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Abstract

:

The acidizing corrosion inhibitors reported so far have a poor effect on duplex stainless steel in high-temperature and high-concentration acid systems and cannot effectively inhibit the occurrence of selective corrosion. In this paper, a new acidizing corrosion inhibitor was designed, which was mainly composed of Mannich base and antimony salt. The inorganic substance in the corrosion inhibitor had good stability at high temperatures and could quickly form a complex with the metal matrix to enhance the binding ability. The organic substance can make up for the non-dense part of the inorganic film. The properties of developed corrosion inhibitors were analyzed by quantum chemical calculation, molecular dynamics simulation, and scanning electron microscopy. The results showed that a double-layer membrane structure could be constructed after adding the corrosion inhibitor, which could play a good role in blocking the diffusion of acid solution at high-temperature. The uniform corrosion rate of 2205 duplex stainless steel after adding acidizing corrosion inhibitor immersion in a simulated service condition (9 wt.% HCl + 1.5 wt.% HF + 3 wt.% CH3COOH + 4~6 wt.%) at 140 °C, 160 °C and 180 °C for a 4 h test is 6.9350 g·m−2·h−1, 6.3899 g·m−2·h−1 and 12.1881 g·m−2·h−1, respectively, which shows excellent corrosion inhibition effect and is far lower than that of the commonly accepted 81 g·m−2·h−1 and no selective corrosion could be detected.
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1. Introduction


With the increasing demand for energy, the exploration and development of oil and gas fields have gradually developed from conventional working conditions to the harsh working conditions of high-temperature and high-pressure or even ultra-high-temperature and high-pressure. The high-temperature and high-pressure well is defined with wellhead pressure and bottom hole pressure greater than 70 and 105 MPa, respectively, and the bottom hole temperature greater than 150 °C by the International high-temperature and high-pressure Well Association, the wells with wellhead pressure greater than 105 MPa, bottom-hole pressure greater than 140 MPa and bottom-hole temperature greater than 175 °C is defined as ultra-high-temperature and pressure wells [1]. At present, high-temperature and high-pressure oil and gas wells in the world are mainly distributed in the Gulf of Mexico in the United States, the North Sea in the United Kingdom, Southeast Asia, Africa, and the Tarim Basin, the South China Sea and Sichuan in China [2,3,4,5]. The acidizing operation temperature of oil wells in the North Sea has exceeded 160 °C [6]. In China, representative ultra-high-temperature and high-pressure wells are mainly distributed in the Tarim Basin of Xinjiang, with deep burial depths and extremely harsh service conditions. The bottom hole temperature usually exceeds 180 °C [7,8]. In addition, the acid with extremely low pH value in the process of reservoir reconstruction and the CO2 and Cl− in the fluid produced in the later production process all put forward high requirements for the corrosion resistance of oil pipes. According to the SUMITOMO oil well pipe material selection spectrum [9], duplex stainless steel should be used for H2S partial pressure ≤0.1 bar when the temperature is over 180 °C, while nickel base alloy with higher corrosion resistance should be selected for H2S partial pressure > 0.1 bar, and the traditional super 13Cr stainless steel could no longer meet the requirement of the working conditions.



Generally, a passive oxide (mainly Cr2O3) layer could be formed on the stainless steel to resist various corrosion, and the absence or breakdown of this layer could result in accelerated corrosion rates [10]. Stainless steel is mainly divided into the following categories: ferritic stainless steels, austenitic stainless steels, martensitic stainless steels, duplex stainless steels, precipitation-hardening stainless steels, and Mn-N substituted austenitic stainless steels [11]. Due to the particularity of its composition, duplex stainless steel has the characteristics of ferrite and austenite stainless steel. Duplex stainless steel has higher plastic toughness, and its weldability and intergranular corrosion resistance are significantly stronger than that of ferritic stainless steel. Compared with austenitic stainless steel, the yield strength, intergranular corrosion, and Cl− corrosion resistance of duplex steel is much better. In addition, duplex stainless steel also has the advantage of better resistance to stress corrosion, pitting, and crevice corrosion [12].



During the whole production cycle of the well, applying a strong acid (such as 10–28 wt.% HCl) to increase the output of the reservoir is inevitable. The passive film of duplex stainless steel could be destroyed under such harsh conditions. Duplex stainless steel has good corrosion resistance in general conditions, but it will exhibit selective corrosion of different phases in specific conditions [13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25]. Due to the different crystal structure and chemical composition of α and γ phases, which shows different electrochemical potential in a specific solution, a micro-electric couple will be formed and cause selective corrosion [26,27]. For example, the anodic polarization curve of 2205 duplex stainless steel sample in acid solution usually shows two anodic dissolution peaks, the lower and the higher peaks are the ferrite phase and austenite phase activation peaks, respectively. The ferrite phase is preferentially dissolved when the applied potential corresponds to the lower peak. Similarly, the austenite phase is preferentially dissolved when the applied potential is close to the higher peak [16]. Yau and Streicher [24] found that ferritic selective corrosion of FeCr–10%Ni duplex stainless steel occurred in reducing acid. Sridhar and Kolts [25] discovered that the austenitic phase selective corrosion of high nitrogen content duplex stainless steel occurred in sulfuric acid and phosphoric acid, while the ferrite phase selective corrosion occurred in hydrochloric acid. Tsai et al. [18] showed that the activity of ferrite was stronger than austenite in 2 mol/L H2SO4 + 0.5 mol/L HCl solution; however, austenite was in a more active state and is preferentially corroded as the anode in 1.5 mol/L HNO3 solution.



Acid corrosion inhibitors must be used to reduce the corrosion damage of steel in service [26]. At present, most of the research on acidizing corrosion inhibitors for duplex stainless steel was mainly focused on the acid solution system under 120 °C [12,27,28,29,30] or high-temperature, low-concentration acid [31]. Hirotaka et al. [28] adopted 7 wt.% HCl at 60 °C as the test medium to simulate the acidizing bottom-hole conditions of onshore oil fields in Japan. The corrosion inhibition mechanism of 25 wt.% cinnamaldehyde + 20 wt.% long-chain alkyl imidazoline + 55 wt.% methanol plus CuI/KI/Cu/CuCl2/CuSO4 on 2205 duplex stainless steel in an acid system was studied, the results showed that the corrosion inhibition rate was only 34.9 wt.%, and the ferrite selective corrosion could be observed, and the corrosion inhibition rate reaches more than 98% after the addition of Cu compound, and no selective corrosion could be seen. Wang et al. [12] showed that the corrosion rate of 2205 duplex stainless steel was 26.8053 g·m−2·h−1 after adding corrosion inhibitor in 10 wt.% HCl + 1.5% wt.HF + 3 wt.% HAC solution at 120 °C, but ferrite selective corrosion could be seen on the surface of the sample. Du et al. [31] showed that the corrosion rate of 2205 duplex stainless steel could be controlled at 40.3092 g·m−2·h−1 in the 4 wt.% HCl + 3 wt.% CH3COOH + 5 wt.% QASE + 1 wt.% Sb2O3 at 200 °C test environment.



