mg/L ) {Hi N, s iR
ER TS R R, fi WGHE/SDBS 13 ] %50 7 72
ERETE SRR, 24 WGHE By EERS N 2 50 ~
100 mg/L B}, 20 ~ 40 C A9 3 MR s (EHAH A
B, TE 50 °C BRI FRE, PR HE ) WGHE
F1 SDBS & BCJ5 AH BEAE I Ins® , 7=A4: T 8 om i 2%
PRI RN 5 7E 20 ~ 40 °C 3 il P U B 28 Ak o
DMRIWE FH S M 4 R B 2%, O [R]85y e o ek
B SR, TR T B s IR 50 C B,
X T ) JE T RE BE R, 2 WGHE F1 SDBS 2
[E) P B0 0 2550 1 8 555
45
40
35 -
3.0 -
25 +
20
1.5
1.0 4
0.5
0

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
¢/(mg-L")
E 3 20~50C K 1.0 mol/L H;C(H:0, A&
WGHE 5 SDBS WZMmihFERE RE (s)

Fig. 3 Synergism parameter (s) for the synergistic inhibi-
tion of WGHE with SDBS in 1.0 mol/L H;C4H50,
solution at 20-50 C
2.3 WGHE.SDBS.WGHE/SDBS 7§ 3% T W Bt &9

ERARBNZSH
T2 AR & 0 R SR X
A HLGE b ) — P 3 A A S T A A= T R T e
PR R AP RE, R T R Bk R o 1
ATy, BB G 5] 43— 10 A 4 T 1 I T 7 i 182
(0) ERIFZEMEAS, {5 Langmuir 02 ff 55
T Tk B L M e B U B 1
g=%+c (6

X e HEMAN T EREE (mg/L); KNS
TR o1 4 R 2 T R T Py WP 40 (L/mg ).
HAEBR S, R G 05 43 78 48 T 3R T 178 WL T
PR N

Kl 4a, b, c4r%k WGHE, SDBS &% WGHE/
SDBS 1Y ¢/0—c 4 i Fil G B4k, MWEIhFH
i, TR LA HAIEA Y R R AP 2t ¢
o RIPINE T & KM T /b LMK
FEC () MBELRPRE, m&R 1T, A8
BT 1, JUHJEXT WGHE il SDBS & it 2% it 5]

23.1
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s, » BT 1, St WGHE, SDBS & WGHE/
SDBS 7 9 3= 1Hi /4 W B # A4 & Langmuir W Fff
FEAX . EEFEZENE, T RMmA WGHE Al
SDBS MM & , c/6—c G HLMR AT 1,
ot B R FF A 45 4 T 118 2% Tl 390 43T =2 (B) A7 AH B HE
J 718%; 4 WGHE #1 SDBS & )5 2,4 B 2k i 4}
RO 1, RUE R M R R 2% ih5) 53
T2 A A B HER S 55, M o fE AT ROLE A R f
TE LR Dl P B2, AT EL A T A ) 2 il 1k e .
[/ 4696 B WGHE 1 SDBS & i ffi 5 K {H &
bTb, B E R A S A9 3R 1A R o
P2 N EAE R AER . ek,
PERES IR BE TR K (ARG, SERE TS 5 2%
TR 437 7 4 9 T P O R i B DR, T RE S R
CARCIEE AL i D um ab oY R AL (L
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80
60 +
40 L 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110

c/(mg-L™)

a. WGHE

A(mg-L™)
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b. SDBS

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 110
c/(mg-L™")
¢. WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS
4 ZZMRITE 1.0 mol/L H;C4H:0, HiH R E R

MiHY o/ 0-c INE B %
Fig. 4 Straight fitted lines of ¢/f—c for the adsorption of

inhibitor on steel surface in 1.0 mol/L H;C4H50,

K1 c/0-—cE&HEMOASH

Table 1 Linear regression parameters of ¢/6 —c
B 1°C P #BFE K/(L-mg™)
WGHE 20 0.9980  1.57 0.03444

