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Abstract: X-ray diffraction (XRD) is a standard technique that is widely applied in heterogeneous
catalysis to determine phase composition, atomic structure, and size of crystallites. This review is
focused on the application of in situ XRD for studying the catalysts during their “lifetime” (under
synthesis, activation, operation, and deactivation conditions), limiting the objects of research to oxide
and metal oxide catalysts. Also included is a brief overview of modern techniques and instruments
and the latest works illustrating different aspects of this technique in catalyst research. The main
conclusion is that the field of heterogeneous catalysis research would benefit substantially from the
application of in situ XRD for the structural, phase, and morphological characterization of solid
catalysts. Even more useful information can be obtained if XRD is combined with other techniques
that are more sensitive at length scales different from that of XRD.
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1. Introduction

The development of the modern chemical industry is largely determined by the
design of active, stable, and mechanically strong catalysts. A necessary condition for the
development of new catalysts is a detailed understanding of the structure of the material
and the processes occurring on the surface of catalysts at the atomic and molecular levels.

In order to study the structure of a catalyst in detail, a wide range of methods is
commonly used, including X-ray and neutron diffraction, spectroscopy techniques, thermal
analysis, adsorption techniques, transmission, and scanning electron microscopy. Het-
erogeneous catalysis is a surface phenomenon, so the main interest of the researcher is
the state of the surface. The catalyst can be in the form of massive solids, but in most
cases, nanoparticles of the catalytically active phase are located on the surface of a support.
X-ray diffraction (XRD) is best known for its ability to define a bulk structure of crystalline
materials. Therefore, the question may arise as to how the results obtained using XRD can
shed light on the surface-related catalysis phenomenon. Indeed, XRD struggles with cases
when a number of bulk atoms are comparable with ones of the surface (typically for highly
dispersed systems, with dimensions < 1 nm), but it still can provide useful information
about the support. In many cases, XRD truly shines because the knowledge of the structure
of the active phase—composition, lattice constants, strain state, atomic arrangement, and
defect structure—can be invaluable for any reasoning about the active state of the catalyst.
Moreover, the changes in the bulk nanostructure will affect the surface structure through
the gradient of bulk lattice energy to the surface free energy. The specific changes in the
defect structure also may affect the surface reordering. That is, before studying the state of
the surface, it is necessary to know the structure of the foundation on which the catalysis
phenomenon occurs.
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The traditional approach to studying the catalysts involves catalytic tests and ex
situ characterization of the catalyst before and after the reaction by various methods.
The obvious disadvantage of this approach is that ex situ studies are performed under
conditions far from the working conditions of the catalytic process, which usually proceeds
at relatively high temperatures and pressures in the presence of gas/liquid reagents and
products of the catalytic reaction. For ex situ characterization, it is impossible to study the
active state of the catalyst and reaction intermediates. It is worth emphasizing that the
state of the catalyst can be changed significantly under the reaction conditions due to the
interaction with reagents and the effect of high temperature and pressure. The catalyst
may undergo transformations that drastically modify its composition, morphology, and
crystal structure. For example, during the extraction of the catalyst from the reactor after
the catalytic process, the interaction with atmosphere oxygen could cause reoxidation and,
as a result, make the determination of the active state of the catalyst impossible. Therefore,
it is necessary to study catalysts under conditions as close as possible to the conditions of
their activation/deactivation and operation.

In the literature, there are two terms commonly used to denote studies of catalysts
performed in non-ambient conditions: in situ and operando. Currently, the in situ term is
the most popular and has been actively used since the 1950s. According to the SCOPUS®

database, one of the first in situ XRD studies of catalysts is the study of iron-containing
catalysts for ammonia synthesis, published in 1951 [1]. The term operando has been
actively spreading in the literature for the last two decades and has a narrower application.
In the context of catalysis, it was first mentioned in the study of supported metal oxide
catalysts by Raman spectroscopy in 2002 [2] and was used to describe experiments under
the conditions of a catalytic reaction. In other words, it means studying the catalytic
and structural properties of the catalyst simultaneously. Also, terminology such as high-
temperature/pressure, time-resolved, and non-ambient XRD is often used in publications
to denote “non-standard” conditions.

This review was performed using the SCOPUS® search engine. Preliminary search
for diffraction studies of catalysts (TITLE-ABS-KEY ((“X-ray diffraction” OR “XRD”) AND
(“catalytic” OR “catalysis” OR “catalyst”))) by title, abstract, and keywords returned
141,440 documents as of August 2023, with about 1% of publications being older than
1988. Subsequent limiting by non-ambient XRD (TITLE-ABS-KEY ((“X-ray diffraction”
OR “XRD”) AND (“catalytic” OR “catalysis” OR “catalyst”) AND (“in situ XRD” OR
“in situ X-ray diffraction” OR “non ambient XRD” OR “non ambient X-ray diffraction”
OR “high temperature XRD” OR “high temperature X-ray diffraction” OR “operando
XRD” OR “operando X-ray diffraction”)) AND PUBYEAR > 1987) produces 1099 articles,
with only 53 that are referred to “operando”. To compare and demonstrate trends, these
data are presented together with publications that are not limited to the field of catalysis
(Figure 1). Obviously, only about 10% of publications about catalysts (141 k vs. 1.3 M)
having XRD data is not relevant because X-ray diffraction is a standard characterization
technique for materials science, together with BET surface analysis and electron microscopy.
However, the search is limited by only an abstract, title, and keywords, and standard
techniques are often not mentioned by the authors in these fields. Still, the search for
non-ambient techniques should provide more relevant results (terms should be present in
the search fields) because, typically, the article is based on the data obtained by in situ or
operando XRD if applied. The “in situ XRDcat” and “in situ XRD” show similar trends and
slightly slower growth compared to the “XRDcat”. The growth that “operando XRD” and
“operando XRDcat” have shown in recent years is most likely due to the growing popularity
of the term.

In situ XRD is a useful analytical tool in solid-state chemistry and physics and allows
one to analyze phase transformations, solid–solid, solid–gas, and solid–liquid reactions,
formation of intermediates, and study the kinetics of processes. It is worth noting that
about 10% of publications containing “in situ XRD” are related to the study of catalysts.
These works cover different aspects of the catalyst life: synthesis and activation—phase
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transformations during oxidation/reduction; study of the active component of the catalyst
under reaction conditions; and study of deactivation processes. Studies on catalyst supports
and their interactions with the catalysts can be singled out in a separate area of research.
Studies are divided into cases where only the use of the in situ XRD method provides the
main scientific result and others when in situ XRD is used to complement other methods.
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Of course, there are various processes that can change the catalysts’ structures and,
therefore, require applications of in situ approaches to study. This review is focused on
the processes of loss and uptake of oxygen, limiting the objects of research to oxide and
metal oxide catalysts. Here, we will provide a brief overview of the latest works illustrating
different aspects of the application of in situ XRD for studying mentioned catalytic systems.
This review is divided into two sections: (1) techniques and instruments applied for in situ
XRD and (2) application of in situ XRD to characterize various catalysts and model systems
at different stages of their “lifetime”.

2. Techniques and Instruments

One of the first non-ambient or in situ diffraction experiments was the study of “silicon
steel” (iron containing 3.5% silicon) at temperatures from 77 to 1273 K conducted by Albert
W. Hull in 1917 (General Electric Research Laboratory, USA) [3]. In his work, he also stated
the very basic principles of the powder diffraction technique that are still relevant today;
for example, “Disorder, as regards orientation of the small crystals, is essential. It is attained by
reducing the substance to as finely divided form as practicable, placing it in a thin-walled tube of
glass or other amorphous material, and keeping it in continuous rotation during the exposure”.
Over the past 100 years, diffraction methods and instruments have been actively developed
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and have become widely used in the fields of materials science. Here, we present a brief
introduction to the basic instruments of the researcher: X-ray diffraction techniques, X-ray
sources, X-ray detectors, reaction chambers/cells, reaction products analysis, and X-ray
data analysis techniques.

2.1. Diffraction Techniques

X-ray diffraction is a powerful tool for structure characterization, but it needs to be
carefully applied in the field of heterogeneous catalysis because catalytic reactions occur at
the surface of a catalyst, and XRD is usually applied as a bulk-sensitive method. However,
in most cases, the volume structure correlates with the morphology and surface properties
of the catalyst, and changes in the bulk structure may shed light on the surface properties.
Therefore, the XRD research in the field of catalysis can be divided into two basic groups:

- The bulk structural research—This is quite useful for getting general information on
the bulk catalyst/support (phase, structure, and crystallinity), including the changes
caused by the sample environment (reaction, temperature, etc.) during synthesis,
activation, or reaction studies;

- More sophisticated approaches include when the information on the surface struc-
ture/composition is either obtained indirectly by combining the XRD data with the
data obtained via different surface- or element-sensitive techniques (XPS [4], XAS [5],
IR-/UV spectroscopy [6,7], STEM-EDX [8], SOR [9] etc.) or directly using grazing
incidence diffraction optionally with microfocused beams (generally requires a syn-
chrotron and mostly limited by a model atomically flat systems) [10,11].

In a significant number of cases, the catalysts exhibit weak or no diffraction pat-
terns due to a nanocrystalline nature; usually, a few unit cells or about 1 nm is a critical
dimension. Even though they are not detectable by a standard XRD experiment, still
information about short-range ordering could be obtained by the pair distribution function
technique (PDF) [12]. In addition, the small/ultra-small angle X-ray scattering technique
(SAXS/USAXS, including anomalous ones) can be utilized for studying larger scales like
size and shape distributions of particles [13,14]. The high sensitivity of the bulk XRD to the
deviations from the perfect order (defects) is also useful in the field of catalysis research
because ordering/clustering of these defects can drive structural transformations, which is
a common case for in situ/operando studies [15–17].