Molecular simulation techniques play an important role in the modern characterization of materials [32], which are beneficial to the study of corrosion behavior by increasing the understanding of chemical and physical processes at the molecular and atomic levels. Cl− has a great influence on metal pitting corrosion, and the molecular dynamics (MD) simulations method is also used to study the pitting behavior of Cl− on metals [32,33,34,35,36]. By using molecular dynamics simulation, Sepehr Y et al. [33] studied the pitting corrosion behavior of nano-diamonds. Chen et al. [34], using MD simulation, found that the mixed corrosive anions (Cl− and HSO3−) adsorbed much more strongly to the passive film, and their diffusion coefficient was also significantly improved compared to the solution containing only one kind of anion.



The above-mentioned acidizing corrosion inhibitor had a certain corrosion inhibition effect on 2205 duplex stainless steel. However, there have been no reports on corrosion inhibitors suitable for ultra-high temperature and high-concentration acid solution systems. Herein, it is essential to develop a corrosion inhibitor suitable for the ultra-high-temperature and high-concentration acidizing environment and to clarify its corrosion inhibition mechanism, which is critical to prolonging the service life of duplex stainless steel. In this paper, quantum chemical calculation and molecular dynamics simulation were applied to design a new acid corrosion inhibitor, and the suitability was further verified by high-temperature and high-pressure corrosion simulation tests. This research has great engineering application value to broaden the selection of materials for ultra-high-temperature and high-pressure wells and reduce the cost of oil and gas field string.




2. Research Methods


2.1. Test Materials


The special ultra-high-temperature acidizing corrosion inhibitor for duplex stainless steel was developed by China Petroleum Engineering Materials Research Institute Co., Ltd., Xi‘an, China. and it is mainly composed of 40 wt.% Mannich base + 6 wt.% antimony trioxide + 15 wt.% hydrochloric acid + 5 wt.% OP + 34 wt.% DMF.



The test 2205 duplex stainless steel was developed and produced by Zhejiang Jiuli Special Material Technology Co., Ltd., Huzhou China. and its chemical composition was 0.019 wt.% C, 0.41 wt.%Si, 0.63 wt.% Mn, 0.023 wt.% P, 0.005 wt.% S, 2.38 wt.% Cr, 52 wt.% Mo, 5.47 wt.% Ni, 0.181 wt.%N and residual Fe. The size of the high-temperature and high-pressure corrosion test sample was cut from a pipe material with the dimension of 50 mm × 10 mm × 3 mm.



Before testing, the samples were ground by using the abrasive paper from 400 # to 800 # step by step, then immersed in anhydrous ethanol for 5 min by ultrasonic cleaning, dried with cold air, placed in a dryer for at least 1 h, weighed (accurate to 0.0001 g), and measured the size (accurate to 0.01 mm). The samples should be mutually insulated and installed on the fixture during the test. After testing, the acid solution on the surface of the sample was removed by deionization, the corrosion inhibitor film on the surface of the sample was removed by N, N–dimethylformamide, and then the sample was ultrasonically cleaned with anhydrous ethanol for 5 min, dried by cold air, placed in a desiccator for at least 1 h and weighed (accurate to 0.0001 g).




2.2. High-Temperature and High-Pressure Corrosion Test


2.2.1. Test Conditions


The typical operating temperature and acidizing operation system of an oil and gas field in western China were selected to evaluate the performance of corrosion inhibitors. The test period was selected based on normal operation time and possible long operation time in the oil field. Table 1 shows the specific test conditions.



The high-temperature and high-pressure test was carried out in TFCZ5 25/450 autoclave, which the test temperature ≤ 450 °C and pressure ≤ 25 MPa.



The uniform corrosion rate was calculated by the weight-loss method according to the following equation:


  V =     10  6  Δ m   A ⋅ Δ t    



(1)




where V is uniform corrosion rate; g·m−2.h−1;  Δ t is reaction time, h;  Δ m is weight loss, g; and A is surface area of test sample, mm2.




2.2.2. Microstructure Analysis


The depth of local corrosion was measured and counted by the Smart Zoom5 (Smart Zoom 5, Zeiss, Oberkochen, Germany), with a magnification of 10–500×. The phase composition of 2205 duplex stainless steel was analyzed by an X-ray diffractometer (SmartLab, Rigaku, Tokyo, Japan). The step length was 0.02°, the time of each step was 5 s, and the angular spacing was between 30° and 90°. Scanning electron microscope (SEM, JSM-IT500LA, JEOL Ltd., Japan) and energy spectrum analysis (EDS, JEOL Ltd., Japan) were used to test the corrosion morphology, inhibitor film thickness, and the composition of the film after high-temperature and high-pressure tests. The magnification was 5–300,000×, the secondary electron was 3.0 nm (30 kV), and the backscattered electron was 4.0 mm (30 kV). When measuring the thickness of the film, the sample was embedded in the epoxy resin, and a 50 mm × 3 mm section was observed. Before observing the inner film of the corrosion inhibitor, soak the sample in N, N-dimethylformamide for 10 s to remove the outer film, and then wash it with clean water, dehydrate it with anhydrous ethanol, and dry it with cold air.





2.3. Molecular Dynamics Simulation


The molecular dynamics simulation software Accelrys MS Modeling 7.2 (Accelrys, San Diego, CA, USA) was used to build the model of the water-Fe corrosion inhibitor system, and the diffusion behavior of the corrosion medium particles H2O, H3O+, and Cl− in the corrosion inhibitor film was established and calculated.



