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Using Applied Pressure to Guide Materials Design: A
Neutron Diffraction Study of La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ †
Craig L. Bull,∗a Christopher J. Ridley,a and Helen Y. Playforda

The compression behaviour of La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ have been studied up to a pressure
of 2.8 and 2.2 GPa respectively. Using neutron diffraction, the mechanism of compression, and
the behaviour of the NiO6 and La/PrO9 polyhedra in these layered perovskite materials have
been determined. Their compression mechanisms have then been compared to related materials
(La2−x Prx NiO4 , Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 , La2−x Srx NiO4 and Pr2−x Cax NiO4 ) where the unit–cell volume has
been reduced by controlling the composition (x), which acts as an ‘effective chemical pressure’.
Understanding the effects of both has implications for materials design; pressure can be used to
finely tune a property, which theoretically may then be emulated using chemical doping.

1 Introduction
Perovskite-layered materials with the general formula X2 NiO4
(where X= La, Pr, Nd) exhibit a number of interesting properties. 1 For example La2 NiO4 shows a temperature driven semiconductor to metal transition 2,3 . The range of properties of related materials means that they find applications in intermediate
temperature solid oxygen fuel cells (SOFC), as membranes for
oxygen separation, ceramic oxygen generators and mixed-ionic
electronic conductors. 4–6 The operational temperatures and efficiencies of such properties may be tuned by composition.
The La2 NiO4+δ perovskite-layered material crystallises in the
K2 NiF4 tetragonal structure I4/mmm (Figure 1) and can be viewed
as perovskite like sheets of corner-shared octahedra which are
separated along the c-axis by rock-salt like layers. 7 The octahedral sheets contain the six-coordinated Ni- ions and the rock-saltlayers contain the nine-coordinate La atoms (in capped square
anti-prism polyhedra, see Figure 1). Subtle distortions from this
ideal tetragonal structure give rise to orthorhombic and monoclinic symmetries. For example, Pr2 NiO4+δ crystallises in the
related orthorhombic structure with space group Fmmm. Stoichiometric La2 NiO4 is orthorhombic with space group Bmab and,
as previously mentioned, the oxygen excess material crystallises
in the tetragonal symmetry with the general formula La2 NiO4+δ
with δ in the range 0.055–0.15. 8 In the tetragonal structure the
La-atom is located on the 4e Wyckoff site (0,0,z) with z ≈ 0.36, Ni
on the 2a Wyckoff site (0,0,0), O(1) on the 4c Wyckoff site (0, 21 ,0)
and O(2) on the 4e Wyckoff site with z ≈ 0.18. In the orthorhom-
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structural parameters as a function of pressure and RAW data]. See DOI:
10.5286/ISIS.E.RB1510598.