There are features of in situ/operando studies that are important both for the experi-
ment itself and for data handling. The catalysts are the dynamic systems that are sensitive
to the reaction environment, temperature, and pressure, and obviously to how fast the latter
is changing. Researchers, when handling data on changes in lattice parameters, need to con-
sider not only TECs but also the chemical expansion that can be caused by thermodynamic
factors, oxidation/reduction of the sample, and defect ordering [18,19]. Even in the case of
a quasistatic reaction, there could be a local overheating that affects the obtained results.
To exclude the possible errors, careful heat calculations, the dilution of catalyst/reaction
mixture, or effective heat transfer supports/gas carriers are required [20,21]. The tempera-
ture and reaction product measurements are strongly dependent on “where? how? and
how fast?” they are measured, especially when fast kinetic processes are involved [22–24].
Speed and completeness (diffraction angles) of the diffraction data collection also need to
be carefully considered for in situ/operando studies because the state of the sample may
change during one diffraction pattern measurement (extremely important when scanning
with a detector). The changes in the volume of the sample caused by thermal or reaction
factors may add some complexity to the data processing, for example, changing the scatter-
ing plane position in Bragg–Brentano geometry (requires using the parallel-beam geometry
or internal standard [25,26]). Scattering of the X-rays on the environment or chamber/cell
parts is another effect contributing to the diffraction pattern. Typically, this is solved by
performing a “blank” experiment, but it needs to be considered when, for example, the
sample environment (in terms of scattering, denser gas/liquid) changes during the exper-
iment [27]. Switching between different carrier gases, for example, from lighter helium
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to heavier argon, during an experiment can affect the quality of data. Fluorescence from
the sample/chamber could be another reason for the low signal-to-noise ratio and high
background (common case for a characteristic X-ray scattering setups); usually, the problem
is solved by changing the X-ray source energy and using energy dispersive detectors or
fluorescence filters [28].

2.2. X-ray Photon Sources

Typically, the X-ray photon sources are divided into two groups:

- Large-scale facilities based on either the linear accelerators—free electron laser
facilities such as XFEL (https://www.xfel.eu/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), SLAC
(https://lcls.slac.stanford.edu/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), etc.—or circular particle ac-
celerators, i.e., synchrotron facilities such as MAX VI (https://www.maxiv.lu.se/ (accessed
on 2 November 2023)), ESRF (https://www.esrf.fr/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), Di-
amond (https://www.diamond.ac.uk/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), etc., where the
radiation is emitted by accelerating particles (usually electrons);

- Tabletop X-ray sources mainly use the method to generate X-rays by the interaction
between accelerated electrons and matter.

The advantages of the large-scale facilities are the unique properties of the obtained
photons. The time structure of the X-ray pulses of FELs (femtosecond X-ray experiments,
FXE) allows for the study of the elemental steps of chemical reactions in timescales of
chemical bond breaking and formation, but still, in the majority of these experiments,
spectral approaches are used. The operando powder diffraction applications are limited
by the liquid phase catalytic experiments due to the high radiation/thermal damage, and
the gas phase catalysis is practically impossible [29,30]. FELs are mainly used for serial
femtosecond crystallography (SFX) experiments, where the diffraction of individual crystals
is collected before the crystal is damaged [31]. In the case of synchrotron facilities, the
insertion devices (wigglers, undulators, etc.) generate a wide energy spectrum (from tens
to thousands of eV) of high brilliance (up to 1022 ph/s/0.1 b.w./mm2/mrad2) [32]. This is
beneficial for catalytic experiments due to the higher penetration depth (high-intensity hard
X-rays), allowing operando studies in reactors close to industrial ones [33], and for the use
of modern hybrid photon counting (HPC) area detectors with much faster data acquisition
times (up to 24 kHz for Spectrum LAMBDA detectors (https://x-spectrum.de/ (accessed
on on 2 November 2023))), allowing the time-resolved operando experiments [34].

The drawbacks are obvious: the cost of such a facility, experimental time limits, and
the localization. To perform an experiment, the researcher needs to submit the proposal
and compete with other scientists for the time to conduct experiments. If successful, the
researcher needs to carefully plan travel to the installation location and the experiment to
obtain the most benefit from the limited experimental time.

The tabletop sources are more common, compact, and cheaper. The most widespread are
the solid anode X-ray tubes working either with characteristic photons or with bremsstrahlung
spectra (typically for microfocus radiography or medical applications). The very principle of
X-ray generation limits its flux with the amount of heat generated when the electrons strike the
anode. Several technological steps have been taken to overcome these limitations [35] of X-ray
tube manufacturing over the decades since their first use by Roentgen in 1895: thermo-ionic
filament (Coolidge, 1913); line focus (Goetze, 1919); rotating anode (Bowers, 1929); heat- and
shock-resistant metal–ceramics (1980); liquid vacuum bearings (Philips, 1989); anode-grounded
tubes (Varian, 1998); rotating frame tubes (Siemens, 2003). Some interesting results were
achieved by Excillium (founded in 2008) with a metal–jet technology where the liquid–metal
anode is used (either gallium or indium alloys). By excluding the classical power limit of
X-ray tubes, they were able to significantly outperform conventional solid anode sources
at micron spot sizes (5–40 µm source diameter) (https://www.excillum.com/ (accessed on
2 November 2023)).

Some attempts were made to fill the gap between the tabletop sources and large-scale
facilities. The Mirrorcle prototype was reported by Yamada in 1998 [36], combining the
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X-ray tube and synchrotron source principles—a small target is placed in the compact
electron storage ring, and the bremsstrahlung emission is defined by the energy of the
electrons (up to 5 MeV). Still, no commercial success was achieved (https://www.photon-
production.co.jp/en/news_index_e.htm (accessed on 2 November 2023)).

2.3. Detectors

The principle of detection of X-ray photons is based on the matter–photon interactions,
the most important of which are photoelectric absorption, Compton scattering, and electron–
positron pair production [37]. Based on these interactions, the output signal of the detector
can be produced by primary ionization, thermal changes, or scintillations. Ionization-based
detectors are divided into three groups: the solid state detectors directly converting photons
into electric charge (a-Se or a-Si photoconductors, flat panel detectors [38], hybrid photon
counting HPC detectors [39]), gas ionization chambers (wire or multi-wire proportional
chambers [40]), and imaging plates, where the photon excited states are trapped in the
storage phosphor material of the plate and then released by a laser as fluorescent light [41].
The thermal effect of the X-rays absorbed by the high-Z, high-density material could be
converted into electrical signals by the Seebeck effect [42]. Scintillator-based X-ray detectors
sequentially convert photons into visible light and then into electrical signals using pho-
todetectors (charge-coupled device CCD and complementary metal oxide semiconductor
CMOS detectors [43]).

Detectors are also classified by coverage into three types: point (0D), linear (1D),
and area (2D). Typically, one must obtain every piece of useful information from photons
scattered by the sample; this is especially crucial when it is an X-ray exposure-sensitive
case (organic crystals, high photon flux). The use of an area detector not only speeds up the
experiments and makes available the time-resolved studies but also excludes experimental
errors in the orientation and polarization-sensitive studies (typical for common Bragg–
Brentano geometry and position-sensitive linear PSD or point detectors). That is why area
detectors are almost always preferable despite the high cost. Some exceptions are the
cases when one requires the higher resolution at the expense of experiment time (analyzer
crystals [44,45]) or energy-dispersive X-ray diffraction studies (silicon or germanium solid
state detectors [46]); both greatly benefit from using the synchrotron source. Currently,
the dominant type of detectors for small-angle scattering, surface, and powder X-ray
diffraction are the hybrid photon counting (HPC) ones, especially for the synchrotron
applications (most common are based on the CERN Medipix and Timepix technology [39],
including Dectris (https://www.dectris.com/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), X-spectrum
(https://www.pitec.co/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), PiTec (https://www.pitec.co/
(accessed on 2 November 2023))). In the X-ray energy range from 2 to 100 keV, HPC
detectors drastically outperform CCD detectors in terms of their low readout noise (down
to one photon), large dynamic range (virtually infinite within the maximum frame rate,
up to 1011 for the common setups), and image plates by orders of magnitude and lower
readout times (up to 108 ph/s/pixel) [47,48].

2.4. Cells and Reactors

The cells and reactors for in situ/operando XRD studies come in a variety of types,
depending on the research being conducted. The specific design will depend on the many
parameters of the photon source, technique, detector, and process conditions in terms of
temperature, pressure, etc. For example, to study the interface between the cathode and
the electrolyte of the solid oxide fuel cell by anomalous XRD technique [49], the researcher
requires the following: from the source, they need to be able to switch between the energy
absorption edges of elements of interest and to have hard enough intense, focused X-rays
to reach the buried interface; from the process conditions, they need to be able to precisely
control the oxygen pressure, temperature, and voltage of the cell; from the reactor materials,
they need to be resistant to the environment conditions and have minimal interference with
the incoming and scattered X-rays; and from the detecting system, they need to maximize

https://www.photon-production.co.jp/en/news_index_e.htm
https://www.photon-production.co.jp/en/news_index_e.htm
https://www.dectris.com/
https://www.pitec.co/
https://www.pitec.co/
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the collected data and minimize the background noise including fluorescence. The main
difficulties arise when extreme conditions are required: very high (>1300 K) or very low
(<4 K) temperature, high pressure (>10 bar), corrosive environment (acidic or alkaline), and
a combination of these. For example, the use of diamond anvil cells (DACs are devices
that can achieve ~1 GPa pressure and 1300 K temperature in common cases and up to
several thousand degrees temperature and up to ~1 TPa pressure when using laser-driven
dynamic-compression diamond anvil cells [50]) requires hard and focused X-rays due to the
very small experimental volume (down to tens of microns) and requirements to penetrate
materials of the cell, as well as limited achievable scattering angles.