30 0.9913 1.55 0.02559
40 0.9684 1.44 0.01656
50 0.9062 1.20 0.01134
SDBS 20 0.9986 1.57 0.04994
30 0.996 5 1.52 0.03588
40 0.9944  1.52 0.024 60
50 0.9758 1.45 0.01604
WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS 20 0.9999  0.99 0.2404
30 0.9995  0.98 0.1543
40 0.9986 1.04 0.1056
50 0.9988 1.06 0.07677

T2 AR F T 0 SRR ) S AR

FEG AR R b, G0l o) T 74N R W 5
T b AT, R B AR T 2 S B00T AR 53 I U A
HRRMAT R ARHERE RS (AH®) W LLE S Van't
Hoff Jy B iAok 5 PO,

_ 0

InK =
RT

2.3.2

+1 7
Kb KW a5, TR TIRE (K,
R AR B (8314 J/(Kmol)), INAE R4
WAL R (7)) X, ESFTITH nK-UTHG
B2, WK 5, mKH T HARIFHLELR,
HEMM KL RE () 475120 0.9870, 0.9890 F
0.9971, Al LA B RE (-AHYR) K
B AR,

[« WGHE

¢ SDBS
| A WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS

InK/(L-mg™)
Lo

0.003 2 0.003 3 0.003 4

UT (K

5 mK-UT#E&HEZ
Fig. 5 Fitted lines of In K—1/T

G IR 3 A TR PP A R ) I RS 2 R T R
A 2 b 78] AR 400 2 0 O R K 20 By BB et

0.003 1
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B2, B0 R FE R R K o T 0 R i A . B
W Ff Gibbs H HIBE (AGY) ARHEUNT %R ASREPY,

1 -AG°
K= 8
Csolvent eXp( RT ) ( )

K Coorvent HE MWK Z A HyO HOHREE,
BTz b v B2 Rk, ELVR R B 5 S5 48 1k
FIHRE— ., SARIKRRT cgopyen THITLIEAE A 1.0
10° mg/L.

M AT 22 R Z R A AR S R X, AR
B (ASY) mIEBh AN T 6 R AR5

AS° = (AH' - AG")/T D)

WGHE. SDBS. WGHE/SDBS 7¢ £} 2 i (1)

AT 28000 3R 2,

x2 ZMFERREHOBRMANZESH

Table 2 Thermodynamic adsorption parameters of inhibitors

on steel surface

Kl T/(°C) AGY/(kI-mol ™) AH’/(kJ-mol™") AS%/(J-K™"-mol ™)
WGHE 20 —25.46 -29.61 -15.16
30 -25.58 -29.61 -13.29
40 —25.29 —29.61 -13.79
50 —25.08 —29.61 -14.02
SDBS 20 -26.37 —29.74 -11.50
30 —26.43 —29.74 -10.92
40 —-26.32 —29.74 -10.92
50 -26.01 —29.74 -11.54

WGHE +

50 mg/L SDBS 20 -30.20 -30.00 0.68
30 -30.11 -30.00 0.36
40 -30.11 -30.00 0.35
50 -30.22 -30.00 0.68

2 [, 50T AG ¥ hiE, £
A TR 25 T DR ) o A 2 TR R A 1 ik
; IS, AG (WGHE/SDBS ) <AG" (WGHE ) <
AG® ( SDBS), i WGHEY SDBS & & i i J5 &
0 % T 1) I R AE A 5 . AGPEY &5 XEHE /N T 20
kJ/mol I, 2% 1oh 351 75 4 J& 25 10 Y W B Ay 4 3 I
B 24 AG® B4 XHE KT 40 kJ/molfsf,  HmE 2k
T — g Ak 27 (B2 . WGHE 5 SDBS & B i )5
B AG® $7E 20 ~ 40 kI/mol {EE P, WAL )
LR 6 Rk 2 W R [ B A2 A TR 5 I B . AR < 0
10 I 2 ot 550 7 0 T %) 2 B ol R i b iy, B2
SR 17 BN R TH A W B I 2 B 1 B A
gy A, B AH® B4 XFEAE 10 ~ 60 kJ/mol
TP, WO B FH SIS AR Ay (] 5 A A B B D
2 W% B B4 TR A W FEES. WGHES SDBS 4 it
IR R 10 AH® 46 X6 (/N B2 AR, 302 L 5