bic (Fmmm) structure the Pr-atom is located on the 8i Wyckoff
site (0,0,z) with z ≈0.36, Ni on the 4a Wyckoff site (0,0,0), O(1)
on the 8e Wyckoff site ( 14 , 14 ,0) and O(2) on the 8i Wyckoff site
(0,0,z) with z ≈0.17. In both structures the displacement of the
O(2) atom gives rise to a distorted NiO6 octahedron elongated in
the c-direction with four shorter Ni–O(1) bonds in the ab-plane
and the two longer Ni–O(2) bonds in the c-plane (Figure 1). The
displacement of the X-atom in the z-direction coupled with the
O(2) atom displacement gives rise to a zig–zag arrangement of
O(2)–X–O(2) bonds along the a and b directions (Figure 1).
Pressure is a powerful tool for accessing new physical properties while also affecting excited-state dynamics. High pressure provides a systematic control over interatomic distances in
materials, a primary input for calculations of solid-state properties; high pressure studies also provide experimental support
for theoretical models. High-pressure experiments can reveal desirable new properties and crystallographic structures and synthetic methods may then be developed to access these properties and structures at ambient pressure. 9 A methodology for doing this may employ the concept of ‘chemical pressure’, whereby
ionic substitutions are used to induce similar distortions to the
crystalline lattice. 10,11 Comparisons of chemical and hydrostatic
pressure in systems have been previously made, for example
in doped MnAs, BaFe2 (As1−x Px )2 , Gd1−x Yx Ba2 Cu3 O7−δ , CoM2 O4
(M=Al, Co and Rh), SmNiC2 and the bromido-bridged palladium
compound [Pd(en)2 Br](Suc-Cn )2 .H2 O. 10,12–16 In the field of perovskite related materials the effects of changing the size of the
central anion is used to replicate the effects of pressure and has
been used to study the effects of magnetic interactions. For example, in ferrimagnetic materials A2 CrOsO6 (A=Sr, Ca) 17 . Where
there is a decreased interaction angle between Cr–O–Os when
substituting Ca with Sr in the A–site and change in magnetic curie
J
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2 Experimental
To prepare La2 NiO4 and Pr2 NiO4 , stoichiometric amounts
of La(NO3 )3 .6H2 O, Pr(NO3 )3 .6H2 O and Ni(NO3 )2 .6H2 O
(>99.99 %, Sigma-Aldrich) were dissolved in the minimum
amount of distilled deionised water in an alumina crucible.
The resulting solution was then warmed at 353 K to drive
off the excess water and the temperature slowly increased to
decompose the resulting gel. The resulting oxide mix was then
sintered at 1373 K for 24 hr in air and cooled slowly to ambient
temperature, thoroughly ground, pelletised and annealed at the
same temperature, until a single phase oxide resulted. X-ray
diffraction was used to confirm phase purity, using a Rigaku
Miniflex diffractometer with a filtered Cu Kα1,2 source over the
range of 20-80◦ 2θ , with a step size of 0.05◦ .
2.2 High–Pressure Neutron Diffraction

Fig. 1 Structure of the layered-perovskite X2 NiO4 (X=La or Pr). Top Left:
overall structure looking down the b-axis. The NiO6 octahedra are shown
as green polyhedra. The offset O2 and X atoms along the c-axis are
clearly seen as a zig–zag across the structure. Top Right: The structure
showing the NiO6 and XO9 polyhedra. The layers of NiO6 polyhedra and
the interlaced XO9 polyhedra are clearly seen. Bottom Left: The NiO6
octahedra, the O1 atoms form the four shorter equal in-plane Ni–O(1)
bonds and the two O2 atoms form two longer Ni–O(2) bonds in the cdirection, and give rise to a distortion of octahedra. Bottom Right: the
capped-square anit-prism formed by nine non equal La–O bonds. In all
figures the X atoms are shown as a blue spheres, the nickel as a green
spheres and oxygen as red spheres.

Powdered sample was placed in an encapsulating null scattering
TiZr gasket 20 and sealed between a pair of zirconia–toughened
alumina anvils within a V3 Paris-Edinburgh press 21 . To ensure
hydrostatic conditions, perdeuterated methanol:ethanol (4:1 ratio by volume) was included in the sample chamber and small
piece of lead included to act as a pressure marker. A sealing
load of 6 tonnes was applied. The press was then mounted in
the PEARL instrument at the ISIS Neutron and Muon Source in
the UK 22 . A neutron powder time–of–flight (ToF) diffraction pattern was obtained in the 90◦ scattering geometry giving access to
a d-spacing range of 0.5–4 Å. Data sets were recorded for approximately 3 hours per pressure point, and data collected in 5 tonne
increments up to a maximum applied load of 50 tonnes. The maximum pressure generated for each sample was ∼2.8 and 2.8 GPa
for the La2 NiO4 and Pr2 NiO4 respectively, the differences being
as a result of differing amounts of samples loaded in each experiment relative to the pressure transmitting medium. Data were
focused, normalised and corrected for anvil attenuation using
in-house software 23 and Rietveld analysis performed using the
GSAS suite of programmes 24 .