The tabletop setups use a variety of stages depending on the diffractometer; typically, every
manufacturer either designs its own stages (Bruker AXS, Billerica, MA, USA
(https://www.bruker.com/en/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), STOE, Darmstadt, Germany,
(https://www.stoe.com/ (accessed on 2 November 2023))) or makes its equipment com-
patible with the existing specialized suppliers (Rigaku, Tokyo, Japan, (https://www.rigaku.
com/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)); Thermo Fisher Scientific Inc., Waltham, MA, USA,
(https://www.thermofisher.com/ (accessed on 2 November 2023))). Anton Paar GmbH,
Tokyo, Japan (https://www.anton-paar.com/ (accessed on 2 November 2023)), is a well-known
leading supplier of non-ambient stages compatible with common diffractometers for XRD
and SAXS studies today. Their portfolio includes reactor chamber XRK900 for solid-state and
solid-state gas reactions up to 900 ◦C and 10 bar, low-temperature chamber TTK 600 with an
antechamber option that allows safe transfer of air-sensitive samples, and cryo and humidity
chamber CHC plus+ for controlled relative humidity studies from 10 ◦C to 80 ◦C. Bruker AXS
has some similar positions, including capillary (TC-TRANSMISSION, up to 1000 ◦C), humidity
(TC-HUMIDITY,−5–75 ◦C, 5–95% RH), low-temperature (MTC-LOWTEMP, down to−180 ◦C),
and high-temperature (MTC-FURNACE, up to 1100 ◦C in the oxidative atmosphere) stages.
The most suitable tool to study catalysts during catalytic reactions or activation/deactivation is
the XRK900 chamber due to the chemically resistant ceramic sample holder and ability to work
in a flow regime that complements the XRD data with mass spectrometry/gas chromatography
of the reaction products [4]. The most challenging thing in the development of the universal cat-
alytic reactor for XRD experiments is the selection of materials that require low X-ray absorption
(X-ray windows, usually beryllium or carbon), enough hardness to work at low/high pressure
(from vacuum to tens of atmospheres), and that they are chemically (oxidative environment, hot
water vapor or corrosive gases) and thermally resistant (up to 1000 ◦C). That is why, in some
cases where the commercial cell materials are catalytically active, research teams make cells of
their own design that are more suitable for the process being studied [51].

The most common types of chemical reactors that are used at synchrotron beamlines
for powder XRD or SAXS techniques are either flow or closed quartz capillary cells that are
heated (or cooled in a cryo stream) by a flow of gas or placed in the heating block. There
are some commercial capillary cells, including Linkam HFSX350V-CAP [52] and Anton
Paar HTK 1200 N [53], but mostly the experimental setups are made by beamline groups.
There is also a tendency to combine several techniques to obtain maximum data from a
single experiment, for example, XRD and IR spectroscopy [54] or XRD and XAS [55]. This
adds limitations to the design and construction materials of the cell and to the experimental
setup as a whole (X-ray source, detector systems). In the practice of operando research, the
creation of a universal cell is impractical and sometimes impossible; either the adaptation of
existing equipment to the studied process or the development of a specific cell is required.
Still, the experimental capabilities of the synchrotron research facilities are quite exceptional
and, for example, allow for the study of the components of an internal combustion engine
during its operation by XRD and imaging [56] or to measure the temperature and XRD of a
catalyst fixed bed with a spatial resolution gas composition [24] (see Figure 2).

2.5. Reaction Products Analysis

For any operando diffraction study of catalysts or catalysts precursors, the characteri-
zation of reaction products is crucial for a better understanding of the reaction mechanism.

https://www.bruker.com/en/
https://www.stoe.com/
https://www.rigaku.com/
https://www.rigaku.com/
https://www.thermofisher.com/
https://www.anton-paar.com/
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The most common time-of-flight mass spectrometry (TOF MS) is used to perform the
chemical composition analysis. The electron ionization of molecules for MS analysis is
typically employed, but due to significant fragmentation, it is less applicable in the case
of complex organic compounds. To overcome these limitations, various soft ionization
techniques have been developed, including chemical ionization [57], field ionization [58],
vacuum UV photoionization [59], and laser ablation resonance-enhanced multiphoton ion-
ization [60]. For a high-resolution gas separation, gas chromatography (GS) is used before
MS analysis. A major drawback of implementing GS is the larger data acquisition times
changing from seconds for MS to tens of minutes for conventional GS. In the last decade,
fast gas chromatography has received renewed attention with successful commercialization
for LC–MS/GC-MS instrumentation. Several methods have been developed for faster GS
separation, mainly narrow bore columns [61], micro-bore columns [62], and vacuum outlet
conditions [63]. The fastest GC applications with relatively high practical utility reported
lasting between 1 and 3 min [64].
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2.6. X-ray Diffraction Data Analysis

XRD data analysis typically starts with qualitative phase analysis. Phase identification
or search–match analysis is based on the “fingerprinting” technique when each unique
crystal structure generates a unique diffraction pattern. The usage of powder diffraction
databases (the most known ICDD PDF 4+ database contains almost half a million en-
tries [65]) together with dedicated search–match software (an extensive list is provided in
reference [66]) allows for relatively fast phase identification, which has been well developed
over the past years. Along with the phase analysis, the size of particles is a key characteristic
of catalyst [67–69]. The Scherrer equation is commonly used to estimate crystallite size
(effective length of diffraction coherence, which is obtained in the direction of the diffraction
vector) using the integral breadth of the XRD peak [70]. Large particles may contain several
crystallites or domains with different orientations, and it is important to compare crystallite
sizes with those obtained with other methods. Since the reflection width is affected by both
microstrains and crystallite size, it is important to distinguish between their contributions.
In this case, a Williamson–Hall method is often applied to estimate “mean values” of crys-
tallite size and strain [71]. Refinement of structure is a more complex process that is most
commonly solved by using a full profile analysis, also known as the Rietveld method [72].
The idea relies on the refining of a set of parameters contributing to the peak’s shape and
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position by the least-squares method, matching the modeled and experimental patterns.
These parameters include crystal lattice and symmetry, crystal structure, microstructure,
background, instrumental factors, and others. Another challenge lies in the amount of data
generated during in situ experiments, which increases constantly (tens of thousands of
diffraction patterns for one synchrotron experiment). That is why batch processing of data
in order to decrease its quantity without losing any essential information is crucial. Ideally,
the beamline software needs to reduce data (integration over area and time, corrections of
the intensities/background), analyze it (batch processing using Rietveld or LeBail, when
the set of parameters from the previous calculation is the starting set for the next), and
visualize it for the researcher to make decisions of process corrections “on the fly” [73,74].
Ref. [66] covers almost all available software (at the moment) for profile analysis. Usually,
in situ/operando data do not have enough quality to solve an unknown structure, so the
powder indexing technique is out of the scope of this review.

In the last decade, successful attempts were made to develop the algorithms of phase
identification and structure refinement using machine and deep learning [75–77]. The
advantage of this approach compared to the conventional match algorithms is that the
rules are based on the neural network training data. Therefore, an expert could develop
the model not only to identify phases but also to predict different parameters that cause
deviation from the database, such as lattice parameter discrepancies owing to solid solution.
Recent works show that machine- and deep-learning models can be applied to screen novel
thin-film materials during early-stage high-throughput material development [77] and for
MOF structure identification [76]. One of the features of the neural network approach is
the possibility to use large amounts of cheap synthetic data together with small batches
of expensive experimental data to achieve accurate phase predictions, as was shown for a
Li–La–Zr–O quaternary system [78]

3. Application of In Situ XRD for the Characterization of Different Steps of
Preparation, Activation, Operation, and Deactivation

In this section, typical in situ XRD experiments on catalysts and model systems will be
discussed. Works illustrating various aspects of the application of in situ X-ray diffraction to
study catalysts will be divided into four topics: (1) catalyst synthesis; (2) activation process
of catalyst and reduction of model oxides, (3) operando research, i.e., under reaction
conditions; and (4) deactivation of catalysts.

3.1. Study of the Preparation Procedure

The process of the development of new catalysts with certain properties such as activity,
selectivity, and stability typically contains the following cyclic steps: synthesis→ catalyst
tests→ change in synthesis parameters→ new synthesis, etc. This evolutionary approach
takes a lot of time, resources, and some luck. Characterization of the catalyst at every step
and structure–performance modeling (see Figure 3) are highly desirable and provide a lot
of information that is useful for planning and optimizing synthesis procedures, thereby
saving time and resources. In situ studies are optimal in that case because they could
provide knowledge about the characteristics of catalysts under non-ambient conditions,
covering synthesis, activation, reaction, and stability performance.

Tunable parameters of the catalyst are morphology, phase composition, crystalline and
particle sizes, defects, and surface structure. These parameters can be controlled by synthe-
sis conditions—changing initial reagents composition, preparation method, temperature,
and pretreatment atmosphere. Usually, the application of in situ XRD to the investigation
of the synthesis procedure includes the final steps of catalyst preparation covering trans-
formations in solids or the crystallization process. These include, among others, studies
of calcination steps, temperature pretreatment of the catalyst precursor in various media
(inert gas, reducing environment) [79–84], and hydrothermal treatment [85,86].