() A A X T &2 B AT B — WGHE, SDBS 2% 1 5l
ME /N, WGHE, SDBSTERXZE 1 (1) W i 74 A
RN, H T G2 o3 7E X 2 T R TR LR
/N, XF WGHE F1 SDBS Bt 2% wh 571 75 5 2 11 Y
W 56 A i B kR, AT BB PR R B el R oy
R 30 40 2% 1 1) 3 R e 5 RS T R K o 7 I B
AT BROR BLE i TR R Y
2.4 JEMIRIEE 8 K& ERR B XTE M E) 1 8 Y 220
2.4.1  JBARIZ 0T ) T2 AR P B AR 69 %R
TR e e, X 20 °C M A 7EAR
[7) 65 b 33 0 BF [R) S Rl (12~ 96 h) f¥) 1.0 mol/L
H3CHsO; e P I S0l S D R REAE T I, &5
RIE 6, MK 6 AIHN, Hph 100 mg/L WGHE
#1150 mg/L SDBS 7£ Ji {2 yfa if [7] > 12 h B n,, 43
A 46.5% il 43.3%, Bl 2 A 1] [ 2E 4 T 38 K
TE 24 h YT R B KAE ;. RIS 7E 24 ~ 96 h {4
BT R, IR WA A 96 h B, gy, o3BT B
3 37.6% A1 37.1%. 7= A= A B0 4 ) 5 T i
F T G PR 01 7 4 8 2 T 1 O o 2 805 3
5 b 94 s TR] F4) JE K T 0 9 i, AR ok B
il sf B 74 ZE K i34 5 5 (EFE 24 b J5 i FRR A B RE
SRS O AN TR A, DT S B ok 2 B
PEZ AR 22, RIS hiu e BB e 5K i R IR YL 5 3%
Wi N, % 100 mg/L WGHE #1 50 mg/L SDBS &
BCR RN 5,y SRR AL 1] f 2E 17 240 3457 34
K, T 24 ~ 96 h BB ET ]38 Bl ) B BR AR 4510
BAYZZmrEfe, 24k 96 hint, g, 750 90.14%,
it WGHE/SDBS BA7 R4 i gz ilufs e ko B ml
fit /2 i1 - WGHE H1 SDBS W2 & it J5 7 2 — Bt it
B (2924 h) RIERBORWSEME)Z, mHXZ

SEBC G I B 2 RS E PR, SCRE DR IR N [B] 114 22
s E M.
100
90 " T T,
80 |
. 70 L —o— 100 mg/L WGHE
S —a— 50 mg/L SDBS
= 60 | —o— 100 mg/L/WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS
50
40 /\/‘_\\?\\\Z\Eb_ﬂ
30

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
t/h
E 6 20 C K 1.0 mol/L H;C¢H;0, HrEEfh %

(ny) BERBRSE (¢) B9 HZ
Fig. 6 Relationship between inhibition efficiency (7,,)

and immersion time (¢) in 0.10 mol/L CL,LHCCOOH at 20 C
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EENESIAC] 51 B SO N EES QU A e N s R i)
) FE N T2 T 1, i WGHE I &S 1-3%
T {5 177 SDBS 22 8] 4775 52 Jit e ik Blp [R50 1t
Hb, IRHEHEFE 12 ~ 72 hJu BN Z G K, MR
LN ) DA 72 h s 2 bbb [R) 2800 2R 20K 4.76, X
IR A 25 2 I 7 0 T R o o A 308 R 25 [ g
TUFIAHEAR T, AT 8 2 ol JB = 38 38 e A S50
e A, Zeph bR EON R BE 72 ~ 96 h B
TR U ST T 3 ] DAY it 358 Q0 R ) 8 R o, O
P [E] Y T PR 22 fkt P ] R A O D535

50 -
45
40 |

35 ¢

30

2.5
0 12 24 36 48 60 72 84 96 108

t/h

B7 ZMHEIMERY (s) BERERE ()
HIZE{L Hh 2

Fig. 7 Relationship between synergism parameter (s) and
immersion time (7)
242 BRIRE AT AR R AR G R