3 Results and Discussion
temperature. Another example would be the structural changes
induced in the solid solution (Sr1−x Bax )2 FeSbO6 which are shown
to be analogous to that produced by hydrostatic pressure. 18 The
reduction in superconducting temperature in K2 NiF4 structured
Sr2 RuO4 by hydrostatic pressure has also been mimicked by altering of the substrate on which the epitaxial thin films is grown. 19
In the current study we have compressed tetragonal La2 NiO4+δ
and orthorhombic Pr2 NiO4+δ up to pressures of 2.8 and 2.2 GPa
respectively at 300 K. The crystallographic structure has been
measured upon compression using neutron diffraction. We have
then analysed the data to look at the behaviour of polyhedra in
both materials with increasing pressure and these changes have
then been compared to the behaviour of the polyhedra in related
materials in order to quantify the chemical pressure due to doping.

3.1 High pressure behaviour of La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ
Figure 2 shows a representative neutron powder diffraction pattern of orthorhombic Pr2 NiO4+δ (Fmmm) at 2.2 GPa. Across the
pressure range studied both La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ show no
changes in symmetry, showing only a compression in unit–cell
volume. For La2 NiO4 with excess oxygen the published crystallographic structure includes an interstitial oxygen placed at the 4d
Wyckoff site (0, 21 , 14 ) with a low site occupancy (∼ 0.1). 25 However, in the current data addition of the above oxygen to the refinement results in no improvement in overall fit quality and the
fractional occupancy and thermal motion when refined are highly
correlated and we suggest this is a result of the attenuation of the
data by the anvil and gasket material 26 , as such we have not
included the excess oxygen in our subsequent refinements. Addition of the excess oxygen without fractional occupancy refine-

Dalton Transactions Accepted Manuscript

Published on 17 July 2020. Downloaded by Chadwick and RAL Libraries on 7/17/2020 9:44:39 AM.

2.1 Sample Synthesis

Page 3 of 9

Dalton Transactions
View Article Online

1 2 .7 2

1 2 .5 0 0
A

1 2 .7 0
2 .0

2 .5

3 .0

3 .5

4 .0

d - s p a c in g ( Å )