In the case of noble metals, the decomposition of precursors in various gaseous
media and the changes in phase composition and crystallite size are often studied [79–81].
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Baylet et al. [79] investigated the decomposition of palladium oxide supported on γ-Al2O3
at atmospheric pressure under different atmospheres (H2, CH4, He). In situ XRD showed
that the reduction behavior depends on the reducing agent: H2 can reduce PdO particles at
much lower temperatures than methane, while PdO decomposition into Pd in an inert gas
(He) occurs only above 700 ◦C. In turn, this affects the morphology of both the Pd particles
and oxide support and, thus, the catalyst performance.
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Molybdenum-based oxides are promising catalysts for selective oxidation of light
alkanes. They have a broad structural variety due to the ability to form shear structures with
close composition and incorporate metals from the IV and V groups of the periodic table.
The phases formed in such catalysts are determined by the composition and preparation
conditions, in particular, by temperature treatment conditions. In situ XRD was applied to
study the formation of an active phase in catalysts during thermal treatment in air and in
helium for Mo-V-Te-Nb [82,83] oxides. Girgsdies et al. [83] have shown the formation of the
crystalline phases M1 (ICSD 55097), M2 (ICSD 55098), tetragonal M5O14 (M=Mo, V, Nb),
and orthorhombic MoO3 during thermal treatment of the amorphous precursor. Based on
the in situ XRD data, the authors concluded that phases M1, M5O14, and MoO3 are formed
competitively, and the final composition of the catalyst is affected by the availability of
residual tellurium.

For MnOx-Al2O3 catalysts, in situ XRD was applied to explain a sharp growth of the
catalytic activity in oxidation reactions after calcination at 950–1000 ◦C [87]. The thermal
activation effect is quite unusual to observe because, after a high-temperature treatment, the
active component becomes dispersed, although it is expected to become sintered [87]. In situ
XRD study has shown that at the synthesis temperature, the Mn1.5Al1.5O4 mixed oxide with
the spinel structure is formed. At high temperatures, mixed oxide is a thermodynamically
stable compound; upon cooling in air, the oxide decomposes with a release of catalytically
active nanoparticles of manganese oxide Mn3O4+δ containing weakly bound oxygen [88].
Studies of model Mn1.5Al1.5O4 oxide revealed that the segregation of the catalyst precursor
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is driven by the addition of oxygen and subsequent oxidation of manganese cations [89,90].
Modification of MnOx-Al2O3 catalysts with Ga decreases the catalytic activity. The in situ
XRD data indicate that at high temperatures, a solid solution (MnGaAl)3O4 is formed;
however, its further segregation upon cooling is hindered. The introduction of gallium
stabilizes the structure of the (MnGaAl)3O4 mixed oxide, and the amount of active Mn3O4
particles and/or weakly bound oxygen produced after decomposition during cooling is
much lower, which, in turn, adversely affects the catalytic properties [91].

Another typical study of the catalyst synthesis by means of in situ XRD includes the
decomposition of precursor, such as formation of nickel oxide from Ni3(NO3)2(OH)4 [92],
copper oxide from copper nitrate [93]; transformation of CeCO3OH to CeO2 [94]; decom-
position of Ce and Mn oxalates to mixed Mn-Ce oxides [95]; preparation of WOx-CeO2
catalysts [96]; formation of Pd-containing zirconia oxide from amorphous precursor [97];
thermolysis of [Pt(NH3)4]CrO4 complex [98], preparation porous mixed-valent manganese
oxides by hydrothermal treatment of layered precursor [99], by thermal decomposition of
KMnO4 [100].

3.2. Study of the Process of Activation of Catalysts and Reduction of Model Oxides

The reduction of oxides plays a prominent role in heterogeneous catalysis. First,
reducibility is important for oxidation reactions following the Mars–van Krevelen mech-
anism [101–103], in which mobile lattice oxygen takes part in the oxidation of reactants.
In this case, the reducibility of the oxide catalyst is of key importance for the reaction
process because it determines the tendency of the oxide to lose oxygen or donate it to
reactants. Second, the oxide reduction can be an activation stage of the Fischer–Tropsch
synthesis (FTS) [104–106], water–gas shift reaction [107,108], and dehydrogenation of hy-
drocarbons [109,110]. The activation, in this case, is a transformation of the catalyst from
an oxidized state to an active metallic state, and the form and properties of active states can
be changed drastically depending on the reductive conditions. Third, under reductive con-
ditions, it is possible to create unique types of active states of catalysts due to nanoparticle
exsolution onto the surface of mixed oxides [111,112].

In situ XRD is most often applied to the study of the process of the activation of
catalysts (most commonly under reducing conditions) compared to other stages of catalyst
formation or operation. This is due to the fact that during activation, the temperature and
gas environment lead to changes in the oxidation state of the metal cation, resulting in
the formation of intermediate states, evolution of phase composition, defect aggregation,
and creation of superstructure. In situ XRD was widely applied to study the structure
characteristics of catalysts during the activation process of Co-, Fe-, Cu-, and Ni-containing
catalysts in a reducing atmosphere (H2, CO, and other reducing agents). As a rule, the
reducibility of reference oxides, such as CuO/Cu2O, NiO, Co3O4/CoO, Fe2O4, CuFe2O4,
and CoAl2O4, and CeO2- and ZrO2-based oxides, is investigated (see Figure 4).

Reducibility of Cu-containing catalysts. Fundamental knowledge of the kinetics
and mechanism of the reduction of CuO and/or Cu2O in H2 gas mixtures is of particular
interest for heterogeneous catalysis [113], and these were thoroughly investigated by in situ
XRD, TPR, and other techniques. Three different phase transformation sequences for the
reduction of CuO in H2 have been reported: (1) the complete full transformation sequence
CuO → Cu4O3 → Cu2O → Cu has only been observed for the reduction of CuO in a
low-temperature hydrogen plasma [114]; (2) the direct CuO→ Cu transformation (without
the formation of intermediate Cu2O or Cu4O3 phases) [115,116]; and (3) the sequential
reduction CuO → Cu2O → Cu has been reported in papers [117,118]. The reduction
pathway for CuO bulk powders depends on the abundance of the reducing agent (H2 or
CO): the direct CuO to Cu0 is observed for the large reactant supply, and the CuO→ Cu2O
→ Cu0 reduction—in the case of limited supply [115,119].
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For the supported CuO/Al2O3-CeO2 catalyst, the reduction of CuO to Cu0 in the
mixture of 5% H2 and 95% N2 goes both with and without the formation of intermedi-
ate states of Cu2O depending on the temperature of the catalyst preparation [123]. For
the supported CuO/SiO2 catalysts, one-step reduction to metal is shown regardless of
preparation method (impregnation, ion exchange, deposition precipitation, urea hydrolysis-
induced homogeneous deposition precipitation, and homogeneous precipitation induced
by ammonia evaporation); however, the different dispersity of the resulting metal Cu is
observed [124]. For the CuO/Al2O3 catalyst, initially, copper is both in the form of a simple
oxide of CuO and a mixed oxide of CuAl2O4 with a spinel structure. It was found that
copper is more easily reduced from a simple oxide than from a mixed one [125]. Plyasova
et al. [126] investigated the reduction of copper from copper-containing spinels CuFe2O4
and CuFeCrO4 with hydrogen (5% H2/He). The mixed oxide is found to be reduced to
Cu and Fe3O4. Upon mild reoxidation (270 ◦C, 1% O2/He), Cu0 atoms partially return to
the spinel structure and partially form the Cu2O or CuO phase. In addition, the authors
of [127] have found that after heating mixtures of CuFe2O4 with CuO in the presence of
CO or CO/H2O, the copper migrates from CuO into octahedral sites of the CuFe2O4 lattice
at temperatures of 200–250 ◦C, forming metastable phase. Above 250 ◦C, copper leaves
the oxide, the occupancy of the octahedral sites in CuFe2O4 decreases, and diffraction lines
for metallic Cu appear. Similar behavior of Cu atoms was detected for Ce1−xCuxO2 mixed
oxide with fluorite structure [128]. Wang et al. [128] have shown that the fraction of copper
that could be reduced by H2 in the Ce1−xCuxO2 oxides depends strongly on the reaction
temperature. A comparison with data for the reduction of pure copper oxides indicates
that the copper embedded in ceria was much more difficult to reduce. The reduction of the
Ce1−xCuxO2 nanoparticles was rather reversible, without the generation of a significant
amount of CuO or Cu2O phases during reoxidation.



Catalysts 2023, 13, 1421 13 of 33

Reducibility of Co-containing catalysts. Supported Co-containing catalysts are of
interest as FTS catalysts that are selective for the formation of normal alkanes. The precursor
of the active component of the catalyst is a cobalt oxide Co3O4. During activation in the
reductive atmosphere, Co oxides undergo a transition into the metallic state with fcc/hcp
(face-centered cubic/hexagonal close packing) structure. The optimal size of metallic cobalt
particles providing maximum activity and selectivity of a catalyst in the process was found
to be in a range from 5 to 10 nm [120,129–132]. The performance of the active metal phase
also depends on the reduction conditions. Another way to improve the selectivity and
activity of the catalyst in the FTS process is an introduction of additives, such as Pt [133],
Ru [134], Pd [135], Re [135], Zr [136], and other transition metals [137]. Modifications affect
the properties of the initial catalyst, the process of its activation, and, accordingly, the state
and structure of the active component.