T IR A SE AT A R Ve B X WGHE F1 SDBS
Z ] 9 22 1 o (] M B 52 e R A, R AR A
i T 20 °C #} 100 mg/L WGHE ., 50 mg/L SDBS &
100 mg/L WGHE + 50 mg/LSDBS 7£ 0.5 mol/L ~
2.5 mol/L H3C¢HsO, I H iy g ph PR RE (=it a]
Hh6h), RIS,

WGHE 5 SDBS . it 7£ 0.5~ 1.0 mol/L
H;CoHsO B iR 1 B 38 i 38, (HBE S 7E 1.0 ~
2.5 mol/L H3C¢HsO, KRR IR & i~ F%, WGHE
F1 SDBS 7£ 2.5 mol/L HyCgHsO, 1 43 5l K 48.1%
H1 45.6%; 1= M FE A7 A6 I X 4 4 1T A g ok A B o
i, S MEREA T R R, 24 100 mg/L WGHE Fl
50 mg/L SDBS EFifii /5, 7E8AFRK L EIN
it IR vk R B AR R R E RS, 7E 2.5 mol/L
H;CHsO; RN 90.1%.

FH P19 RTN,  AeA8 1R vie B %o % ot i [ 007 5%
M b 2, YT MR 1.0 mol/L B, Z2ih
PN FIION; 58 B TR B A, X RUIPIE B S
SRk B UIA G, MR .

90 | —  To—a— 4
80 |
. —o— 100 mg/L WGHE
< 70 —a—50 mg/L SDBS
=

—o— 100 mg/L WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS

50 | %ﬂ%ﬁ

0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
c/(mg-L™)

B8 20 C K HyCeH;0; HEME (1, ) BEER

RE (c) L HZ
Fig. 8 Relationship between inhibition efficiency (7,)

and acid concentration (c) in 0.10 mol/L CLLHCCOOH at 20 C

40 r

35

25 F

2.0
0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0

¢/(mg-L")
B9 20T B H;CHs0, B il 1 F %08 3t
(s) FEERIRE (c) T Lk

Fig. 9 Relationship between synergism parameter (s) and
acid concentration (c) in 0.10 mol/L CLHCCOOH at 20 C

25 BHEEAIRILEZE KRB FMEIE
251 FHe i

20°C BF A LA TE & 4T 100 mg/L WGHE ., 100
mg/L SDBS. 50 mg/L WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS.
100 mg/L. WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS i) 1.0 mol/L
H;CeHsO, i by s il fbth <, WE 10, 5
KT INE 3 #4925 1.0 mol/L HyCgHsO- 5 iKY
WeAkithZeAtLt, 75N WGHE . SDBS & WGHE/SDBS
B . BHPAR AR Al L 24 22 8%, BRI [R] s )
PhEL 5 AR /N, i WGHE 1 SDBS & it fij Ji 1
R A HI A g2 %] . A1 B WGHE . SDBS
tH ke, WGHE 5 SDBS iR A& B8 F J5 T BH BH %
W A P e — 20 i, L5 ol ol 0 %5 B A
HARJT 5, 5 WGHE/SDBS £ it 28 i 7 3
PR E LR RE R
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—o—Blank
| —2— 100 mg/L WGHE
—o— 100 mg/L SDBS
| —*—50 mg/L WGHE + 2
50 mg/L SDBS ¥ iy

E (V vs. SCE)
|
(=)
W

—*— 100 mg/L WGHE +
0.7 50 mg/L SDBS

1gi/(A-cm™)

10 20 C B4 5LSN7E R ML HF A 1.0 mol/L
H3;CH0, 7&K RIS BB AR 4k Bl 2k

Fig. 10 Potentiodynamic polarization curves for CRS in
1.0 mol/L H3;C4H50; solutions with the addition of
inhibitors at 20 C