2.3.1. Construction of Water-Fe-Corrosion Inhibitor System Model


Firstly, construct a cell of metal Fe, cut the cell along the (001) plane into a surface with a thickness of 17.198 Å, and construct it into (11 × 11) Two-dimensional supercell, and then build it as 31.53 Å × 31.53 Å × 15.76 Å three-dimensional supercell, and 31.53 Å × 31.53 Å × 24.06 Å of liquid water three-dimensional amorphous unit is constructed by the Amorphous Cell module. The constructed inhibitor molecules were immersed into the amorphous unit. The molecular positions of water and corrosion inhibitor are determined randomly. Finally, a three-layer supercell structure was constructed by the “vacuum layer-corrosion inhibitor solution layer-metal Fe supercell” in top-down order. In order to study the interaction between the inhibitor molecule and the Fe surface, the inhibitor molecule was manually moved to the appropriate position near the Fe surface, and the position was appropriate to not form a short-range interaction. The simulation process adopts a group-based truncation method (that is, group-based truncation), with a truncation radius of 9.5 Å, to ensure the calculation accuracy and minimize the calculation time. Then the Fe layer of the final structure is fixed. The smart method is used to minimize the energy of the built three-layer supercell structure by 5000 steps to remove the local high potential energy points for dynamic balance and data acquisition.



The NVT ensemble is used for dynamic balance and data acquisition. The Andersen temperature control method was used to conduct dynamic balance of 160 ps at first and then conduct data acquisition of 80 ps. One track file was output every 800 fs, and a total of 100 track files were output. The time step in the simulation process was 0.8 fs. COMPASS force field was used in the simulation process.




2.3.2. Establishment and Calculation of Diffusion Behavior Model of Corrosion Medium Particles H2O and H3O+ in Corrosion Inhibitor Film


Three corrosion particles, H2O, H3O+, and Cl−, were selected. The simulation system consists of one corrosion medium particle and 100 corrosion inhibitor molecules. Firstly, the Amorphous Cell module was used to build an amorphous structure containing 100 corrosion inhibitor molecules with periodic boundary conditions, and then the NPT ensemble was chosen to simulate the system with molecular dynamics at 298 K at one atmospheric pressure. The time step was 1 fs, and the total simulation time was 300 ps. After balancing, the average density of the system was calculated. Then the Particle number, Volume, Temperature(NVT) ensemble was selected to simulate the dynamics of the system. The temperature was 298 K, the time step was 1fs, and the total simulation time was 200 ps. One frame was output every 2 ps, a total of 100 frames. The COMPASS force field was used to optimize the system in all dynamic simulations, which were completed through the Fortite module. The charge group method was used for the interaction between van der Waals and Coulomb, and the truncation radius was 9.5 nm. The charge of each anion and cation was assigned by using the current method, and the universal force field was applied to define the potential energy [33].






3. Experimental Results and Analysis


3.1. Microstructure


According to ASTM A923-2014, the polished sample of 2205 was etched in 40 g reagent grade NaOH plus 100 g water solution weight at 2 V DC for 20 s to obtain the structure in Figure 1. It can be seen that the microstructure of 2205 duplex stainless steel consists of an elongated austenite phase (γ, light color) inlaid on a ferrite matrix (α, Dark), the two phases are evenly distributed, and the contents of ferrite and austenite phases are 49.13% and 50.87% respectively.




3.2. Optimization Calculation and Design of Corrosion Inhibitor


The quantum chemical method was used to calculate the geometric optimization of the corrosion inhibitor, and the corresponding frontier orbital charge distribution was obtained. The results are shown in Figure 2. The electronic density of the nucleophilic frontier orbital (HOMO) of the organic matter in the corrosion inhibitor is mainly distributed on the O and N atoms in the molecule (Figure 2a), and the electronic density of the electrophilic frontier orbital (LUMO) is respectively distributed on the benzene ring (Figure 2b, providing electrons or receiving electrons on the 4 s orbital of the Fe atom respectively.



The adsorption behavior of the corrosion inhibitor and Fe surface in an aqueous solution was simulated by molecular dynamics, and the kinetic equilibrium configuration of the corresponding system at different temperatures was obtained (Figure 3). Figure 4 shows the adsorption mechanism of organic corrosion inhibitors on the iron surface. The combination of chemical adsorption and physical adsorption could form a protective film to reduce the corrosion of acid solution on the metal surface. When the corrosion inhibitor interacts with the iron surface, the O and N atoms in the benzene ring and molecule are close to the iron surface and tend to adsorb on the iron surface in parallel to form an adsorption layer. The alkyl chain deviates from the iron surface at a certain angle to form a thicker hydrophobic layer (Figure 3 and Figure 4). With the increase in temperature, the planarity of adsorption between the benzene ring and the iron surface becomes weaker, indicating that the adsorption capacity of the molecule and iron surface would decrease with the increase in temperature (Figure 3c).



The interaction energy between the inhibitor molecule and the iron surface at different temperatures was calculated according to the track file collected during the dynamic simulation [37].


  Δ E =  E  i n h i b i t o r + F e   −  E  F e   −  E  i n h i b i t o r    



(2)




where ΔE is the interaction energy of the corrosion inhibitor and iron surface, Einhibitor+Fe is the total energy of the corrosion inhibitor and iron surface, EFe is the energy of the iron surface, and Einhibitor is the energy of the inhibitor molecule. The binding energy is defined as the negative value of the interaction energy, i.e., Ebinding = −ΔE.



Table 2 depicts the calculated binding energy of the corrosion inhibitor and iron surface in an aqueous solution at different temperatures. The binding energy of the corrosion inhibitor and iron surface decreases gradually with the increase in temperature. The temperature has a great impact on the adsorption performance of corrosion inhibitors. Desorption is easy to occur with the increase in temperature, thus reducing its adsorption performance.



Corrosion inhibitor molecules could adsorb on the metal surface to form a protective film exhibiting corrosion inhibition performance, which slows down the anode reaction and the diffusion of metal ions, thus preventing the corrosion of the corrosive medium particles on the metal. The most important criterion of corrosion inhibition performance is whether corrosion inhibitors can adsorb on the metal surface to form a stable, protective film and maintain a high coverage for a long period of time, and can effectively prevent the migration of corrosive medium particles to the metal surface so as to block the reaction path of corrosion, which could be judged by the diffusion of the corrosion medium particles in the corrosion inhibitor film: “the stronger the diffusion ability, the worse the barrier performance of the film and the corrosion inhibitor molecules, on the contrary, the corrosion inhibition is stronger [38].