In situ XRD was applied to compare the reducibility of bulk Co3O4 with different
crystal sizes and supported Co3O4/Al2O3 [138]. In 100% H2, the reduction of bulk Co3O4
to Co with hcp structure occurs in one stage without the formation of intermediate CoO.
The crystallite size of the initial Co3O4 oxide (in the range of 14–33 nm) does not affect
the temperature of reduction in this case. In 6% H2/He, the reduction of bulk Co3O4 (the
same as for the Co3O4/Al2O3 catalyst in 100% H2) happens in two steps, Co3O4→ CoO→
Co, differing in the resulting structure of metal Co (hcp vs. fcc, accordingly). Heating of
Co3O4/SiO2 catalysts under an inert atmosphere resulted in a selective transformation of
Co3O4 to CoO phase at 250–300 ◦C. The reducibility of Co3O4/SiO2 in hydrogen is shown
to depend on the size of crystallites. The ease and completeness of reduction are found to
decrease from larger (20–70 nm) to smaller particles (6 nm) [139].

Zhang et al. [140] compared the behavior of two Co3O4-Al2O3 catalysts with different
aluminum content and showed that aluminum interacts with cobalt oxide, preventing
reduction at lower temperatures. Cherepanova et al. [141] investigated Al-modified oxides
Co3−xAlxO4 with x = 0–0.2. An increase in Al ions content leads to stabilization of the
intermediate CoO state during the reduction and promotes the formation of the high-
temperature fcc modification of metallic cobalt. Wang et al. [142] studied modified Co–Al
spinel oxide supported on the ordered mesoporous alumina. Their results obtained by in
situ XRD show that the cobalt is more likely to form hcp rather than fcc structures. The
other group [143] has shown that the structure of metallic cobalt (fraction of fcc and hcp
modifications) obtained after reduction could be controlled by the pretreatment of carbon
nanotube support.

The influence of Mn ions on the reduction of Co3−xMnxO4 was investigated in an
isothermal and temperature-programmed regime [144,145]. Two steps of subsequential
reduction first include the transformation of the oxide (Mn,Co)3O4 to (Mn,Co)O, and at
the second stage, the solid solutions (Mn,Co)O are reduced to metallic cobalt and MnO.
The introduction of manganese into the structure of cobalt oxide leads to an increase in
the temperature of reduction for both stages. The structures of initial (Mn,Co)3O4 and
intermediate (Mn,Co)O oxides are very close since both spinel and rock salt structures are
formed by a cubic, closely packed arrangement of oxygen. In (Mn,Co)3O4, spinel structure
cations are located in octahedral and tetrahedral positions, while some of the non-spinel
octahedral and tetrahedral sites remain empty. In (Mn,Co)O, the rock salt structure cations
are located in all octahedral voids. Conversion from one to another requires only a small
displacement of cations. In contrast, the formation of metallic cobalt from (Mn,Co)O
requires rearrangement of the entire structure, which makes the effect of manganese cations
on the second stage of reduction much more significant.

The authors of [146] applied the in situ XRD technique to provide insights into the
formation of active phases in monometallic and bimetallic Cu–Co catalysts. The addition
of Cu leads to a decrease in the reduction temperature of oxides. It is also shown that
the dispersion and distribution of the Cu and Co metal onto the mesoporous matrix
depends on the Cu/Co ratio. [147]. The addition of Ru accelerates the reduction of the Co
oxide supported in alumina [148] and carbon nanotubes [149]. The studies of supported
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Co/MWCNT (multi-wall carbon nanotubes) have shown that crystallite size, broadness
of size distribution, and resistance to sintering could be controlled depending on the
type of MWCNT (with a different outer diameter and wall number) and pretreatment
conditions [150,151].

Reducibility of Ni-containing catalysts. Nickel oxide is a component in many oxi-
dation catalysts and, in addition, is able to catalyze the methanation of CO and CO2 and
steam reforming [121,152–155]. Thus, the study of the reduction of this oxide is inter-
esting not only due to its catalytic properties but also because of possible applications
in the fabrication of electromagnetic devices [156,157]. The results of in situ XRD and
NEXAFS/EXAFS study of the NiO reduction in the flow of hydrogen show a direct NiO→
Ni transformation without the appearance of any intermediate phase. During the induction
period, surface defects are formed with a high efficiency for the dissociation of hydrogen.
The most common surface of the NiO is (100), and its reactivity in a non-defect state toward
hydrogen is negligible. The adsorbed hydrogen has a higher adsorption energy and lower
energy barrier of H–H bond breaking in the presence of oxygen vacancies, and it also can
cause migration of the latter from the bulk to the surface. This shows the important role of
oxygen vacancies in the nickel oxide reduction mechanism [158].

Borges et al. [159] investigated the effect of silica molar content on the performance
of supported Ni/CeO2-SiO2 catalyst for the steam reforming of propane. The in situ XRD
data obtained in a 5% H2/He atmosphere showed that a higher silica molar content in the
support contributes to an increase in the surface area and diminishes the sintering effect on
ceria and nickel particles. Shimoda et al. [160] showed for the Ni- and Co-based catalysts
supported on the α-alumina, the formation of the Ni-Co alloy during reduction in hydrogen
with a higher dispersion state compared to the single metal catalysts. Theofanidis et al. [161]
investigated the reduction in H2 of Ni-Rh catalyst supported on MgAl2O4 and further tested
the stability of the Rh-rich nickel alloy in the presence of oxidizing agents during CO2–TPO.
Rh-Ni alloy forming on the surface of the catalyst suppresses H2S dissociation compared
to the pure Ni catalysts and, thus, Rh enrichment increases the catalyst’s resistance to
the sulfur impurities in the process of dry reforming of methane. Fedorov et al. [162]
investigated the influence of Cu addition on the mechanism of Ni oxide reducibility and
showed a significant decrease in the activation energy of the reduction process associated
with the formation of the solid solution of Cu2+ in NiO. The promoting effect of Zn, Mo, and
Cu in high-loading Ni-SiO2 catalysts for bio-oil upgrading was studied. The introduction
of additives changes the structure of metallic active components, leading to the formation
of Ni1−xMx (M=Zn, Mo, Ni) solid solutions [163–168].

In the case of mixed oxide catalysts, in situ XRD is often applied to study the nickel re-
duction from mixed compounds such as Ni-containing layered double hydroxides [169,170],
Ni-bearing clay minerals [171], Ni nanoparticles exolution from La1−xCexNi1−yAlyO3 per-
ovskites [172], Ni-doped (La,Sr)FeO3 [173], and (Ce,Zr)1−xNixO2 [174,175]. Under the
reductive condition, Ni cations can be released from the volume of mixed oxide with the
formation of metallic Ni nanoparticles. In this case, the parent compound acts as a support
and/or promoter in stabilizing Ni nanoparticles and preventing its sintering.

Marinho et al. [174] investigated the reduction of Ni for CeO2 (Ni-CeO2) and CeZrO2
(Ni-CeZrO2) synthesized by the sol–gel method and compared with Ni/CeO2 and Ni-
CeZrO2 catalysts prepared by support impregnation. They found that Ni nanoparticles
were embedded in the oxide after synthesis. This positively affected its sintering resistance
during reduction at high temperatures (800 ◦C) and also led to the increased concentration
of oxygen vacancies in the support.

Reducibility of Fe-containing catalysts. Fe-based catalysts have been the subject of
intense research in recent decades due to their wide application in various fields, including
water–gas shift (WGS) reactions [122,127,176,177], the Fisher-Tropsh synthesis [178], deep
oxidation of CO and hydrocarbons [179], partial oxidation of H2S [180], and ammonia
synthesis [181]. Indeed, the reactants in all the above-mentioned catalytic processes contain
reducing agents such as CO, H2, or hydrocarbons; thus, the phase composition and the
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chemical state of the Fe-based catalysts may be changed significantly under reaction
conditions. From this point of view, the in situ XRD investigation of the reduction of iron
oxides provides valuable information of practical interest.

Jozwiak et al. [182] applied in situ XRD to study the reduction of different oxides.
Authors postulated the three-stage mechanism of reduction of hematite 3Fe2O3 → 2Fe3O4
→ 6FeO→ 6Fe, instead of the commonly accepted two-stage 3α-Fe2O3 → 2Fe3O4 → 6Fe.
In situ XRD data indicates the appearance of the wüstite FeO phase as an intermediate
of the Fe3O4 hematite reduction process when the reaction temperature exceeds 570 ◦C.
This happens due to the disproportionation reaction 4FeO↔ Fe3O4 + Fe shifting towards
FeO at higher temperatures. Although this reaction is independent of the atmosphere
(reducing or inert), a hydrogen environment can influence the reduction mechanism of iron
oxides. At lower temperatures, the process of FeO reduction can proceed via two possible
parallel pathways FeO→ Fe3O4→ Fe or FeO→ Fe3O4→ FeO→ Fe. Apart from reductive
conditions, such as temperature, time, and pressure of the reducing agent, the particle size,
crystallinity, and interaction with support play an important role.

Nielsen et al. [183] used in situ XRD to study the reduction and carburization processes
during the activation of Fe2O3 hematite as an FTS catalyst. It was shown that the reduction
rate increases both with the temperature and hydrogen partial pressure. Moreover, the
ratio of water to hydrogen determines whether the reduction path will be a two-step or
a three-step process. Zheng et al. [184] have presented an in situ XRD investigation of
the temperature-programmed reduction processes in the mixed gas (N2:H2 = 1:3) of two
types of industrial ammonia-synthesis catalysts (Fe1−xO-based and Fe3O4-based). For
both catalysts, the active phase α-Fe is formed directly from the reduction of the precursor,
Fe1−xO wustite or Fe3O4 magnetite, and no other intermediate phases were observed. The
Fe1−xO-based catalyst has been shown to have a lower reduction temperature and a faster
reduction rate than the Fe3O4-based catalyst. The authors also stated that the higher value
of lattice microstrain of the active phase α-Fe obtained from Fe1−xO-based catalyst is one of
the other possible origins of the difference in the catalytic activity between the two catalysts.