Fig. 2 Neutron powder diffraction pattern of Pr2 NiO4+δ at 2.2 GPa. The
raw data is shown as open black circles. Also shown by the red trace
is the calculated profile of the Rietveld refinement of the data and the
blue trace the residual of the fit to the data. The vertical tick marks show
the positions of the Bragg reflections for the phases (from top to bottom,
Pr2 NiO4+δ , Pb pressure marker, ZrO2 anvil and Al2 O3 anvil).
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ment resulted in no changes to the refined positions of O(1) and
O(2) which are in agreement with those published previously. 25
The compression behaviour of the tetragonal La2 NiO4+δ
and orthorhombic Pr2 NiO4+δ unit–cell parameters is shown
in Figure 3.
The lattice parameters all show a decrease
in value with increasing pressure.
The individual lattice compressibilites for La2 NiO4+δ have been determined as
ka =kb =2.1(4) TPa−1 and kc =2.37(9) TPa−1 and for Pr2 NiO4+δ as
ka =2.0(2),kb =1.2(2) TPa−1 and kc =3.5(2) TPa−1 . We note that
the determination of the orthorhombic distortion may be limited
by instrumental resolution, giving rise to the non-linear changes
observed in the lattice parameters at low pressures, or there
may be a subtle structural phase transition, however, we see
no discontinuous behaviour in the unit–cell volume or anomalous behaviour in the bond distances beyond determined standard deviation. Figure 3 also shows the variation in unit-cell volume for La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ with increasing pressure which
smoothly decreases in value upon compression. Also shown is the
determined 2nd order Birch-Murnaghan equation of state (EoS).
A first-order phase transition (even an isosymmteric one) would
result in discontinuous behaviour in unit–cell volume and would
be clearly visible in the deviation of the unit–cell behaviour from
the determined EoS. The difference in the bulk modulus between
the two samples is small and the determined values of B0 are
147(1) GPa and 140(2) GPa for La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ respectively. These values are typical for oxide materials but are softer
compared to the equivalent cuprate oxides La2 CuO4 and Pr2 CuO4
with values of 185 and 160 GPa respectively. 27
For La2 NiO4+δ the Ni–O(1) bond length (Figure 4) which
is found in the a − b plane decreases with increasing pressure
– given that the a lattice parameter decreases linearly with
increasing pressure with an estimated rate of change of ∼-
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Fig. 3 Variation in unit–cell parameters with pressure for La2 NiO4+δ and
Pr2 NiO4+δ . A: Lattice parameters for tetragonal La2 NiO4+δ , a = b shown
as filled squares and the c lattice parameter as open sqaures. B: Lattice
parameters for orthorhombic Pr2 NiO4+δ , a as filled square, b by triangles,
and c as open square. C: Variation of normalised (to ambient pressure
V0 ) unit–cell volume (V) with pressure for La2 NiO4+δ (filled square) and
Pr2 NiO4+δ (open square). The solid black trace shows the fit of a Birch–
Murhaghan equation of state to the La2 NiO4+δ data and the red trace the
equivalent for the Pr2 NiO4+δ data. Error bars smaller than symbols.
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0.004 ÅGPa−1 (Figure 3). However, the Ni–O(2) bond length
(which lies along the c-direction, Figure 1) increases with increasing pressure despite the c-axial length decreasing at the
higher rate of ∼0.018 ÅGPa−1 . The ratio of Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1)
bond length shows an overall trend of increasing with increasing
pressure (∼0.011 GPa−1 ). Deviations from an ideal value of 1 for
the Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) bond length ratio indicate distortion of the
NiO6 octahedra and in the present case the trend suggests that
these octahedra become increasingly distorted with increasing
pressure, elongating along z. A different behaviour is observed
for the Ni–O bonds in Pr2 NiO4+δ where both bond lengths decrease with increasing pressure at a similar rate to each other (∼0.003 and -0.004 ÅGPa−1 for Ni–O(1) and Ni–O(2) respectively)
and this overall results in a negligible increase in the Ni–O(2)/Ni–
O(1) ratio with increasing pressure at a rate of ∼0.0007 GPa−1
(Figure 4). The actual volume of the NiO6 octahedra in La2 NiO4
shows a very small increase in size with increasing pressure (∼
0.04 Å3 GPa−1 ) and overall the compression is taken up by a reduction in volume of the distorted LaO9 polyhedra at a rate of
∼-0.18 Å3 GPa−1 (Figure 4). For Pr2 NiO4+δ both the NiO6 and
PrO9 polyhedra decrease in volume at a rate of ∼-0.05 and 0.23 Å3 GPa−1 respectively (Figure 4). It therefore appears that
there is a difference in the apparent compression mechanism between La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ where in both systems the XO9
polyhedra compress at a significantly faster rate compared to the
slowly expanding NiO6 polyhedra in La2 NiO4+δ and gradually
compressing NiO6 octahedra in Pr2 NiO4+δ .
The point group of the octahedral (NiO6 ) site is D4h . A shift
of the oxygen atom along the c-axis leads to a stabilisation of
the dz2 orbital with elongation of the Ni–O(2) bond as is the case
upon compression of La2 NiO4+δ and a stabilisation of the dx2 −y2
orbital if the bond reduces in length as in the case of Pr2 NiO4+δ ,
with increasing pressure. 28 Such changes in orbital stabilisation
would give rise to a change in covalency of the Ni–O bonds in
each direction as well of the La/Pr–O bonds.
There are three distinct La–O bonds in the LaO9 polyhedra of
the tetragonal La2 NiO4+δ . The longest four of which (La–O(2))
decrease in length with increasing pressure as does the shortest
single La–O(2) bond. However, the intermediate four La–O(1)
bonds display invariant behaviour with pressure within error. In
orthorhombic Pr2 NiO4+δ there are four distinct Pr–O bonds in
the PrO9 polyhedra and different behaviour is seen upon compression. The two longest Pr–O(2) bond lengths are invariant at
high pressure and the two slightly shorter Pr–O(2) bond lengths
decrease with increasing pressure. On average the single shortest
Pr–O(2) bond is invariant with increasing pressure and the intermediate four Pr–O(1) bonds decrease in length with increasing
pressure (see S.I. †).
There are no significant changes in the relative difference between the absolute bond valence sum to the formal oxidation
state (|∆Vi |) of the NiO6 octahedra in La2 NiO4+δ and a small increase in Pr2 NiO4+δ (Figure 4) with increasing pressure. 29 There
is however, a significant decrease in the difference in absolute
bond valence sum of the LaO9 and PrO9 polyhedra at high pressure. It has been suggested that a difference in absolute bond
valence sum greater than 0.1 is a result of strain in the bonds