The diffusion behavior of corrosion medium particles H2O, H3O+, and Cl− in corrosion inhibitor film was studied by molecular dynamics simulation. The diffusion coefficient of corrosion medium particles in the inhibitor film and the interaction energy between the inhibitor film and two kinds of corrosion medium particles were calculated. The diffusion coefficient is the most direct measure of the diffusion and migration ability of particles in the system. The larger the diffusion coefficient, the stronger the diffusion and migration ability of particles in the system, and the weaker the diffusion and migration ability of particles in the system.



According to Einstein’s relation [39], the diffusion coefficient can be expressed as Equations (3) and (4):


  D =  1 6    lim   t → ∞    d  d t     ∑  i n        R i   t  −  R i   0      2   



(3)






  D =  1 6    lim   t → ∞     d M S D   d t    



(4)







By applying the finite difference approximation, the diffusion coefficient can be expressed as Equation (5):


D = m/6



(5)




where m is the slope of the MSD curve, and its value can be directly calculated by the software.



Table 3 shows the diffusion coefficients of H2O and corrosive medium particles in the inhibitor film. It shows that the diffusion coefficient is significantly reduced compared with that in the water system. The corrosion inhibitor film has a good blocking effect on the diffusion of corrosive medium particles, which could avoid its migration to the metal interface as much as possible and effectively inhibit the corrosion of metals.



Table 4 shows the diffusion coefficients of Cl− in inhibitor film at different temperatures. The diffusion coefficient of Cl− is relatively large in an aqueous solution, and it is easy to diffuse and migrate, resulting in corrosion pits. After the addition of the corrosion inhibitor, the diffusion coefficient decreases sharply, indicating that the diffusion and migration of Cl− were effectively prevented and pitting is mitigated. The diffusion coefficient increases with the increase in temperature and the pitting corrosion is accelerated.



The interaction will have a greater impact on the diffusion and migration behavior of particles in it. If the interaction energy is positive, the medium has a repulsive effect on the particle, which can accelerate the diffusion of the particle. On the contrary, which means the medium is attractive to hinder the diffusion of particles. The interaction energy between corrosion medium particles and corrosion inhibitor film can be expressed by the following Equation:


E = Efilm+particle−Efilm−Eparticle



(6)




where E represents the interaction energy of particle and film, Efilm+particle is the total energy of particle and film, Efilm is the energy of the corrosion inhibitor film, and Eparticle is the energy of the corrosion medium particles.



Table 5 shows the interaction energy between corrosion medium particles and corrosion inhibitor film. It can be seen that the interaction energy of water molecules and the inhibitor film is much smaller than that of the interaction energy of H3O+ and the inhibitor film, indicating that there may be a stronger interaction between H3O+ and the inhibitor film, which has excellent corrosion inhibition effect.



Considering the serious desorption of organic corrosion inhibitors at high temperatures, the formulation is to combine organic matter and inorganic salts that can form complexes so as to achieve rapid and stable film formation at high temperatures.




3.3. Corrosion Inhibition Mechanism Analysis at High-Temperature and High-Pressure


3.3.1. Effect of Temperature on Performance of Corrosion Inhibitor


Figure 5, Figure 6 and Figure 7 show the uniform corrosion rate, inhibitor film thickness, and local corrosion depth of 2205 duplex stainless steel in acid solution at 140 °C, 160 °C, and 180 °C, respectively. It can be seen that the uniform corrosion rate shows no significant difference between 140 °C and 160 °C but rises sharply at 180 °C, which is twice that at 160 °C, which is far lower than the commonly accepted 81 g·m−2·h−1 [41] and 26.8053 g·m−2·h−1 of the 2205 duplex stainless steel in the reported 120 °C 15 wt.% HCl + 1.5% wt. HF + 3 wt.% HAC + 5.1 wt.% acid corrosion inhibitor [12]. The thickness of both layers showed a decreasing trend with the increase in temperature. When combined with the local corrosion and the morphology of the corrosion inhibitor film, it can be seen that the density of the film decreases with the increase in temperature.



No obvious localized corrosion was observed on the specimen surface after the 140 °C test. But the sample surface appeared to have localized corrosion at 160 °C and 180 °C tests. The maximum localized corrosion depth of the 160 °C sample is 22 μm. The average localized corrosion depth is 10 μm. The depth of the corrosion pit is mainly concentrated in 5~10 μm. The maximum localized corrosion depth of 180 °C sample surface is 37 μm. The average localized corrosion depth is 16 μm. The depth of the corrosion pit is mainly concentrated at 11~15 μm. It can be seen that the localized corrosion depth increases with the increase in test temperature.



Figure 8 shows the SEM morphology of the corrosion inhibitor film at different temperatures. At 140 °C, the inner and outer films of the corrosion inhibitor on the surface of the sample were relatively intact without obvious damage. With the increase in temperature, the corrosion inhibitor film was damaged, and the inner and outer films on the surface of the 180 °C sample were damaged. Thus, localized corrosion occurred.



The EDS results of the main element contents of outer and inner films are displayed in Table 5. The main elements of the film are C, O, Sb, Cl, Fe, Sand Cr, and the content of C in the outer film is much higher than that of in the inner film, while the content of Sb in the inner film is much higher than that of in the outer film. The contents of C and Sb indicate that the outer layer is mainly organic film, and the inner layer is mainly inorganic salt. The content of Cl− in the outer film is higher than that of in the inner film, indicating that the corrosion inhibitor film has an excellent blocking effect in the acid solution, which is consistent with the simulation results (see Table 6). The content of Fe in the inner film increases with the increase in temperature, indicating that the corrosion resistance of the film is reduced.




3.3.2. Effect of Time on Performance of Corrosion Inhibitor


The uniform corrosion rate of 2205 duplex stainless steel after 4 h and 12 h tests in acid solution at 180 °C is shown in Figure 9. It can be seen with the extension of test cycles, and the corrosion rate generally shows a decreasing trend. Figure 10 shows the thickness of two corrosion inhibitor film layers at different test cycles. With the extension of the test cycles, the thickness of the two layers displays an increasing trend. According to the local corrosion situation and the micro-morphology of the inhibitor film, although the film thickness increases with the increase in temperature, the compactness decreases, and the localized corrosion density and depth increase.



The cross-section and surface micromorphology of the inhibitor film at different test cycles shows in Figure 11. The two film layers are relatively complete in the fresh acid medium at 180 °C, which has a good protective effect on the substrate, but the local film layer is damaged, which leads to pitting corrosion on the surface of the sample. Although the thickness of the film in the 12 h test was significantly larger than that in the 4 h test, the compactness of the film was not significantly improved, and the degree of damage was more serious than that in the 4 h test.