K H Tafel ELZeAMELAUA 106l B b2 S50
W3 3. 52 AR, FEATE RV R A in
WGHE. SDBS #1 WGHE/SDBS &, & 5L 1 )&
T (Eoop ) FEARMNAS, FBHH 1 fb 22 2 1l fE
AR AR AR, SRpLEE N L]
BN P, RV ) oy 6 AN 2 T & A I A
Jo . WRM B SR T H A SR Y BN TR, AT A
il 7N . in A ZZ ] WGHE., . SDBS Al
WGHE/SDBS J&, JEMB % E (i) B/, H
HWE MREE S, HF % : WGHE/SDBS <
SDBS < WGHE, i i #% b i £& v 0 3L 15 1
100 mg/L WGHE #1 100 mg/L SDBS ZZ it % (5, )
H 47.9% F1 68.7%, 2B WGHE Fl SDBS X ¥ 41
BAEAT AR R T 0 AT — M RIAE o SR,
i WGHE #1 SDBS & )5 #, % b7, 100 mg/L
WGHE #1 50 mg/L SDBS & [t J&5 1) 5, #5i5 93.9%,
I CJ5 WA FLATEAT I R rh R B DL R R 22
A, HHE Z (Al AEAE G2l DR [ 2500 . 7E 1.0 mol/L
H;C4HsO, ¥ ¥ *h 7% il WGHE., SDBS & WGHE/
SDBS J&, PFH# Tafel #3 (b,) FIFIHk Tafel &34
(b)) KA T4, HAEWINE FLZ v 5 k2
Jooh 2, SRR T 82 2% 1h 3 40 1 W% R F A
T ol 2o P A7 i L 5 B R BT B, U R X T
=N E RS N T e Y (- S L
R
252 wibFmiig (EIS)

20 °C ¥ ELAN AL AE 1.0 mol/L HyC4HsO, ¥
HR& K &4 100 mg/L WGHE, 100 mg/L SDBS .
50 mg/L WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS. 100 mg/L WGHE +
50 mg/L SDBS /) Nyquist 3t ( & 11), MK 11
HIRTDUE #5450 T 19 Nyquist B35 3 2 51—

BHUR, UL AT TR R 2R v i o Ak 2
N R T A RS, IR, B ngE
Tt R0 I oA 0 ik e Al AL RS A WA
o, Wi E A pom B i K, RUEAENE
Tt 2 N7 ) R iy EEL iy e B B T B S R, R el
W08 %% . 5 ECHT 100 mg/L WGHE Y 100 mg/L
SDBS XJ HJ5 &3, ¥ i1 WGHE #1 SDBS & it 2%
TR J5 B9 Nyquist 25 Bt 90 5% K iF — 25 1
K, R BB By Fn i 8 3R 1 1 5
SDBS % e fiff FH J& 55 68 A7 50410 il A i X 2 5L AN
REAYSF M A, AR R PR EIOIA 2 —
SEREMEIE, ATRER T R AR R I R HLRE AN 45
TRV A, 70 9 2R TR 11%) 5 4 W2 o B K fF 5 77 70 A
HAEF I 51 A B AR R E RO PO

&3 20 CHSELNTER M WGHE, SDBS #1 WGHE/
SDBS £ 1.0 mol/L Hy;C4Hs0; i& il 1 B BN B (L #R 4L i &%
Table 3 Potentiodynamic polarization parameters for
the corrosion of CRS in 1.0 mol/L H;C4Hs0 containing
WGHE, SDBS and WGHE/SDBS at 20 C

Ecorr

i) mvvs, o b B

SCE) (uA-ecm %)(mV-dec” " )mV-dec) %

— —497 2629 260 106 —

100 mg/L WGHE —488 1370 273 106 47.9

100 mg/L SDBS 497 823 256 95 68.7

50 mg/L WGHE + SDBS —488 298 116 53 887

100 mg/L WGHE + SDBS —498  16.0 112 71 939
1200 £a 100 mg/LWGHE ~'50

—o— 100 mg/LSDBS  § g0 —o—Blank

1000 | 50 mg/LWGHE +& 40

SDBS E 20
800 | NOL TR

S o [ Temms o0 ot
N 400 |
200 -
0+

0 200 400 600 800 1000 1200
Z.J(Q-cm?)
B 11 20 C KA MR ME M FH 1.0 mol/L

H3C6H507 i@ﬂﬁ‘ EF E"] Nyquist E i%’
Fig. 11 Nyquist spectra for CRS in 1.0 mol/L H3C¢H50,

solutions with the addition of inhibitors at 20 °C

FIER| RO POIRAE, RAIE 12 A4
RO BRI EIS SR . Horp R AUSR LA
VLR, R AR AE FRAR A VA THT i A T b B
AL e AR LR s O AERF AL AR IR, Py