and hence for the XO9 capped square anti-prisms in the materials the strain is relieved with pressure, but there is no significant
reduction in strain in the NiO6 polyhedra. 30 However, given the
oxygen excess it is hard to exactly quantify the absolute value of
the bond valence sum. It is the mix of invariance and decrease in
the X–O bonds in the XO9 polyhedra in La2 NiO4+δ and Pr2 NiO4+δ
which gives rise to the observed behaviour in difference in absolute bond valence sum. In previous studies, the oxidation state of
Pr in Pr2 NiO4+δ has been determined by XANES measurements
to be 3+, with the average oxidation state for nickel between 2+
and 3+. The latter was assumed to be 2+ in the present bond
valence sum calculations (but potentially could also be higher as
a result of potential small quantities of oxide impurities below the
detection limits of the techniques used). 31 In the case of the Ni–
O bond valence for both materials we note the difference from
2+ is quite high and suggests that the oxidation state is on average greater than 2+ (as would be suggested by the oxygen excess
described above). However, we are unable to confirm the exact
value of the oxidation state of nickel, but no change in oxidation
state would be expected to be induced with increasing pressure
and the overall trends in the bond valence sum should be unaffected.
3.2 Chemical vs Hydrostatic Pressure
Having established the behaviour of the polyhedra in La2 NiO4+δ
and Pr2 NiO4+δ with pressure we turn our attention to recreating
the structural changes at ambient pressure. As previously discussed the concept of chemical pressure allows the recreation
of the effects of hydrostatic pressure and for La2 NiO4+δ and
Pr2 NiO4+δ doping of the lanthanide ion effectively changes the
overall unit–cell volume.
Previous studies have shown a reasonably linear decrease in
unit–cell volume with increasing chemical doping (x) in the solid
solutions La2−x Prx NiO4 and Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 (see Figure 5). 32,33
This is expected, as the ionic radii of the lanthanides decrease
with increasing Z across the lanthanide series La (1.216 Å) > Pr
(1.179 Å) > Nd (1.163 Å) (with ninefold coordination in 3+ oxidation state). It is possible to determine the equivalent pressure
required to compress the parent (undoped) material to the same
unit–cell volume using the EoS parameters determined for the
end member. This is termed the ‘effective chemical pressure’. 34
Figure 5 shows the determined pressure for each of the dopant
levels using this method. The effective chemical pressure is different between the two systems for a given dopant level owing to the
different EoS parameters for their respective end-members. The
question remains however: do the polyhedra behave the same
with effective chemical pressure as they do with hydrostatic pressure on the parent material?
Figure 6 shows the variation in polyhedral behaviour
determined by previous studies 32,33 of La2−x Prx NiO4 and
Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 replotted as a function of effective chemical pressure. Firstly, we look at the overall trends of the Ni–O bonds
within the NiO6 octahedra. For La2−x Prx NiO4 the Ni–O(1) bond
decreases linearly with increasing effective chemical pressure,
however the Ni–O(2) bond shows a small but reasonably lin-
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Fig. 4 Experimentally determined behaviour of polyhedra in La2 NiO4+δ
and Pr2 NiO4+δ with pressure. A & B : changes in Ni–O(1) (squares) and
Ni–O(2) (circles) bond lengths for La2 NiO4+δ (A) and Pr2 NiO4+δ (B). The
triangles show the variation in Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) bond length ratios (propagated error bars smaller than symbols). C: Changes in NiO6 (squares)
and LaO9 (circles) for La2 NiO4+δ . D: Changes in NiO6 (squares) and
PrO9 (circles) for Pr2 NiO4 . E: Variation in bond valence difference for
NiO6 (squares) and LaO9 polyhedra (circles) for La2 NiO4+δ . F: Variation
in absolute bond valence sum difference for NiO6 (squares) and PrO9
polyhedra (circles) for Pr2 NiO4+δ . In all plots the solid lines are linear fit
to the data points.