The introduction of additives can lead to the formation of mixed oxides, the reduction
mechanism of which is different from that for simple oxides. The addition of Cr [108],
Ce [185], and Al [185] to hematite increases the transformation temperature of Fe2O3 to
Fe3O4, whereas the addition of Au [186] and Cu [185] leads to a decrease in the reduction
temperature. Zhao and co-workers [187] found that doping with Ca increases the reduction
rate of Fe2O3; the greatest effect is observed for the phase transition of FeO to metallic iron.
Addition of Cu significantly decreases the reduction temperature of hematite to magnetite
(Fe2O3 → Fe3O4) [185]. Shi et al. [188] studied the structure evolution of bimetallic Fe m
(M=Fe, Mn, Co, Ni) ferrite spinel in a flow of 3% H2 in Ar by in situ XRD. The results
revealed that the doping by a second metal decreases the crystallite and particle sizes. Also,
the doping by Mn promotes the reduction of the MnxFe3−xO4 phase to the MnxFe1−xO
phase; however, further reduction of Fe2+ in the MnxFe1−xO phase is inhibited, while the
doping by Co and Ni favors the reduction of MxFe3−xO4 to alloy and metal phases.

The effect of potassium promoter on phase transformation during reduction of the
Fe-based catalysts was investigated by in situ XRD [189–191]. The reduction pathway of
α-Fe2O3 follows the two-step sequence of α-Fe2O3 → Fe3O4 → α-Fe during the isothermal
treatment in 10% H2/He in contrast to that of α-Fe2O3 → Fe3O4 → FeO/α-Fe→ α-Fe
during the temperature-programmed reduction [189]. The potassium promoter inhibits
the reduction of α-Fe2O3 to Fe3O4 due to the enhanced strength of Fe-O bonds while
enhancing the transition from Fe3O4 to α-Fe. Zhang et al. [190] investigated the reducibility
of Fe3O4 for supported FeK/Al2O3 and FeK/M-Al2O3 (M=Ce, Y and La) catalysts of CO2
hydrogenation. The results indicated that the addition of rare earth metals is beneficial for
the transition from Fe3O4 to FeO process, which is an important step for further formation
of the catalytically active iron carbide. Yang et al. [191] have found for K–Cu–Fe/SiO2
catalysts of FTS that α-Fe2O3 is also transformed via sequence Fe2O3 → Fe3O4 → FeO→
Fe and further to Fe2C iron carbide during the CO reduction process.
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The authors of [192,193] investigated the influence of Cu and Al additives on the
reduction of iron oxides in CO. Al inhibits both reduction rates for the Fe2O3 → Fe3O4 and
Fe3O4 → FeO transformations. In situ XRD results show that the Al modifications stabilize
the small particle size of intermediate Fe3O4 oxide and prevent its further sintering due to
the formation of Fe3−xAlxO4 solid solution. The introduction of copper to the Al-modified
Fe3O4- leads to the formation of highly dispersed CuO particles over the catalyst surface
and mixed oxide CuFe2O4. The reduction of Cu oxides to metal state accelerates the Fe2O3
→ Fe3O4 and FeO→ Fe transformations but does not affect the Fe3O4→FeO/Fe stages.

Reducibility of CeO2-based catalysts. Redox behavior in CeO2-containing oxide
catalysts is widely investigated by in situ XRD as a reference compound in the context
of application in three-way catalysts for exhaust gas control and solid oxide fuel cell
(SOFC) and solid oxide electrolyzer cell (SOEC) construction [194–198]. Structural effects
of hydrogen dissolution and oxygen extraction, and also the structural stability of crys-
talline ceria phases in undoped and doped ceria-based materials by various elements,
including Sm [195], Zr [174,175], Ni [174,175,199,200], Cu [200,201], Mn [202], Fe [200],
and Co [203,204], were studied. In the case of CeO2-based catalysts, in situ XRD is often
applied to monitor the evolution of the oxide lattice parameter as a function of the temper-
ature and gas composition because a comparison of lattice parameters’ behavior for the
ceria-based catalyst and pure ceria illustrates the processes of cation exolution from the
solid solution, reducibility of oxide, and formation of oxygen vacancies in the ceria struc-
ture. Zhang et al. [200,204] followed changes in the ceria lattice parameter as a function of
temperature in the MOx/CeO2 (M=Cu, Ni, Co, Fe) sample during the CH4-TPR reaction
and showed that the onset temperature of the apparent ceria reduction manifested varies
slightly following an order of CuOx/CeO2 < NiOx/CeO2 < CoOx/CeO2 < FeOx/CeO2. In
the case of the Ce0.8Cu0.2O2 catalyst, the change in the ceria lattice parameter indicates that
the reduction and oxidation of Cu and Ce in a solid solution is reversible [128].

Zhang et al. [175] found that ceria–zirconia-supported Ni (Ni/CeZrO2) is of higher
reducibility than the pure ceria-supported Ni (Ni/CeO2) upon reaction with pure CH4 or
for the methane dry reforming (DRM) reaction. Zr in the ceria support prevents particle
sintering and maintains small particle sizes for both metallic nickel and the partially reduced
ceria support under reaction conditions through a stronger metal–support interaction.
Additionally, Zr prevents Ni migration from the surface into ceria, forming a Ce1−xNixO2−y

solid solution, which is seen in Ni/CeO2, thus helping to preserve the active Ni0 on the
Ni/CeZrO2 surface. Marinho et al. [174] have shown that doping of ceria with Zr helps to
maintain the ceria structure during thermal treatment for similar systems. It also increases
the mobility of lattice oxygen compared to ceria alone and suppresses carbon deposition
during the DRM.

3.3. Study of the Catalyst under Reaction Conditions (Operando)

Under reaction conditions, a catalyst may undergo chemical transformations that dras-
tically modify its bulk and surface properties. To elucidate how the reactants, intermediates,
and products of the catalytic process change the active phase composition and structure, a
combination of an in situ XRD technique and analysis of the gas phase is necessary. On-line
monitoring of the gas phase is usually performed by either mass spectrometry or fast gas
chromatography. In order to obtain a full picture of the catalytic process, in situ techniques,
which focus on the bulk characterization of the catalyst, such as XRD and XAFS, and other
techniques, such as NAP-XPS and IR spectroscopy, that are better suited for studying the
surface chemistry associated with the reaction process, should be used. However, in some
cases, the use of in situ XRD analysis alone or in combination with analysis of the gas phase
is sufficient to provide valuable information on catalyst performance.

Typically, operando XRD is applied to elucidate the structure of active component
under conditions of several processes: methane dry reforming (CH4 + CO2 → CO +
H2) [175,204–208], methanol/ethanol steam reforming (CH3OH + H2O → CO2 + 3H2,
C2H5OH + H2O→ 2CO2 + 4H2) [209,210], the water–gas shift (WGS, CO + H2O→ H2 +
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CO2) [176,201,211–216], the reverse water–gas shift reaction (RWGS, H2 + CO2 → CO +
H2O) [217–219], total oxidation reactions of CO and hydrocarbons, catalytic hydrogenation
and dehydrogenation [220–224], and self-sustained reaction-rate oscillations (CO + O2 →
CO2, CH4 + O2 → CO2 + H2O) [51,102,225–229]. In all the above-mentioned applications,
the phase composition and the chemical state of the catalysts are strongly dependent
on the reagent/product composition in a certain reaction process. For example, in the
case of oxidation reactions, the state of the catalyst is determined by the fuel (CO, H2,
hydrocarbons)-rich or -lean conditions. Under the fuel-rich condition, the more reducing
environment promotes the formation of metal phases or stable oxides, while under the
fuel-lean condition, oxygen-rich compounds are formed.

Methane dry reforming, methanol/ethanol steam reforming. The conversion of
methane, as the main constituent of natural gas and biogas, to higher-value products
has received much attention in recent years, especially the reforming process of methane
to syngas, which can be used as a fuel or an intermediate in the production of other
chemicals [230,231]. Dry methane reforming (DRM, CH4 + CO2 → CO + H2) is a high-
value-added energy conversion process due to its low operating cost and utilization of
CH4 and CO2, which are both high-impact greenhouse gases [232,233]. Moreover, the
syngas produced by DRM have a H2:CO ratio of 1:1, which is preferred for the formation
of oxygenated chemicals and liquid hydrocarbons through the Fischer–Tropsch synthesis.
Different metal catalysts have been successfully applied to catalyze the DRM reaction. For
this type of catalytic reaction, operando XRD is applied to determine the state of the catalyst
under operating conditions since reactants CH4 and CO2 can interact with the catalyst and
change its active state [204–206]. Wang et al. [205] show the structural transition of the
alloy in Ni-catalyst supported on hierarchical Fe-modified MgAl2O4 in different reactive
environments of methane dry reforming (ratio CH4:CO2). It has been found that the activity
of the catalyst and the resistance to carbon deposition are strongly dependent on the Ni/Fe
ratio used. The most active Ni–Fe surface alloy is formed at the ratio Fe/Ni ≤ 0.1, and an
excess of Fe leads to catalyst deactivation. Zhang et al. [204] studied a series of Co-loaded
CeO2 catalysts in the DRM process. According to an in situ XRD study, a strong interaction
of methane with the CoOx–CeO2 systems at temperatures in the range 200–350 ◦C occurs.
The hydrogen produced by the dissociation of C–H bonds in methane leads to a full reduc-
tion of Co oxide to metallic state, Co3O4 → CoO→ Co, and a partial reduction of ceria.
Both XRD and AP-XPS have shown that under optimum reaction conditions, the active
phase contains metallic Co with a small amount of CoO, both supported on a partially
reduced ceria. The authors of [234] monitored the in situ formation of a graphitic surface
carbon on the 5% Ni/MnO catalyst and the growth of nickel particles during DRM. The
comparison between the catalytic tests and the in situ XRD data suggests that surface
carbon produced during DRM over the 5% Ni/MnO catalyst does not lead to catalyst
deactivation but can act as a reaction intermediate for dry reforming of methane. Marin
et al. [206] conducted an in situ XRD study of the strontium-doped lanthanum cobaltite
(LSC) microwave catalyst promoted with Mn to control the catalyst oxophilicity during
thermal DRM. The experimental results proved that metallic Co particles are an active
component of the LSC-Mn catalyst in the DRM reaction but not La2O3, as was implied
earlier. The authors also demonstrated that the catalyst can be regenerated under oxidizing
conditions and fully restores the initial structure.