Figure 12 and Figure 13 display the statistical results of pitting depth and the surface microscopic corrosion morphology of samples after different test cycles. It can be seen from Figure 12a that the maximum pitting depth is 37 μm, the average pitting depth is 16 μm, and the depth of the corrosion pit is mainly concentrated at 11~15 μm at 180 °C for 4 h. The maximum pitting depth is 64 μm, the average pitting depth is 23 μm, and the depth of the corrosion pit is mainly concentrated in 21~25 μm at 180 °C for 12 h (see Figure 12b).




3.3.3. Corrosion Inhibitor Layer Analysis


In the acid solution system with high temperature and high concentration, the common organic corrosion inhibitor is seriously desorbed at high temperature, and its adsorption capacity differs greatly from that of austenite and ferrite, which is prone to selective corrosion and difficult to play a good protective role. The corrosion inhibitor in this study constructs a double-layer membrane adsorption structure, which uses inorganic substances with good stability at high temperature to form a complex with the metal matrix to enhance the binding ability with the metal matrix and maintain the high-temperature stability of the film. However, the inorganic film is not dense enough; organic film is used to supplement, as shown in Figure 14a. The microscopic morphology of the film cross-section after adding corrosion inhibitor in the 180 °C acid solution is displayed in Figure 14b. It can be seen the inhibitor has a double-layer membrane structure, which is consistent with the expected results of the inhibitor mechanism. Inorganic salt has a good binding ability with metal matrix at high-temperature. However, the film is easy to crack at high-temperature and forms a channel for acid diffusion. The crack defect could be repaired by the organic film, making the corrosion inhibitor film more dense and better protective for the matrix.



The cross-section of the line scan results of the corrosion inhibitor film is shown in Figure 15. The outer film and the inner film is mainly composed of element C and Sb, respectively, which is consistent with Table 5. From the results of line scanning, it can be seen that the organic film and the inorganic salt film penetrate into each other and combine closely.



Figure 16 shows the cross-section morphology of 2205 duplex stainless steel after testing in 180 °C acid solution with a corrosion inhibitor. No selective corrosion was observed. Figure 17 shows the XRD analysis results of the sample surface after the 180 °C test without corrosion inhibitor and with corrosion inhibitor. The peaks of the austenitic phase are much stronger than that of the ferritic phase in tests without the corrosion inhibitors. However, the peaks of the ferritic phase are as strong as those of the austenitic phase when the corrosion inhibitor is added. The results show that without adding a corrosion inhibitor, selective ferrite corrosion could be observed in high-temperature and high-concentration acid solutions, and selective corrosion is effectively inhibited after adding a corrosion inhibitor.






4. Discussion


Figure 18 shows the corrosion mechanism of duplex steel in a high-temperature and high-concentration acid solution system. Minor differences could be seen in the element composition of 2205 duplex stainless steel. Cr, Mo, Ni, and N tend to be concentrated in the ferrite and austenite phases, respectively [26,42,43]. The distribution of elements in the phase is a key factor affecting selective corrosion. The 2205 duplex stainless steel is in an active state when working with high-temperature and high-concentration hydrochloric acid and hydrochloric acid plus hydrofluoric acid [12,26]. Because the potential of Cr is more negative than that of Fe, Cr is more likely to lose electrons and form ions than Fe, and the corrosion of ferrite is more serious than that of austenite. The possible chemical reactions are:



anodic [44]:


  Cr →   Cr   3 +   + 3 e  



(7)






  Fe →   Fe   2 +   + 2 e  



(8)




cathodic [12]:


  2  H +  + e →  H 2   



(9)







Figure 19 shows the corrosion inhibition mechanism of acid corrosion inhibitors in high-temperature and high-concentration acid solution systems. The passive film of 2205 duplex stainless steel was dissolved in those harsh environments. Using high-temperature acid corrosion inhibitors can promote the steel to form a protective film on its surface, thus isolating the metal from the acid solution system and reducing the corrosion process. The SEM (see Figure 14) and EDS (see Figure 15) results all confirmed that the inhibitor film shows a double layer, and the inorganic film combined with the substrate forms a coordination bond, which enhances the stability of the inhibitor film at high-temperature. The outer layer is an organic layer. The quantum chemical calculation results show that the organic corrosion inhibitor molecule mainly takes the benzene ring and the O and N atoms in the molecule as the main adsorption sites. The O and N atoms have solitary electron pairs, which will coordinate with the empty orbit on the metal surface in the anode region to form an adsorption film [45] or adsorb at the defects of the inorganic film layer so as to improve the overall compactness of the film layer. The results of molecular dynamics simulation of the diffusion behavior of corrosion medium particles in the organic corrosion inhibitor film also show a good blocking effect on the corrosion media and improves the corrosion resistance of the double-layer film. The simulation result is confirmed by the EDS test results in Table 5, the content of Cl− in the inner membrane is far lower than that of in the outer membrane, and the outer film provides a good barrier and supplement for the inner membrane. When the temperature rises from 140 °C~180 °C, the binding energy of the organic corrosion inhibitor decreases from 188.39 kcal·mol−1 to 180.75 kcal·mol−1. The high-temperature corrosion simulation test results demonstrate that there is no obvious local corrosion on the surface of the sample at 140 °C, and there is obvious local corrosion on the surface of the test sample at 160–180 °C, and the pitting corrosion is deeper at higher temperatures.



The corrosion inhibitor bilayer film is relatively dense when the temperature is low (see Figure 19a). The inorganic film is cracked or damaged with the increase in the experimental temperature, and the organic matter is adsorbed, which plays a supplementary role in the film layer (see Figure 19b). However, the binding energy of the organic matter and the adsorption property is reduced with the increase in temperature. Parts of the damaged film could not be repaired, leading to the base metal contact with the acid solution, then localized corrosion occurred (see Figure 19c). Although a thicker film could be formed with the further extension of test cycles, a loose inorganic film would be formed in the inner layer, and the organic film on the outer layer was also not intact. Hence, the local corrosion depth and scope were greatly increased (see Figure 19c). To sum up, the compactness of corrosion inhibitor film will be affected by the higher testing temperature and longer cycles.