10 [ NN 4

o 42 4

HNVRERN R (a)o FHENHEZEBRE (Cy)
AT DA a0 R A 2R R BT
Ca= OX QR fo ) (10>
A o BBER CERUBRE R 3.142), frw N
Nyquist [F3% [ k2l {E B R RRIE SRR (Hz ).
EIS il & LA S B EE 4. LB LA
FHME () £ 104~ 107 B, Ui TR
(A 20 HE % T UL e iR 22 3/ . RGBT 29 ~
32 Qrem?, BEH 1.0 mol/L HyCyHsO, ¥ i L BHA%
., HTIER SR, fERBRh & A
PR, S EEW T, RAUH 603 Q-em®, EW
Jin WGHE ., SDBS J& # R, B 38 7 — /4 %
2%, T4 WGHE HI SDBS & it j5 R, X ik — 1%
K, #it 1000 Q-cm?, fit WGHE Fl SDBS % &
e S5 A7 R R RI RN . FEFP R h s il WGHE |
SDBS & WGHE/SDBS J&, o {Hf8A Y m, HEm
RN a (K, B2 1 AR EE IR,
XA BB T G2 i ) o3 W B A AN T R IR T
TR g (N TES QU 8 N = &3 VA 5 B

NG, O M Cy E¥A IrkEMt, JoHZXF
T WGHE/SDBS & fid 2% th 71 11 75, T B 5 Ay B
o MREACR 2R, Cy H SRR IE,
T AR J2 JEE B 1 I B P e ) B T B AT R J2:
T B 0N B IR b 751 W 7 LR 2 e B
AT AR BER 0K Sy, sl RS N 2
JE 73 1 hn i 2571, 100 mg/L WGHE ., SDBS 1 7z
490K 74.2% F1 77.6%, =B WGHE #1 SDBS #E
— S D A A TR VA YROGT B R T () S ek s TG
WGHE #1 SDBS W # & fii J5 2% [ K 2 1T 94%,
WO & 25 & Gl DRI RN, BB S A
LA, BA TR MERE.

0
=

12 #I& EIS IR HIREH B B R E
Fig. 12 The equivalent circuit model of fitting with EIS

—

experimental data

F 4 20 C FHSELTESR N WGHE, SDBS #1 WGHE/SDBS £ 1.0 mol/L Hy;C¢H<0, i& i B I Bh B8 i 4R 4%, ih 2k

Table 4 Potentiodynamic polarization parameters for the corrosion of CRS in 1.0 mol/L H;C¢H;sO; containing WGHE,
SDBS and WGHE/SDBS at 20 °C

¢(WGHE)(mg-'L™")  ¢(SDBS)(mg'L™") RJ/(Qcem’)  R(Q-em’) a O/ (" s%cm™)  Cy/ (uF-em™) Va nr/%
0 0 30.5 603  0.8010 309 220 6.1x10%

100 0 31.6 2340  0.8173 108 76 27%x10° 742

0 100 29.2 269.6  0.8290 69 54 89x10° 776

50 50 31.6 10320  0.8644 103 35 1.9x10° 942

100 50 30.9 11180  0.8447 101 29 4210 946

2.6 $MFRTER SEM 3R

R 7RSS EL AR AR e O, R
FH L S PR T T 2R TR R AT TR VA TR A
O IE SR, 25 R ULIE 13, K 13a v] LA
i, BELARTE 1.0 mol/L HyCgHsO, 1zl 24 h
J& B AN FR A TR, SR RN,
Gy A G KA A IR B AR B ™4, R R
SRFTIER M 59 TR , (HARSR 23X N R 1T R A ™ S

Pl o 24 ] R R R A R R I 100 mg/L WGHE
100 mg/L SDBS J&, K 13c, 13d £, MEm K
Ji ol Az ) — i R, (AR A AR I A2 TR
M, RENE T REEROE =Y. FEFETR
H R8N 100 mg/L WGHE F1 50 mg/L SDBS Ji7 ,
AR BN T, R k= s
Rl WGHE/SDBS & B 22 1 77 A 2 il 17 e R A
FEXT AR Rk, RO R B IAE R .