Liu et al. [209] investigated the methanol steam reforming reaction CH3OH+ H2O
→ CO2 + 3H2 on a Ni-CeO2 catalyst. Both surface NiO→ NiC→ Ni and bulk CeO2 →
CeO2−x phase transitions were observed during the reaction. The authors demonstrated
that metallic nickel supported over Ce3+-rich ceria is the active phase of the Ni-CeO2
catalyst. They also showed, via modeling of the methanol reaction on the Ni-CeO2−x (111)
plane, that metal–support interactions in this system are crucial to the high selectivity for
CO2 vs. Csurf/CO production. Zhou et al. [210] compared the structure characteristics of
Ce0.8Ni0.2O2 and Ni10/CeO2 catalysts (with the same mole fraction of Ni) under ethanol
steam reforming. For both catalysts, a NiO→Ni transformation at temperatures above
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400 ◦C was observed. However, XRD data showed that the lattice of ceria cells changed
differently. Lattice expansion in Ce0.8Ni0.2O2 was 1.5 times larger than in Ni10/CeO2,
indicating the substantially larger number of oxygen vacancies in Ce0.8Ni0.2O2 oxide. The
study showed that nanoparticles of nickel were embedded into the ceria lattice during
the reaction. This suppressed the methanation activity and induced the formation of
additional oxygen vacancies in the oxide, enhancing the breaking of O-H bonds for both
water and ethanol.

The water–gas shift and reverse water–gas shift reactions. In 2013, Rodrigues and
colleagues [176] published a review of in situ/operando studies for the production of
hydrogen through the water–gas shift CO + H2O→H2 + CO2 on metal oxide catalysts. The
active phase of the catalysts in the WGS process requires identifying and characterizing to
optimize existing or to design new effective catalysts. In most cases, a catalyst under reac-
tion conditions undergoes transitions drastically, modifying its composition and structure
with respect to these obtained during the synthesis process. Typically, one needs to use in
situ XRD to study the structure of crystalline samples that have long-range order and XAFS
or PDF to obtain information on a local structure, which is especially useful for samples that
have low crystallinity or are amorphous. Experiments of time-resolved in situ XRD, XAFS,
and PDF indicate that the active phase of the WGS catalysts, which combine Cu, Au, or Pt
with oxides such as ZnO [211], CeO2 [201], TiO2, CeOx/TiO2 [212], and Fe2O3 [213], essen-
tially involves nanoparticles of the reduced metals. It was shown for these systems that
oxide support is partially reduced in the process and is involved in the dissociation of water
and, in some cases, changes the chemical properties of the active metal phase. Vovchok
et al. [214] investigated mesoporous Co/CeO2 catalysts for the high-temperature WGS. It
was demonstrated that the reducibility of the ceria depends on the cobalt loading. The
increased concentration of Co in the ceria structure suppressed the reduction of Ce cations,
thereby reducing the oxygen vacancies, and likely had an adverse effect on activity. Lopez
Camara et al. [215] studied the promotion effect of Mn on inverse CeO2/CuO catalysts. The
main conclusion was that the catalytic properties are determined mostly by the properties
of ceria nanoparticles. It has been found that manganese suppresses the reduction of the
copper oxide support to a certain extent and simultaneously increases the reducibility of
ceria particles. This may contribute to the activation of water and/or the formation of
active intermediates, which in turn leads to increased WGS activity. Developing techniques
for catalytic CO2 reduction to make higher-value products, such as fuels or key molecular
building blocks for the chemical industry, is a promising way to ameliorate this threat. CO2
hydrogenation to CO is commonly known as the reverse water–gas shift (RWGS) reaction
and can be coupled with other processes, such as Fischer–Tropsch synthesis. This is one
of the reasons the RWGS process continues to be extensively studied as a CO2 mitigation
strategy. Wang et al. [218] investigated how a change in the structure of the In2O3 crystal
phase alters the catalytic performance in the RWGS reaction. In2O3 with cubic lattice shows
stable catalytic performance under high-temperature RWGS conditions (at 450 ◦C), while
the hexagonal form slowly (hours) changes to the cubic. The authors suggest that the phase
transition occurs due to the reduction of h-In2O3 to In(0) or In2Ox with hydrogen, followed
by the oxidation of reduced forms to c-In2O3 with CO2. Lin et al. [219] investigated the
promotion effect of FeOx on the Cu/CeO2 catalyst in the RWGS reaction. It was shown that
the CuFe/CeO2 catalyst exhibits high stability compared to the monometallic Cu/CeO2 in
reaction conditions without sacrifice to activity. During activation in a reducing medium,
the metallic states of iron and copper are formed. As soon as the atmosphere changes to the
RWGS conditions, the dispersed FeO phase appears, while the copper phase remains intact.
The authors proposed that the iron oxides (with limited loading) act as textural promoters
for the copper, preventing its sintering.

Other interesting processes to study using the operando technique are the reaction rate
oscillation reactions [51,228,229] (see Figure 5). Although this is fundamental research, it is
still possible to obtain a lot of useful information, such as details about reaction mechanisms
or the structure of the active phase of the catalyst, for further use in more applied research.
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The authors studied the self-sustained relaxation-type oscillations in the catalytic oxidation
of methane over palladium [228,229] and nickel [51].

Using XRD and MS methods, it has been shown that in an oxygen-deficient environ-
ment, oscillations of reagents and products occur, accompanied by simultaneous oscillations
of temperature and phase transitions. XRD data showed that the highly active state of
Pd0 periodically transforms into the low-active state of PdO in the form of a thin film
on the surface. The reverse transition is accompanied by the carbon deposition on the
surface and its dissolution in the Pd lattice. Similar results were obtained for nickel, where
a much larger part of the catalyst was involved in the reversible Ni–NiO transitions, and
no significant carbon deposition was observed.
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3.4. Study of the Process of the Deactivation of Catalysts

The deactivation of the catalyst is an important stage in its lifetime. Understanding the
nature of this process opens up opportunities to extend catalyst life and develop efficient
regeneration/recycling strategies. The common types of deactivation mechanisms (see
Figures 6 and 7) reported for the heterogeneous catalysts include [235] poisoning (catalytic
sites blockage by a chemisorbed agent), thermal degradation (loss of the active phase or
catalyst surface), fouling (physical blockage of the catalyst surface by a deposited agent),
active component leaching (through a liquid or gas phase), inactive phase formation,
attrition/crushing, photodegradation (due to exposure to light or radiation), and elec-
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trodegradation (changes in catalyst structure due to applied voltage). Since deactivation
processes can be long in time and require conditions similar to the real processes, various
approximations are often used to model them. This can be a study of the catalyst resistance
to overheating by a temperature treatment in various media or, for example, enrichment of
the reaction media with fuel to accelerate the processes of carburization. There are com-
prehensive reviews [235,236] that have addressed the topic of the mechanisms of catalyst
deactivation. This brief review is aimed to cover the studies that have successfully applied
in situ XRD to the matter.

NAP-XPS, in situ XRD, and EXAFS were applied to study the reasons for a higher toler-
ance toward severe reaction conditions (high temperature and/or enhanced ethane/oxygen
ratio) of the Bi-modified MoVNbTeO catalysts for oxidative dehydrogenation of ethane [237].
In earlier works, it was found that the main mechanism of the MoVNbTeO catalyst deacti-
vation in reaction conditions is caused by the reduction of tellurium, further accompanied
by either blocking of the active sites or decomposition of the initial catalyst structure. It
was directly shown by in situ XRD that under strong reducing conditions, the crystal lattice
of the bi-modified catalyst did not undergo compression along the c-axis, in contrast to the
initial catalyst. Together with EXAFS data showing that Bi has a similar local environment
as Te, this allowed the authors to state that Bi limits Te mobility within the oxide structure.

The industrial catalytic dehydrogenation of ethylbenzene accounts for ~90% of the
styrene produced worldwide. Muhler et al. [220,238,239] used in situ XRD to elucidate the
origin of activation and deactivation of a potassium-promoted iron oxide catalyst. Authors
indicated that the reduction process during the start-up period causes the release of mobile
K+ ions, which in turn react with trivalent iron oxides to form the active phase of KFeO2.
Under reaction conditions, KFeO2 exists as a thin layer supported on a solid solution
of K2Fe22O34 in Fe3O4, but it is metastable at room temperature and in the presence of
moisture. The deactivation of the catalyst may take place by complete reduction of KFeO2
to Fe3O4 and KOH. The formation of a liquid phase (KOH) causes the loss of potassium
and irreversible deactivation of a catalyst.