5. Conclusions


In this paper, the corrosion inhibition performance of the self-designed ultra-high temperature acidizing corrosion inhibitor was studied by using quantum chemical calculation, MD simulation, SEM, EDS, and XRD. The main conclusions are summarized as follows:




	(1)

	
The 2205 duplex stainless steel ultra-high-temperature acidizing corrosion inhibitor showed excellent corrosion effect in the 180 °C 9 wt. % HCl + 1.5 wt. % of HF + 3 wt. % CH3COOH acid system, the corrosion rate can be reduced to 12.1881 g·m−2·h−1 and is far below the commonly accepted 81 g·m−2·h−1, and no selective corrosion was observed.




	(2)

	
The ultra-high temperature acidizing corrosion inhibitor has a double-layer membrane structure, and the inorganic membrane bonded with the substrate is mainly composed of Sb element, and the outer layer is an organic membrane mainly composed of C element.




	(3)

	
The ultra-high temperature acidizing corrosion inhibitor had a good blocking effect on the diffusion of corrosive medium particles. With the increase in temperature, the binding energy of the corrosion inhibitor and substrate decreases, the blocking effect of corrosion inhibitor film on Cl− also decreases, and pitting corrosion could easily be detected.




	(4)

	
With the increase in temperature and the extension of test time, the density of corrosion inhibitor film could be damaged, and the corrosion inhibition effect decreased, which was manifested as the increase in local corrosion depth and diameter.




	(5)

	
The developed acidizing corrosion inhibitor has great engineering application value to broaden the selection of materials for ultra-high-temperature and high-pressure wells and reduce the cost of oil and gas field string.













Author Contributions


Investigation, D.L., W.S., M.Z., H.C. and Z.L.; Writing—original draft, D.L.; Methodology, J.Z. (Junping Zhang); Writing—review & editing, J.Z. (Junping Zhang), C.Y. and J.Z. (Juantao Zhang); Formal analysis, L.F., W.L. and X.L.; Project administration, L.F.; Data curation, W.L. and X.L. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.




Funding


This research received no external funding.




Institutional Review Board Statement


Not applicable.




Informed Consent Statement


Not applicable.




Data Availability Statement


Not applicable.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	



Ming, L.; Yongcun, F.; Yun, G.; Jingen, D.; Cheng, H. Development status and prospect of key technologies for high temperature and high pressure drilling. Pet. Sci. Bull. 2021, 6, 228–244. [Google Scholar]

	



Jin-Cheng, R.; Jin, L.; Yu-Chun, S.; Liang-ying, C.; Ping, Z. Oil Testing Technology of L17 Ultra High Pressure Gas Well in Sichuan Basin. Nat. Gas Oil 2008, 28, 58–60. [Google Scholar]

	



Shadravan, A.; Amani, M. HPHT 101—What every engineer or geoscientist should know about high pressure high temperature wells. In Proceedings of the SPE Kuwait International Petroleum Conference and Exhibition, Kuwait City, Kuwait, 10–12 December 2012; Volume 2, pp. 917–943. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ueda, M.; Omura, T.; Nakamura, S.; Abe, T.; Nakamura, K.; Tomohiko, T.O.; Nice, P.I. Development of 125ksi Grade HSLA Steel OCTG for Mildly Sour Environments. Corrosion; NACE International: Houston, TX, USA, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	



Liu, M. Finite element analysis of pitting corrosion on mechanical behavior of E690 steel panel. Anti-Corrosion Methods Mater. 2022, 69, 351–361. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Juanita, M.C. Design and Investigation of a North Sea Acid Corrosion Inhibition System. In Corrosion 2006; OnePetro: Richardson, TX, USA, 2006. [Google Scholar]

	



Iqbala, M.; Lyonb, B.; Benavidesa, E.; Ehsan, M.; Yunping, F.; Charles, M.; Kevin, J.; Christopher, E.; Pennell, K.D.; Keith, J. High temperature stability and low adsorption of sub-100 nm magnetite nanoparticles grafted with sulfonated copolymers on Berea sandstone in high salinity brine. Physicochem. Eng. Asp. 2017, 520, 257–267. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pang, H.; Chen, J.; Pang, X.; Liu, L.; Liu, K.; Xiang, C. Key factors controlling hydrocarbon accumulations in Ordovician carbonate reservoirs in the Tazhong area, Tarim basin, western China. Mar. Pet. Geol. 2013, 43, 88–101. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Liu, M. Corrosion and Mechanical Behavior of Metal Materials. Materials 2023, 16, 973. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	



Ali, G.; Bülent, K.; Nuri, O.; Kanca, E. The Investigation of Corrosion Behavior of Borided AISI 304 Austenitic Stainless Steel with Nanoboron Powder. Prot. Met. Phys. Chem. Surf. 2014, 50, 104–110. [Google Scholar]

	



Lo, K.; Shek, C.; Lai, J. Recent developments in stainless steel. Mater. Sci. Eng. 2009, 65, 39–104. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, Y.Q. Study on Corrosion Resistance of 2205 Duplex Stainless Steel in Underground Environment. Master’s Thesis, Xi’an Shiyou University, Xi’an, China, 2018. [Google Scholar]

	



Liu, M. Effect of uniform corrosion on mechanical behavior of E690 high-strength steel lattice corrugated panel in marine environment: A finite element analysis. Mater. Res. Express 2021, 8, 066510. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Guo, L.Q.; Li, M.; Shi, X.L.; Yan, Y.; Li, X.; Qiao, L. Effect of annealing temperature on the corrosion behavior of duplex stainless steel studied by in situ techniques. Corros. Sci. 2011, 53, 3733–3741. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ishiguro, Y.; Suzuki, T.; Miyata, Y.; Suzuki, T.; Kimura, M.; Sato, H.; Shimamoto, K. Enhanced corrosion-resistant stainless steel OCTG of 17Cr for sweet and sour environments. In Proceedings of the 68th NACE Annual Conference, Orlando, FL, USA, 17–21 March 2013. [Google Scholar]

	



Tsai, W.-T.; Tsai, K.-M.; Lin, C.-j. Selective corrosion in duplex stainless steel. In Proceedings of the CORROSION 2003, San Diego, CA, USA, 16–20 March 2003. [Google Scholar]

	