Fig. 5 Determined effective chemical pressure of La2−x Prx NiO4 (square)
and Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 (triangle) as a function of dopant concentration x.
The inset shows the variation in experimentally determined unit–cell volume for La2−x Prx NiO4 (square) and Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 (triangle). 32,33 For the
La2−x Prx NiO4 there are two values at high dopant levels as the sample
was found to be mixed phase, with two different unit–cell volumes.

ear increase in effective chemical pressure. The same trend is
seen in hydrostatic compression of La2 NiO4+δ (Figure 4), and in
both pressure regimes the distortion of the NiO6 octahedra increases. In Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 there is a change in behaviour of the
NiO6 octahedra compared to that in La2−x Prx NiO4 (Figure 6); unsurprisingly the Ni–O(1) bonds decrease with increasing effective
chemical pressure; the same trend is seen in the Ni–O(2) bond,
a decrease is also observed in the Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) ratio. Upon
the hydrostatic compression of Pr2 NiO4+δ (Figure 4) both the NiO(1) and Ni–O(2) bond length on average decrease (albeit the
Ni–O(2) decreases at a significantly smaller rate); however, there
is very little change in the Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) ratio with increasing
hydrostatic pressure, except on average a small increase.
Hydrostatic compression of La2 NiO4+δ (Figure 4) results in a
small (on average) increase in NiO6 polyhedral volume, but a
measurable decrease in LaO9 polyhedral volume. The effect of
chemical pressure on La2−x Prx NiO4 results in a measurable decrease in both NiO6 and La/PrO9 polyhedra, with the rate of decrease in NiO6 volume being less then that of the La/PrO9 volume (Figure 6). Interestingly, the hydrostatic compression of
Pr2 NiO4+δ reduced the volume of both the NiO6 and PrO9 polyhedra, and the same behaviour is seen in the compression of
Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 with effective chemical pressure.
The case described above is for a ‘simple chemical pressure system’ for which there is no change in oxidation state of the cations
upon doping. However, it is possible to dope systems where the
doping successively changes the average oxidation state of the
ions. For example, in the case of La2−x Srx NiO4 and Pr2−x Cax NiO4
in which increasing x reduces the unit-cell volume. 35,36 The unit–
cell volumes converted to an effective chemical pressure are
shown in Figure 7. However, the effective chemical pressure or
reduction in unit–cell volume is not achieved by the same mechanism as described for the doping with atoms with the same oxidation state. Figure 7 shows the effective chemical pressure gen-
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Fig. 6 Behaviour of polyhedra in La2−x Prx NiO4 and Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 as a
function of effective chemical pressure 32,33 . Top left: NiO6 octahedra in
La2−x Prx NiO4 as a function of effective chemical pressure, where the Ni–
O(1) bond lengths shown as squares, Ni–O(2) bond length as circles and
the Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) bond length ratio as triangles. Top Right: Variation in
NiO6 octahedra in Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 as a function of effective chemical pressure, where the Ni–O(1) bond length shown as squares, Ni–O(2) bond
length as circles and the Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) bond length ratio as triangles.
Bottom Left: Variation in NiO6 (squares) and La/PrO9 (circles) polyhedra
as a function of effective chemical pressure for Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 . Bottom
Right: Variation in NiO6 (squares) and Pr/NdO9 (circles) polyhedra as a
function of effective chemical pressure for Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 .