= ‘um

a. 1.0 mol/L H3C4¢Hs07; b. 100 mg/L WGHE; c. 50 mg/L SDBS; d. 100 mg/L WGHE + 50 mg/L SDBS,

& 13

BE ARSI HEMFIE 1.0 mol/L HyCHs0, i3 R SEM M A 57

Fig. 13 SEM micrographs of cold rolled steel surfaces after immersion in 1.0 mol/L H;C4H50,

solutions without and with inhibitor
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2.7 WGHE ZMBE K » R thE1ERHE
271 ZARH RS

) 2% 1l ) B AR B 28 3 A0 A A I 22 il 1k g
B TSzl 2 2%, BURXMER & i £5 1k
G AT A B M ORI A RO A . AR
I H 2138 i 2 AR SRR B AR, M i A R A
@D R S G B [ S e R SN 297 s i
Fi T 3 ok 7 AOOAE 833 ( HPLC ) A 5 WGHE
HAEFER T . M 2 . 1 SEZE0R 3 Mk &Y,
] 14 SRR Ak 2o F 450 5 . SR A 2 J 9 it
T 3 AL AW AE A 100 mg/L M5 50 mg/L
SDBS RIS BC/E XA ELH7E 20 ~ 50 °C Hf 1.0 mol/L
H3CeHsO, 11 A9 22 1l B2 o [A) 14 e, 45 2R UL 1A 15,
FOTL M -H ISR AR T SR il

a. il

100

e

80 | —— l-methylnaphoginone

—A— Quercetin

—a— Rutin

60 |- —¢— l—methylnaphoginone + SDBS
—A— Quercetin + SDBS

50 T —=— Rutin + SDBS

“ \Q\

70 |

1%

20 |
10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
7C
15 1.0 mol/L H;CHsO, A R () 0
BE(DHXER

Fig. 15 Relationship between inhibition efficiency (#,,)
and different temperatures (7) in 1.0 mol/L
H3C6H507 solution

REXI AT 50%, H o, SAFFIUT . 2T > i
B > 1-PRZER, HA T, MR, -3
MR 5 9 B 7 % M) SDBS Bl 5,y 4
IR, 7E 20 °C B n,, HS 5L 86.5% . 89.6%
1 90.1%, Wi # &G &L T i b [5) 3500,
PRI T LR e X R B 28 T P RO R B (s ) AR
BE(T) 2 e & WK 16, 3 4> F 45 SDBS
TER AT s R T 1, B H 2 8 4778 52 v
M RER . 276 SCInss R W, WGHE
(A OB R B R R R ZR R 2R &, X H 3k
S-S5 MY WGHE M mrEe &80, HIFEFMET
F R S SDBS 142 ph RN T4 HU) WGHE,
filt WGHE 114 22 iV F Ry 3 8 A jl 43 0 HE At B

Sr LRI
(6]
l *I CH,

(0]
c. - L ZER

b. it &
B 14 ESFEHER

Fig. 14 Chemical molecular structures

3.0
28
26
24 r
20 —o—100 mg/L 1-methylnaphoqinone + 50 mg/L SDBS

| —4—100 mg/L quercetin + 50 mg/L SDBS

—=—100 mg/L rutin + 50 mg/L SDBS
2.0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J
15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
7/°C
B 16 1.0 molL HyCHsO, A hEME () F
BE (D HXR

Fig. 16 Relationship between inhibition efficiency (7,,)
and different temperatures (7) in 1.0 mol/L
H;C4H;0; solution
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