Lo, I.-H.; Fu, Y.; Lin, C.-J. Effect of electrolyte composition on the active-to-passive transition behavior of 2205 duplex stainless steel in H2SO4/HCl solutions. Corros. Sci. 2006, 48, 696–708. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tsai, W.-T.; Chen, J.-R. Galvanic corrosion between the constituent phases in duplex stainless steel. Corros. Sci. 2007, 49, 3659–3668. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lo, I.-H.; Tsai, W.-T. Effect of selective dissolution on fatigue crack initiation in 2205 duplex stainless steel. Corros. Sci. 2007, 49, 1847–1861. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Fu, Y.; Lin, C. A study of the selective dissolution behaviour of duplex stainless steel by micro-electrochemical technique. Acta Metall. Sin. 2005, 41, 302–306. [Google Scholar]

	



Tsai, W.; Lo, I. Effects of potential and loading frequency on corrosion fatigue behaviour of 2205 duplex stainless steel. Corrosion 2008, 64, 155–163. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Symniotis, E. Galvanic effects on active dissolution of duplex stainless steels. Corrosion 1990, 46, 2–12. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yau, Y.-H.; Streicher, M.A. Galvanic Corrosion of Duplex FeCr-10%Ni Alloys in Reducing Acids. Corrosion 1987, 43, 366–373. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Symniotis, E. Dissolution mechanism of duplex stainless steels in the active-to-passive transition range and role of microstructure. Corrosion 1995, 51, 571–580. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sridhar, N.; Kolts, J. Effects of nitrogen on the selective dissolution of a duplex stainless steel. Corrosion 1987, 143, 646. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lee, J.; Fushimi, K.; Nakanishi, T.; Hasegawa, Y.; Park, Y. Corrosion behaviour of ferrite and austenite phases on super duplex stainless steel in a modified green-death solution. Corros. Sci. 2014, 89, 111–117. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ho, M.Y.; Geddes, J.; Barmatov, E.; Crawford, L.; Hughes, T. Effect of composition and microstructure of duplex stainless steel on adsorption behaviour and efficiency of corrosion inhibitors in 4 molar hydrochloric acid. Part I: Standard DSS 2205. Corros. Sci. 2018, 137, 43–52. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Mizukami, H.; Yasui, A.; Hirano, S.; Ooba, T.; Yasui, A.; Sunaba, T.; Uno, M. Effect of Additives to Corrosion inhibitor for Duplex Stainless Steel in Acidizing. In Proceedings of the CORROSION Virtual Conference & Expo, Virtual, 19–30 April 2021. [Google Scholar]

	



De Mello Joia, C.J.B.; Brito, R.F.; Barbosa, B.C.; Pereira, A.Z.I. Performance of Corrosion Inhibitors for Acidizing Jobs in Horizontal Wells Completed with CRA Laboratory Tests. In Proceedings of the 56st NACE Annual Conference, Houston, TX, USA, 11–17 March 2021. [Google Scholar]

	



Ornek, C.; Engelberg, D.L. SKPFM measured Volta potential correlated with strain localisation in microstructure to understand corrosion susceptibility of cold-rolled grade 2205 duplex stainless steel. Corros. Sci. 2015, 99, 164–171. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Du, J.; Yu, M.; Liu, P.; Fu, Y.; Xiong, G.; Liu, J.; Chen, X. Corrosion behavior of 2205 duplex stainless steel in acidizing stimulation solution for oil and gas wells at 200 °C. Anti-Corros. Methods Mater. 2022, 69, 149–159. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Lin, Y.; Chen, X. Investigation of moisture diffusion in epoxy system: Experiments and molecular dynamics simulations. Chem. Phys. Lett. 2005, 412, 322–326. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Yazdani, S.; Prince, L.; Vitry, V. Optimization of electroless Ni–B-nanodiamond coating corrosion resistance and understanding the nanodiamonds role on pitting corrosion behavior using shot noise theory and molecular dynamic simulation. Diam. Relat. Mater. 2023, 134, 109793. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Hao, C.; Zhibin, F.; Zhijian, C.; Xuejie, Z.; Penghua, Z.; Jun, W. Effect of Cl− and HSO3- on Corrosion Behavior of 439 Stainless Steel Used in Construction. J. Chin. Soc. Corros. Prot. 2022, 42, 493–500. [Google Scholar]

	



Liu, L.F.; Liu, J.X.; Zhang, J.; Lin-fa, L.; Li-Jun, X.; Gui-Min, J. Molecular dynamics simulation of the corrosive medium diffusion behavior inhibited by the corrosion inhibitor membranes. Chem. J. Chin. Univ. 2010, 31, 537. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Wang, Z.W.; Li, B.; Lin, Q.B.; Hu, C.Y. Molecular dynamics simulation on diffusion of five kinds of chemical additives in polypropylene. Packag. Technol. Sci. 2018, 31, 277. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Razaghi, Z.; Rezaei, M. Corrosion mechanism of sulfate, chloride, and tetrafluoroborate ions interacted with Ni-19wt% Cr coating: A combined experimental study and molecular dynamics simulation. J. Mol. Liq. 2020, 319, 114243. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Damej, M.; Kaya, S.; EL Ibrahimi, B.; Lee, H.-S.; Molhi, A.; Serdaroğlu, G.; Benmessaoud, M.; Ali, I.; EL Hajjaji, S.; Lgaz, H. The corrosion inhibition and adsorption behavior of mercaptobenzimidazole and bis-mercaptobenzimidazole on carbon steel in 1.0 M HCl: Experimental and computational insights. Surf. Interfaces 2021, 24, 101095. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Qiao, G.M.; Ren, Z.J.; Zhang, J.; Hu, S.; Yan, Y.; Ti, Y. Molecular Dynamics Simulation of Corrosive Medium Diffusion in Corrosion Inhibitor Membrane. Acta Phys. Chim. Sin. 2010, 26, 3041–3046. [Google Scholar]

	



Liu, L.-f. Theoretical Study on the Mechanism of the Inhibition Efficiency of 1-(2-hydroxyethyl)-2-alkyl Imidazoline Inhibitor; China University of Petroleum (East China): Shandong, China, 2010. [Google Scholar]

	



Finšgar, M.; Jackson, J. Application of corrosion inhibitors for steels in acidic media for the oil and gas industry: A review. Corros. Sci. 2014, 86, 17–41. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Merello, R.; Botana, F.; Botella, J.; Matres, M.; Marcos, M. Influence of chemical composition on the pitting corrosion resistance of non-standard low-Ni high-Mn–N duplex stainless steels. Corros. Sci. 2003, 45, 909–921. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bautista, A.; Alvarez, S.M.; Velasco, F. Corrosion of duplex stainless steel bars in acid Part 1: Effect of the composition, microstructure and anodic polarizations. Mater. Corros. 2015, 66, 348. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhao, Y.; Qi, W.; Xie, J.; Chen, Y.; Zhang, T.; Xu, D.; Wang, F. Investigation of the failure mechanism of the TG-201 inhibitor:Promoting the synergistic effect of HP-13Cr stainless steel during the well completion. Corros. Sci. 2020, 166, 108448. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Zhang, D.Q.; Cai, Q.R.; He, X.M.; Gao, L.; Kim, G. Corrosion inhibition and adsorption behavior of methionine on copper in HCl and synergistic effect of zine ions. Mater. Chem. Phys. 2009, 114, 612–617. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]