erated for the average atomic radius of the X atom in X2 NiO4
which changes with doping (it is assumed that the Pr ion remains
in the 3+ oxidation state although some studies show that for
similar materials some Pr4+ may be present with doping 37 ). For
the systems where X=La2−x Prx and Pr2−x Ndx the average atomic
radius decreases with increasing dopant x (or effective chemical
pressure) however, for the system La2−x Srx and Pr2−x Cax the average atomic radius increase (albeit at different rates) despite a
decrease in unit–cell volume or an increase in effective chemical
pressure. The successive doping with 2+ (Ca/Sr) cations means
that the average oxidation state of the nickel ion has to change
to compensate and as such it increases from 2+ with increasing
level of dopant (x) .
In Pr2−x Cax NiO4 there is a decrease in both the Ni–O(1) and
Ni–O(2) bond lengths (see Figure 7) and replicated in the hydrostatic compression of Pr2 NiO4+δ . However, the difference in
rate of change leads to an overall increase in Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1)
bond length ratio and hence an increase in distortion of the octahedra. In comparison the hydrostatic compression, the rate of
change in the Ni–O(2) and Ni–O(1) bonds gives very little change
in the distortion of the octahedra. In La2−x Srx NiO4 there is a decrease again in Ni–O(1) and Ni–O(2) bond lengths (see Figure
7) but the rates of which give rise to an overall decrease in the
Ni–O(2)/Ni–O(1) bond length ratio (and hence less polyhedral
distortion/strain) and is opposite to the hydrostatic compression
of La2 NiO4+δ . In both systems there is a decrease in the NiO6 and
XO9 polyhedral volume with increasing effective chemical pressure, which is in contrast to the situation seen for the hydrostatic
compression of La2 NiO4+δ but the same as Pr2 NiO4+δ , although
the behaviour in the doping with 2+ ions means that complications arise in behaviour of the X and Ni ions due to changes in
oxidation states and this is difficult to disentangle from a simple
change in the average ionic radius of the X atom.

4 Conclusions
We have shown how tetragonal La2 NiO4+δ and orthorhombic
Pr2 NiO4+δ compress upon application of hydrostatic pressure up
to ∼ 2.5 GPa. The mechanism of compression differs slightly between the two layered perovskite materials in the way the NiO6
octahedra and La/PrO9 polyhedra behave. This behaviour has
then been compared to the effective chemical pressure induced
reduction in unit–cell volume for La2−x Prx NiO4 , Pr2−x Ndx NiO4 ,
La2−x Srx NiO4 and Pr2−x Cax NiO4 . The study shows that application of hydrostatic pressure to a parent compound overall is
reasonably able to predict the effects of chemical pressure in this
series of materials however, the effects of changes in oxidation
states of the cations needs to be taken into consideration. For further studies to make use of this methodology, the bulk modulus
of the chemically doped material has to be similar to the material studied at high pressure, however, there is a growing number
of high pressure crystallographic studies for which suitable comparisons can be made and increasing ease of access to facilities
for performing suitable high–pressure studies. This study starts
to show that it may be possible in the right chemical system to
use experimental in situ physical pressure measurements to guide
synthetic routes to new materials with suitable physical or struc-
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