Oxidative coupling of methane (OCM) is one of the chemical processes that converts
methane directly into more valuable C2 products. La2O3-based catalysts are promising in
OCM reactions; however, under CO2 (major by-product) exposure, the effect of bulk carbon-
ation of La2O3 takes place, affecting C2 yield performance. Guan et al. [240] compared two
La2O3 samples, a commercial isotropic M-La2O3 and one with optimized nanorod morphol-
ogy n-La2O3 in OCM reaction, while measuring XRD and MS in real time. They showed
that, having the same hexagonal structure, n-La2O3 is more resistant to the formation of
La2O2CO3 and that the latter has a poisoning effect on the activity of La2O3.
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Currently, steam reforming of the liquefied petroleum gas (SR-LPG) process is con-
sidered an alternative to steam methane reforming (industrial technology standard) due
to the safer storage and easier distribution in remote areas. Due to the decomposition of
LPG and methanation reaction, a lot of hydrocarbon by-products are produced, affecting
the catalysts’ activity via carbon deposition. Moura et al. [241] studied the stability of Ni,
Rh, Ru, and Pt catalysts supported on ceria–silica. In situ XRD data collected during the
SR-LPG process established high stability to sintering of the Pt, Rh, and CeO2 structures,
while the crystallite sizes of Ni0 and Ru0 tend to increase with time in the reaction. The
authors attributed this effect, i.e., decreasing the metal–support interfacial area for Ni and
Ru samples, to an alternative reason for the deactivation of these catalysts, in addition to
carbon deposition on the catalyst surface.

Catalysts 2023, 13, x FOR PEER REVIEW 21 of 34 
 

 

to the safer storage and easier distribution in remote areas. Due to the decomposition of 
LPG and methanation reaction, a lot of hydrocarbon by-products are produced, affecting 
the catalysts� activity via carbon deposition. Moura et al. [241] studied the stability of Ni, 
Rh, Ru, and Pt catalysts supported on ceria–silica. In situ XRD data collected during the 
SR-LPG process established high stability to sintering of the Pt, Rh, and CeO2 structures, 
while the crystallite sizes of Ni0 and Ru0 tend to increase with time in the reaction. The 
authors attributed this effect, i.e., decreasing the metal–support interfacial area for Ni and 
Ru samples, to an alternative reason for the deactivation of these catalysts, in addition to 
carbon deposition on the catalyst surface. 

 

Figure 6. The common types of deactivation mechanisms: (a) sintering via atomic Ostwald ripening 
and crystallite migration; (b) catalyst surface and pores carbonization. 

 

Figure 7. The common types of deactivation mechanisms: (a) catalyst sulfur poisoning and carbonyl 
leaching; (b) thermal-driven growth of the BaWO4 inner layer at the BCFZ membrane blocking the 
oxygen transport (figure adapted from data obtained in [242]). 

Sintering, typically a process of crystallite growth or agglomeration with loss of cat-
alytic surface area, is the main reason for the loss of activity of a wide range of catalysts. 
When speaking about supported metal catalysts, several different parameters can affect 
sintering rates, including temperature; environment; metal type; catalyst dispersion; and 
support surface area, texture, and porosity [236]. Typically, sintering rates increase expo-
nentially with temperature, and in most cases, this is an irreversible process. Thus, the 

Figure 7. The common types of deactivation mechanisms: (a) catalyst sulfur poisoning and carbonyl
leaching; (b) thermal-driven growth of the BaWO4 inner layer at the BCFZ membrane blocking the
oxygen transport (figure adapted from data obtained in [242]).

Sintering, typically a process of crystallite growth or agglomeration with loss of cat-
alytic surface area, is the main reason for the loss of activity of a wide range of catalysts.
When speaking about supported metal catalysts, several different parameters can affect
sintering rates, including temperature; environment; metal type; catalyst dispersion; and
support surface area, texture, and porosity [236]. Typically, sintering rates increase expo-
nentially with temperature, and in most cases, this is an irreversible process. Thus, the
best strategy is to mitigate or prevent the effect rather than to reverse it. In a reducing
or neutral environment, generally, the melting point of the used metal determines the
sintering effects, i.e., stability drops in the following order: Pt > Pd > Ni > Cu. In the
oxidizing conditions, the metal oxide volatility and metal–support interactions play a
crucial role; for example, for noble metals, stability drops in the following order: Rh > Pt
> Ir > Ru (melting temperature order: Ru > Ir > Rh > Pt). An effective way to increase
resistance to sintering is to use a support with a strong interaction with the catalyst and/or
encapsulate the metal in the porous matrix. Kim et al. [243] studied Pt cluster stability
during ethylene hydrogenation by operando XAS and in situ X-ray PDF analysis. The Pt
clusters and single atoms were deposited on inorganic zirconia nodes of a metal–organic
framework (MOF) NU-1000 using targeted vapor-phase synthesis. The authors confirmed
that in reducing and operating conditions up to 200 ◦C, no significant changes in cluster
sizes were present. They also found that single atoms of Pt are more susceptible to CO
poisoning due to stronger bonding. The other way to prevent sintering is to use promot-
ers/protectors or complex bi- or tri-metallic catalysts. It was identified that the sintering of
copper in the Cu/ZnO/Al2O3 catalysts is one of the deactivation mechanisms in methanol
synthesis [244–246]. In situ XRD tests were conducted for Cu/ZnO/Al2O3 catalyst in the
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temperature range from 110 ◦C to 640 ◦C in a reduction atmosphere. It was found that
the Zn promoter can efficiently prohibit the growth of Cu particles at lower temperatures.
However, with the extended time and temperature exposure, the Cu particles continued to
inevitably grow due to the loss of ZnO protection after its reduction [246].

Another wide area of research includes complex oxides with perovskite (ABO3) or
perovskite-like (A2BO4 Ruddlesden–Popper phase) and fluorite (AO2) structures. Typical
applications of these are oxygen separation membranes, catalytic membrane reactors
(CMR) for producing syngas from biofuels, and solid oxide fuel cells (SOFC). General
requirements for such materials are chemical and thermomechanical stability under a
high gradient of the oxygen chemical potential, high oxygen or mixed ionic–electronic
conductivity and surface reactivity, high selectivity in the partial oxidation of fuels into
syngas, and relatively low cost. The common deactivation mechanisms include [247]
thermal degradation (phase segregation under high temperature and/or under oxygen-
rich/deficient atmosphere) [248–250]; inactive phase formation or poisoning (either due
to the chemical reaction between component layers for SOFC or due to the interaction
with the gas phase for catalytic reactors) [242,251]; and mechanical cracking (which is often
the case for layered SOFCs during thermal cycling of components with different thermal
expansion coefficients (TECs)) [252,253]. Popov et al. [249] constructed a reactor for in
situ XRD studies of oxygen-permeable membranes compatible with a conventional D8
Advance (Bruker) powder diffractometer. Using this setup, the authors have shown that
the structure of the membrane based on the Ba0.5Sr0.5Co0.78W0.02Fe0.2O3−δ under operating
conditions is determined by the oxygen partial pressure from the feed side. Therefore,
the popular opinion that membranes based on cobaltites are unstable is not relevant for
thin-walled hollow fiber membranes. Nikolaeva et al. [251] tested a La0.5Ca0.5Mn0.5Co0.5O3
solid solution as a catalyst for the total methane combustion reaction. During the reaction,
there was a noticeable decrease in methane conversion, and the rate of catalyst deactivation
increased with increasing temperature. The in situ XRD and HRTEM methods showed
that the deactivation occurs as a result of the segregation of calcite and cobalt oxide
particles on the perovskite surface. Vamvakeros et al. [242] studied CMRs under OCM
reaction conditions using XRD with absorption computed tomography (-CT) technique.
They have shown that both BaCo0.4Fe0.4Zr0.2O3−δ (BCFZ) and La0.6Sr0.4Co0.2Fe0.8O3−δ
(LSCF) membranes are chemically stable in CO2 atmosphere. However, the observed
formation and growth of stable BaWO4 and SrWO4 phases could lead to deactivation of
the membranes due to the inner layer formation blocking the flow of oxygen and W loss by
the catalyst phase. Another excellent work was carried out by Li et al. [253] using the same
XRD-CT technique to study a complete micro-monolithic SOFC (composition—8 mol%
YSZ, NiO, and lanthanum strontium manganite) during thermal cycling in real time. The
authors demonstrated superior mechanical properties of this design, consistent chemical
and structural homogeneity, and, of course, the possibility to observe these parameters
with high spatial resolution in operating full cells.

4. Conclusions and Outlook

In this brief review, we demonstrated different aspects of the application of in situ XRD
for modern oxide and metal oxide catalysis. XRD’s ability to determine the nanostructure
of catalysts and phase dynamics under synthesis/activation/reaction conditions makes
it a powerful tool for catalysis research. Thus, this technique should unambiguously be
the basis of any catalytic research. Still, in the literature, the speculations about the state
of the active phases dominate the discussions of the real data obtained under operating
conditions. However, the field of in situ techniques application is growing, and it is
definitely connected with progress in experimental facilities and equipment. Development
in radiation sources with higher brilliance, state-of-the-art 2D detectors, reaction cells, and
neural network technologies are all driving forces for in situ XRD experiments. With the
increasing availability of this type of research, we are definitely seeing a shift in in situ XRD
from an exclusive study to a routine one.
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New directions have emerged for in situ diffraction, especially in the field of character-
ization by multiple techniques, such as a common tandem XRD-EXAFS. The combination
of in situ/operando techniques, both bulk- and surface/element-sensitive, could provide
detailed studies of the structural, electronic, and chemical properties of catalysts under
reaction conditions. All the required technology is available to make it possible, and the
limitations are the centralization and system integration of these techniques at the dedicated
centers in institutions/synchrotron facilities.
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