[image: Materials 16 02358 g001 550] 





Figure 1. Metallographic morphology of 2205 duplex stainless steel for test. 
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Figure 2. Charge distribution of organic matter frontier orbital in corrosion inhibitor ((a)-nucleophilic frontier orbital HOMO, (b)-electrophilic frontier orbital LUMO). 
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Figure 3. Adsorption behavior of corrosion inhibitor and Fe surface in different temperature systems. ((a) 140 °C, (b) 160 °C, (c) 180 °C). 
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Figure 4. Adsorption mechanism of organic corrosion inhibitor on iron surface. 
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Figure 5. Uniform corrosion rate of 2205 duplex stainless steel at different temperatures. 
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Figure 6. Thickness of corrosion inhibitor film on 2205 duplex stainless steel at different temperatures. 
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Figure 7. Localized corrosion depth of 2205 duplex stainless steel in acid solution system at different temperatures ((a) 160 °C; (b) 180 °C). 
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Figure 8. Micromorphology of corrosion inhibitor films on the surface of 2205 duplex stainless steel sample at 100× magnification ((a) 140 °C the outer film, (a,) 140 °C the inner film, (b) 160 °C outer film, (b,) 160 °C the inner film, (c) 180 °C outer film, (c,) 180 °C the inner film). 
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Figure 9. Uniform corrosion rate at different test cycle. 
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Figure 10. Thickness measurement results of corrosion inhibitor film at different test cycles. 
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Figure 11. Micromorphology of the inner film of the corrosion inhibitor on the surface of the samples at different test cycles magnified by 100× ((a) test cycle 4 h; (b) test cycle 12 h). 
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Figure 12. Normal distribution of pitting depth on the surface of samples at different test cycles (a) 4 h; (b) 12 h. 
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Figure 13. Micromorphology of sample surface magnified by 100× under optical microscope at different test cycles: (a) 4 h, (b) 12 h. 






Figure 13. Micromorphology of sample surface magnified by 100× under optical microscope at different test cycles: (a) 4 h, (b) 12 h.



[image: Materials 16 02358 g013]







[image: Materials 16 02358 g014 550] 





Figure 14. Structure of high-temperature acidizing corrosion inhibitor double-layer film ((a) schematic diagram, (b) section SEM). 
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Figure 15. Line Scanning Results of Element Distribution of Corrosion Inhibitor Film. 
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Figure 16. Cross-sectional morphology of 2205 duplex stainless steel sample without corrosion product film after testing in 180 °C acid solution with corrosion inhibitor. 
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Figure 17. XRD analysis results of samples without and with corrosion inhibitor ((a) 180 °C without inhibitor, (b) 180 °C with inhibitor). 
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Figure 18. Corrosion mechanism of duplex stainless steel in high-temperature and high-concentration acid solution system. 
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Figure 19. Schematic diagram of corrosion inhibition mechanism of acidizing corrosion inhibitor for duplex stainless steel in high-temperature and high-concentration acid solution system ((a) 140 °C, 4h (b) 180 °C, 4 h, (c) 180 °C, 12 h). 
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Table 1. The specific corrosion inhibitor test conditions of 2205 duplex stainless steel in ultra-high-temperature acidizing.
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Medium

	
Temperature

(°C)

	
Time

(h)

	
Concentration

(wt.%)






	
9 wt.%HCl + 1.5 wt.% HF + 3 wt.% CH3COOH

	
140

	
4

	
4




	
160

	
4

	
5




	
180

	
4

	
6




	
180

	
12

	
6
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Table 2. Binding energy of corrosion inhibitor and iron surface in aqueous solution at different temperatures.
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	Temperatures (°C)
	140
	160
	180



	Binding energy (kcal/mol)
	188.39
	183.26
	180.75
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Table 3. Diffusion coefficient of two corrosion media particles in the inhibitor film, the self-diffusion coefficient of water is 2.34 × 10−9 m2/s.
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	System
	Corrosion Inhibitor -H2O
	Corrosion Inhibitor -H3O+





	Diffusion coefficient (10−9 m2/s)
	0.0108
	0.0099
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Table 4. Diffusion coefficients of Cl− in corrosion inhibitor films at different temperatures.
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System

	
H2O [40]

	
Corrosion Inhibitor




	
Temperature

	
140

	
160

	
180






	
Diffusion coefficient (10−9 m2/s)

	
0.3220

	
0.0177

	
0.0189

	
0.0226
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Table 5. Interaction energy of corrosion medium particles and corrosion inhibitor film.
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	System
	Corrosion Inhibitor Film -H2O
	Corrosion Inhibitor Film -H3O+





	E(kcal/mol)
	−99.25
	−155.91
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Table 6. Main element contents EDS analysis result of outer and inner films at different test temperatures (wt.%).
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Temperature

(°C)

	
Test

Location

	
C

	
O

	
F

	
S

	
Cl

	
Cr

	
Fe

	
Ni

	
Mo

	
Sb






	
140

	
Outer film

	
40.38

	
7.39

	
-

	
1.27

	
5.42

	
0.37

	
2.22

	
0.52

	
-

	
42.43




	
Inner film

	
4.63

	
2.94

	

	
0.48

	
0.89

	
1.35

	
5.3

	
-

	
-

	
78.99




	
160

	
Outer film

	
53.95

	
7.47

	
1.84

	
0.98

	
7.77

	
-

	
1.23

	
-

	
-

	
26.33




	
Inner film

	
3.12

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
-

	
1.26

	
5.30

	
-

	
-

	
89.64




	
180

	
Outer film

	
64.55

	
7.62

	
-

	
1.04

	
7.81

	
0.52

	
1.82

	
2.36

	
-

	
14.28




	
Inner film

	
6.84

	
7.64

	
-

	
0.28

	
1.84

	
5.54

	
15.22

	
18.32

	
1.78

	
42.53
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